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Abstract: Over the last decade, Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) has been increasingly applied
for the design and analysis of positive displacement machines employed in vapor compression and
power generation applications. Particularly, single-screw and twin-screw machines have received
attention from the researchers, leading to the development and application of increasingly efficient
techniques for their numerical simulation. Modeling the operation of such machines including
the dynamics of the compression (or expansion) process and the deforming working chambers is
particularly challenging. The relative motion of the rotors and the variation of the gaps during
machine operation are a few of the major numerical challenges towards the implementation of
reliable CFD models. Moreover, evaluating the thermophysical properties of real gases represents an
additional challenge to be addressed. Special care must be given to defining equation of states or
generating tables and computing the thermodynamic properties. Among several CFD suite available,
the open-source OpenFOAM tool OpenFOAM, is regarded as a reliable and accurate software for
carrying out CFD analyses. In this paper, the dynamic meshing techniques available within the
software as well as new libraries implemented for expanding the functionalities of the software
are presented. The simulation of both a single-screw and a twin-screw machine is described and
results are discussed. Specifically, for the single-screw expander case, the geometry will be released as
open-access for the entire community. Besides, the real gas modeling possibilities implemented in the
software will be described and the CoolProp thermophysical library integration will be presented.
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1. Introduction

Positive Displacement machines (PDMs) play a crucial role in a huge number of applications.
Air compression, vapor compression, and Organic Rankine Cycles (ORCs) are just few examples in
which PDMs are widely employed. These machines are typically preferred to dynamic machinery for a
number of reasons including high pressure ratio preserving compactness, unsteadiness of the working
conditions, and low enthalpy jump can cause dramatic efficiency losses [1,2]. Within this framework,
the performances of PDMs are receiving growing attention by the researchers.

Among the several types of PDMs, screw-type machines are one of the most used devices.
Cost-effectiveness, compactness, and quietness are just a few of the reasons that have helped in making
these machines so popular [3–6]. These devices have received an increasing interest, making screw
compressors to comprise the majority of all positive displacement compressors in operation, as reported
by [7,8]. The massive usage of these machines and regulations aiming to more efficient usage of
energy [9] led researchers to look into the design phase and the operation analysis of screw-machines in
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order to maximize its efficiency. Analytical [10], experimental [11] and computational [12,13] analyses
have been proposed in the literature in order to understand the fluid-dynamics inside the machines.

The Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) analysis [3,14–16] is a useful tool for the prediction of
flow behavior and performance: the geometry complexity and the compatibility of the instrumentation
make the experimental campaign very challenging. Sometimes the numerical approach is the only
way to investigate the potential behaviour of PDMs with different fluids, without major changes to the
plant to be carried out. The complexity of the problem has brought about the application of several
numerical strategies to solve the behaviour of volumetric machinery. Among the others, single-screw
compressors and expanders are particularly challenging to be simulated. Specifically, the definition of
a structured grid compatible with the rotor displacement is not straightforward. Such a mesh could
bear the high deformation and the stretch imposed by the motion without seeing a drop in the cell
quality. Indeed few attempts in the literature have been done in simulating such machinery, basically
taking advantage of overset grids [14].

In this article, many approaches for the analysis of single and twin-screw machines through CFD
are illustrated. All the possible approaches that come with the open-source software OpenFOAM-v1806,
OpenFOAM-6 and the extended version foam-extend 4.0 have been tested on the case study.
The peculiarities of all the studied techniques are reported and the main features of each approach
are highlighted.

Open-source CFD suites are gaining more attention by companies and researchers as they are
showing capabilities comparable with commercial tools. This work aims to assess the capability of
the widely known open-source opensource CFD software in simulating PDMs. As the same setup (in
terms of mesh quality, mesh motion, operating conditions) has proven to work with other proprietary
CFD suites, the state of the art with OpenFOAM is presented. The user should consider this paper as
an overview of the possible techniques to be used for the CFD analysis of the screw-type machines
and the mesh requirements for being able to run such a simulation. Pros and cons of each method are
described and the most promising methodology is suggested. Furthermore, a new approach based on
an external mesh generator is employed. Also, the thermophyisical properties modeling details are
reported as well.

The numerical approaches investigated for the single screw simulation have been divided
according to the requirement of mesh deformation. Mesh Adaption—dynamic remeshing and Key
Frame Remeshing require the mesh to follow the evolution of the fluid domain and therefore ask for
mesh deformation. On the other hand, Immersed boundary and Overset grids are rigidly displaced:
the actual evolution of the flow field is obtained by means of activating only the computational cells
that lay inside the actual fluid domain. A different approach is proposed for the twin screw simulation.
The method, belonging to the mesh morphing category, relies on the a-priori definition of the points
location during the evolution. All of these methods will be described in the following.

The approach chosen for the simulation must cope with the thermophysical models for the
elaborated fluid. As the vast majority of the applications in which PDMs are used exploits phase
change for power generation or cooling, the working points in which they operate is close to the
saturation dome. As the critical point is approached, the ideal gas model does not hold. Considering
the gas to have the ideal behaviour (neglecting inter-molecular force effects) in the proximity of the
critical point can lead to deviations up to the 12% in the performance prediction, as reported by [2].

The appropriate model of real gas should rather be chosen, according to experimental data
available or comparison with numerical code that implement the Helmholtz equation [17]. In this work,
the real gas modeling possibilities available with the software are described. These include typical
cubic equations of state ( Peng-Robinson [18], Redlich-Kwong [19], Aungier-Redlich-Kwong [20],
Soave-Redlich-Kwong [21]) and a new functionality of the software that implements a CoolProp
wrapper for OpenFOAM is presented [22].
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2. Mesh Moving Techinques in OpenFOAM and Analysis of Single—Screw Expanders

2.1. Creating the Mesh

The workflow for the CFD analysis of a single screw expander (SSE) starts with the definition of
a proper mesh generator able to provide meshes that are suitable for the motion technique that will
be employed.

OpenFOAM provides a built-in mesh generator, snappyHexMesh, which is designed for meshing
complex geometries with a cut-cell approach [23]. The resulting mesh is a hex-dominated mesh,
with polyhedral cells close to the walls. cfMesh [24] is another mesh generator that has been fully
integrated with OpenFOAM. This application is able to generate hex-dominated meshes, but also
tetrahedral and polyhedral meshes. The mesh parameter definition and the generation are faster than
the first method, even though the quality is generally slightly lower with respect to the former case.

External generators can be used as well, thanks to the utilities for the mesh conversion. Either
proprietary software or open-source applications can be used. For example, fluent3DmeshToFoam or
gambitToFoam can be used for mesh prepared with ICEM-CFD or ANSYS-GAMBIT. Typical open-source
mesh generators compatible with the CFD solver are salome-platform [25] from OPEN-CASCADE
and Gmsh [26]. All the mesh generation techniques described above are available in all the different
branches of OpenFOAM.

2.2. Moving the Mesh—Numerical Strategies Available

The choice of the mesh depends on the motion technique to be adopted. The different mesh
motion techniques available with the software suite are divided according to the requirement of
cell deformation: rigid mesh motion techniques and mesh deformation approaches. Immersed
Boundary Method (IBM) and Overset grid belong to the first category, where no deformation is
required. The update of the fluid domain according to the operation of the machine relies on different
techniques. On the other hand, Mesh Adaption—Dynamic Remeshing and Key Frame Remeshing rely
on the deformation of the grid: the operation of the machine is intrinsically evaluated by updating the
cells close to the wall. Indeed, this includes a term for the boundary displacement that is plugged in as
boundary condition for the solution of the flow [27]. In the following, a brief overview of each of the
methods is provided.

2.2.1. Rigid Mesh Motion—IBM

The IBM technique, firstly proposed by [28], is a CFD approach in which the computational
domain does not conform to the solid boundary. This represents indeed an advantage because the
time-consuming grid generation procedure can be extremely fast. In this case, the imposition of the
boundary conditions implies a modification of the governing equations, adding a source term. Such
procedure is typically referred to as forcing [29], and in OpenFOAM the forcing operation is done on
the discretized equations. For this reason, the approach implemented in the software is called discrete
forcing [30].

At the moment, this approach is only available within the extended version of OpenFOAM
(i.e., foam-extend from version 3.2 onward). The mesh can be obtained from snappyHexMesh, using
only the castellated step without getting rid of the “solid” domain. The mesh motion is implemented
as well, by an update of the boundary conditions accordingly. In order to have a better representation
of the flow close to the boundary mesh can be refined around the theoretical position of the boundary
for each time step, by means of the refineImmersedBoundaryMesh utility.

To the scope of the PDM modeling, the application of IBM is not fully applicable. Indeed, at the
current state of the art, the implementation in foam-extend does not provide support for compressible
flows. Therefore, a little bit of coding is required for the modeling of SSE. The other cons of this
technique are related to the poor resolution of the boundary layer. This problem is intrinsic to the
method, not to the implementation in OpenFOAM. The first grid close to the wall is not guaranteed to
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be aligned with the boundary itself (as it is typically in body-fitted grid). This is generally related to an
extra diffusivity that is not physical and can only be reduced (not eliminated) by increasing the order
of accuracy of the simulation.

2.2.2. Rigid Mesh Motion—Overset

The overset mesh strategy is based on the application of the Finite Volume Method (FVM) to
overlapping grids. This approach was firstly proposed in [31], and further refined in [32]. One or more
overset grids, which discretize the moving bodies, are stacked on a background mesh that models the
fixed regions of the computational domain. One of the advantages of this approach is the avoidance of
mesh deformation during the transient calculation of moving domains. This technique is based on the
simultaneous use of active, passive and interpolating cells. In the active cells, the flow field is solved
with no need of interpolation, while in passive cells no equation is solved because they are temporarily
or permanently removed from the calculation. The overset process starts from the hole recognition,
which results in the identification of the set of passive cells. The set of Partial Differential Equations
(PDEs) characterizing the flow field must be solved on all grids at the same time. For this reason,
the results in the background region must be coupled with the ones obtained in the overset grids,
interpolating the flow variables between acceptor and donor cells. Acceptor cells mark the boundary
of one grid overlapping with another one. The acceptor cells act as ghost cells in the finite volume
discretization, so their center only enters into discretized equations of the neighbors. This could cause
a gap between the number of equations and the number of variables. This gap is filled by a number of
interpolating equations for the values of flow variables at the acceptor cell centers. The donor cells
are a set of cells which is employed in the creation of interpolating equations, which can be based on
different interpolation methods.

Commercial CFD software houses have been developing the overset mesh technique for
several years, but its implementation in OpenFOAM is very recent. This is a new feature in
the open-source CFD environment, so its performance and robustness keep increasing with the
continuous development.

In the OpenFOAM implementation, the overlapping zone must contain at least 4 cell layers in
both background and overset meshes. In applications concerning PDM this constraint originates a
relevant issue regarding the mesh size, because of the very small dimensions of gap regions. In order
to correctly model the flow inside these machines, several millions of cells should be employed for the
discretization of every gap region. On the other hand, the overset technique allows to maintain the
grid morphology during the simulation, and the quality of the elements in the gaps remains excellent.
Unfortunately, the computational effort associated with the interpolation process and with the high
number of cells is unacceptable for numerical simulations of realistic PDM. The unsuitability of this
meshing strategy for the applications discussed in this work has been proven by the authors. Figure 1
shows the mesh of a Single-Screw machine characterized by more than 5 millions of elements. Such a
number of cells requires a very high computational time for the oversets interpolation process at every
time step, but the mesh is far from being refined enough. The figure clearly demonstrates that the size
of gap elements is still too big, originating severe errors in the holes recognition process.

The next steps in the development of the overset strategy for PDM could regard the dynamic
refinement or the zero-gap approach. In the first case, the mesh could be dynamically refined where the
distance between the bodies becomes smaller than a predefined value. On the contrary, the zero-gap
approach is involved when the distance between the overset mesh and the background mesh is less
than three cells. In this case, such cells are removed from the calculation, the gap is sealed and the
minimum requirement of four overlapping cells is not valid anymore.
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Figure 1. Overset mesh of a SSE: issues in hole recognition.

2.2.3. Mesh Deformation—Mesh Adaption Dynamic Remeshing

The Mesh Adaption Dynamic Remeshing (MADR) is a numerical strategy that includes mesh
deformation as a consequence the motion of inner parts. This technique, firstly introduced with the
foam-extend version, has been made available to the other branches. However, the compatibility is not
guaranteed after OpenFOAM-2.3.x. The algorithm is based on the standard dynamic mesh classes and
extends their capability.

In this case, the entire process is divided into three steps: mesh smoothing, mesh reconnecting and
mesh remapping [33]. The mesh smoothing step is characterized by no changes in connectivity.
This step is introduced to delay the local re-mesh requirement by keeping the mesh quality as
high as possible. Indeed, the distortion induced by the displacement of the boundary is smoothed
inside the domain. The way this smoothing happens is user-defined by, for example, solving a
Laplace/Poisson equation with a user-specified diffusivity. Another option is to get advantage of the
Mesquite optimization toolkit [34], which is provided with the MADR library as well. Such mesh
morphing techniques force the cells that have a higher quality to deform more than the lower quality
cells. The desire is to postpone as much as possible the remeshing phase that is time-consuming and
might lead to interpolation errors.

The second step is the mesh reconnecting. This phase occurs when the distortion of the mesh
is too big to be handled by the smoothing. The remeshing is local, in the sense that only the cells
that have a bad quality are modified. This helps in limiting the interpolation errors that might arise
and reduces the computational effort. Besides remeshing, refinement can be introduced. This can be
based on mesh quality, length scales or field value. For example, Figure 2 reports a refinement based
on length scale. Specifically, it can be noticed that inside the groove a refinement has been imposed.
This does not happen outside the groove, in the bulk of the casing, where there is no need of such
accurate resolution.

The last step of the algorithm is the mapping of the solution in the old cells into the new generated
ones. This is done by storing both the old and new mesh in a single “super” mesh. Then the
mapping is done by computing the intersection between the source and the target mesh. At this
point, the computation and limitation of the gradients on the source mesh happen. The final step is
the volume and distance weighted Taylor series interpolate to super mesh, and finally there is the
agglomeration on the target.
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Figure 2. Localized refinement according to length scale.

This approach can bear virtually any kind of deformation, can work very fast and, since the
remeshing is only local, the mass conservation error is very small. Nonetheless, it has a few limitations.
First, only simplicial cells are supported. Therefore a tetrahedral mesh generator should be employed,
and it is not possible to guarantee the alignment at the walls. The other limitations are related to
parallel computation, which is not very robust, and the interruption of the libraries’ maintenance by
the developers.

2.2.4. Mesh Deformation—Key Frame Remeshing

This strategy is similar to the MADR: remeshing is required in order to accommodate excessive
cell distortion. This technique, however, is not local as the former one. The complete remeshing of the
geometry is required at fixed time intervals. The length of such intervals might be chosen in order
to let the smoothing of the mesh (that can be included in this approach) to act for a number of time
steps. This would delay the remeshing requirement and would, therefore, help in containing the
computational cost of the simulation.

This library is not closely related to any of the branches described above, but it is rather a
user-defined algorithm that calls the solver and the mesh generation (or substitute the mesh if already
available). Therefore it can be applied to all the different versions of the software. The algorithm
requires a set of meshes for the solution of the problem: one mesh is generated, the flow field is solved
for a prescribed number of time steps, then the solution is mapped on a new mesh that is generated
with the rotating walls that are in the position related to the final time step analyzed by the previous
solution. And this procedure is iterated over and over in order to achieve convergence. The number of
mesh required for a full simulation of the SS is related to the periodicity of the satellite wheels (and,
generally speaking, the rotating part with the lower periodicity interval). The mapping from one mesh
to the next occurs calling the mapFields utility of OpenFOAM.

This technique is robust and can handle very big mesh distortion. It also has some advantages
related to the mesh type that can be handled (arbitrary element shape) and the preserved alignment
wall-faces in the boundary layer area. The cons related to this technique are related to the computational
effort, that can be very high, and the non-trivial usage (a little coding is necessary for setting up the
case). Finally, the conservation of the mass might be not ensured, as the space conservation law is not
strictly respected [27].
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The Key Frame technique have been applied to the simulation of the SSE. The mesh used for the
simulation is an unstructured Cartesian trimmed mesh, composed by roughly 14 millions elements
and allows to achieve an average y+ of 20.

The surface mesh on the screw has a peculiarity: the wall of the screw has an hole, where contact
happens and thus the mesh of the screw is merged with the star wheel mesh. The mesh merging
when contact happens is allowed by using the Key Frame remeshing technique by proper choice of the
minimum element size. The snappyHexMesh utility will therefore merge two surfaces which are closer
than that size and thus the contact between the engaging parts can be kept into account. The correct
contact detection is important from the stress point of view, but the flow field inside the machine is
only slightly affected by this phenomenon.

The results obtained by the usage of such a technique after the passage of one groove are reported
in Figure 3. The expansion of the R134a is well represented by the temperature distribution on
the flow field. The attention of the reader is driven on the low temperature area downstream the
gap. Here the fast expansion of the flow through the gap causes a temperature drop caught by the
numerical simulation.

(a) (b)
Figure 3. Key Frame of Reference results: Temperature pattern on the screw and particular of
the engagement area. From [35]. (a) Temperature pattern on the screw; (b) Temperature pattern
downstream the engagement.

As mentioned above, the simulations carried out by employing this technique are affected by
error in mass conservation due to space conservation law violation. This error propagates as the
number of re-meshing operation increases. It is thus important to reduce as much as possible these
occurrences. In this work, for a SSE rotating at 3000 rpm, the maximum interval of time allowed by the
set-up employed by the authors is equal to 10 µs. This value derives from a trial and error procedure.
this leads to the employment of roughly 300 meshes per pitch. More details are reported in [35].

3. Custom Predefined Mesh Generation—Twin Screw Machines

3.1. Creating and Moving The Mesh

Twin-screw machines are characterized by a simpler geometry than that of single-screw ones.
Therefore, it is possible to adopt an alternative approach for the mesh generation, which consists in
the realization of body-fitted structured grids. These meshes can be stretched maintaining a good
quality of the elements. If the body motion is pre-defined, it is possible to generate a set of structured
meshes in advance of the actual simulation. In order to avoid degenerated cells, the nodes of the grid
are forced to pass through the control points represented by the nodal coordinates of the pre-defined
meshes. One of the major advantages of this strategy is the absence of any form of remeshing or
interpolation. For this reason, the space conservation law and mass imbalances due to interpolation
processes are not a concern during the simulation. Furthermore, the solution of the flow fields in the
nearby of the boundaries is usually satisfying, because the grid is always aligned to the walls.
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The realization of structured grids for PDM is not a trivial operation, because of the complex
geometry to discretize. There are different meshing software available on the market that proposes
different strategies for the generation of structured meshes of PDM. The authors have adopted
SCORG-v5.7 for the generation of the grids and OpenFOAM-v1806+ for the computation of the fluid
dynamics. SCORG generates the grids for a wide range of PDM, including Twin-Screw and Lobed
compressors, see SCORGManual [36] for detailed information. The mesh is created starting from
the rotor profiles and gap sizes, then a list of files with the nodal coordinates evolution is provided
as output.

The authors have refined the OpenFOAM library SCORGfvMotion, presented in [12], for handling
the dynamic mesh motion according to the SCORG output. The machines considered in this work are
characterized by a rotating motion, therefore the number of grids set by the user leads to a predefined
angular step separating each provided file. Consequently, it is necessary to perform the simulation
with a fixed time step, imposed by this angular increment. This constraint may lead to very high
Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) numbers during the numerical analysis. Hence, the authors have
decided to include in the utility the possibility of linearly interpolate between the SCORG grid files,
generating intermediate positions. In this way, a variable time step can be adopted and the CFL
number is restricted to more reasonable values.

3.2. Applications: Twin-Screw and Roots Blower

Casari et al. [12] have applied the method proposed on a Twin-Screw expander with a mild
wrap angle. They have encountered several issues related to faces having a wrong oriented normal.
These faces were the source of temperature spikes originated on the surfaces of the rotors. In this
work, the hexahedral cells generated by SCORG have been split in prisms, as shown in Figure 4. This
topological change of the mesh has solved the problem of incorrectly oriented faces. The new approach
has been applied to a twin screw compressor with a rotational speed of 8000 rpm, inlet pressure of
1 bar and outlet pressure of 3 bar. The mesh of the machine has been realized with a non-conformal
distribution of the points at the interface between the two rotors. For this reason, it has been necessary
to set up an Arbitrary Mesh Interface (AMI) [37] in order to interpolate the flow fields.

Figure 4. Splitting of hexaedral cells in prisms.

The simulation with prismatic cells has resulted in a drastic reduction of temperature spikes, and in
a good pressure distribution represented in Figure 5. Unfortunately, the authors have encountered
issues related to mass imbalance, probably due to the behavior of the AMI interface between the
two rotors.
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Figure 5. Twin screw pressure distribution.

The last test case presented in this work is the numerical analysis of a Roots Blower compressor.
The choice of such machine derives from the intent of simplifying the problem, analyzing a compressor
with no wrap angle and higher mesh quality, but maintaining the same mesh motion technique.
The nodes distribution at the interface has been realized with a conformal algorithm, in order to remove
the interface effects. The mesh used for the investigation is reported in Figure 6. The refinement close
to the wall might be achieved by forcing the mesh to have a different grading when approaching
the wall.

Figure 6. Roots blower: structured grid and pressure contour.

This is not crucial in this kind of machine as the squeezing of the mesh in the gaps reduces
the first layer thickness and helps in keeping the y+ in the ideal region. The analysis has produced
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satisfying results, whit a discrete accordance of the mass flow rate, shown in Figure 7, with the one
measured in [38]. The values derived from the numerical simulation are definitely higher, but it must
be considered that no axial gaps have been modeled in the current analysis.

Figure 7. Roots blower: mass flow rate.

3.3. OpenFOAM Thermophysical Models

The computation of thermophysical properties in an OpenFOAM simulation is based on a
pressure-temperature system. These variables are the independent variables, from which other
properties are determined. Frequently, the user has to evaluate thermophysical properties in
applications where the ideal gas approximation is not usable with reasonable accuracy. In such
cases, the most accurate model for the evaluation of the fluid density is the Peng-Robinson (PR)
equation of state, one of the most common cubic models:

p =
RT

ν − b
− acα(TR, ω)

ν(ν + b) + b(ν − b)
(1)

with the parameters:

ac = 0.45724

(
R2T2

C
PC

)

b = 0.07780
(

RTC
PC

)
α(TR, ω) =

[
1 + m(ω)

(
1 −

√
TR

)]2

m(ω) = 0.37464 + 1.54226ω − 0.26992ω2
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where ν is the molar volume, TR is the reduced temperature, ω is the acentric factor, R is the gas
constant, and TC and PC are the critical values of temperature and pressure, respectively. PR is
quite accurate in different conditions, but for saturated liquid densities, conditions close to critical
point and caloric properties in the homogeneous region the error increases [39,40]. Nevertheless,
PR and other cubic equations of state are frequently adopted for the evaluation of vapor pressures
and equilibrium-phase compositions of mixtures. In such cases, these equations of state need less
computational resources than multiparameter equations of state [41], yielding relatively accurate
results. In CFD analysis, the computational overhead has to be taken into account, evaluating different
fluid property models on a case-by-case basis. Cubic EOS may represent an effective trade-off between
accuracy and computational load, as pointed out by Abdelli et al. [42].

It is also possible to adopt a polynomial model, where the density trend is fitted with constant
pressure and the temperature as the independent variable. Polynomial functions inherently lack
accuracy in the presence of wide pressure ranges and phase change, as well as density trends difficult
to shape. Polynomials are usable also for the specific heat and transport properties (viscosity, thermal
conductivity and thermal diffusivity). Thermodynamic properties, which are derived from the specific
heat, can be also evaluated from the JANAF tables of thermodynamics [43]. In addition to that,
the Sutherland model for the transport properties calculation is available. Again, wide pressure ranges
and complex trends of the variables can be significant sources of inaccuracy.

3.4. CoolProp Thermophysical Models

CoolProp is the most spread open source library for the determination of thermophysical
properties. The thermodynamic characterization of the fluids included in the library is built on
equations of state explicit in the Helmholtz energy [22]. The nondimensionalized Helmholtz-energy
can be decomposed in a residual part (αr) and an ideal gas part (α0):

α = α0 + αr (2)

One important feature of this formulation is that all the other thermodynamic properties can be
calculated through the derivatives of the two Helmholtz-energy terms. For instance, the pressure can
be estimated as follows:

Z =
p

ρRT
= 1 + δ

(
∂αr

∂δ

)
τ

(3)

where R is the mass specific gas constant, p is the pressure, Z is the compressibility factor, T is the
temperature, ρ is the density, δ is the reciprocal reduced temperature given by τ = Tred/T and the
reduced density is δ = ρ/ρred. Usually the reducing variables ρred and Tred refer to the critical point
values. More information about the derivatives of the Helmholtz formulation can be found in literature
works of authors such as Thorade and Sadat [44], Span [45] and Lemmon [46].

For the evaluation of transport properties the state there is a wide range of methods available
in the literature. Highly accurate formulations are available for some fluids, but in other cases the
offer is definitely scarce. The divergence of viscosity values close to the critical point is known as
critical enhancement [47]. In CoolProp this phenomenon is considered only for water [48] and carbon
dioxide [49], because for the majority of fluids it is negligible. Oppositely, for the thermal conductivity
the critical enhancement has been observed for temperatures up to 20% higher than the critical one.
Consequently, the thermal conductivity formulations contain a special term in order to take this
deviation into account.

Fadiga et al. [50] have developed a wrapper of the CoolProp library for OpenFOAM. This wrapper
represents a good option when the maximum accuracy is required, but the computational effort is
definitely higher. The implementation is particularly easy to use, since it requires only the fluid name
to be provided. The experimental case used for the validation is the convergent-divergent nozzle
of the TROVA test rig on the expansion of octamethyltrisiloxane (MDM) in a convergent-divergent
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nozzle, reported in Spinelli et al. [51]. The work investigates two nozzles, characterized by downstream
Mach numbers close to 1.5 and 2. The first nozzle’s results are considered in this section: particularly,
the case with upstream compressibility Z of approximately 0.81 is the object of the numerical analysis.
The considered gas is then strongly non-ideal: this allows the full demonstration of the CoolFOAM
interface potentialities.

Since the fluid reaches supersonic velocities, there is no need of boundary conditions at the outlet
section. At the inlet, a total pressure of 4.59 bar and a total temperature of 512.6 K have been imposed.
The solution has been firstly initialized with ideal gas conditions, switching then to the Helmholtz
equation of state. After this first step, the hypothesis of inviscid flow has been considered valid for this
kind of fluid, characterized by a very low viscosity. The simulation with zero viscosity and laminar
approximation has produced very good results when compared to the experimental data, as shown in
Figure 8.

Figure 8. Convergent-divergent nozzle: pressure values on the symmetry axis, inviscid flow.

4. Conclusions

The authors have described, tested and analyzed the applicability of OpenFOAM with the
dynamic simulations of PDMs. A thorough review of the state of the art techniques available with
the software for the simulation of such devices is reported here. The possibilities the software suite
offers for the simulation are several: immersed boundaries, overset, dynamic remeshing and key frame
remeshing. Unfortunately, the rough and ready applicability of the technique presented here is not
guaranteed. Each of the approaches has some flaws that make its usage not straightforward.

A the moment, concerning the SSE, two techniques seem the most promising, and these will
receive attention by the authors as a follow-up of this analysis: the immersed boundary method and
the mesh adaption—dynamic remeshing. The overset approach will require some extra testing and
refining by the developers. The key frame remeshing is extremely time-consuming and therefore its
applicability is limited.

The custom predefined mesh generation strategy is the most indicated choice for the simulation
of PDM, when the geometry is simple enough to be discretized with a structured mesh. This provides
many advantages such as accuracy and mass conservation, that are typically difficult to achieve with
other methods. The authors have shown the applicability of this method for a twin screw and a
roots blower. Furthermore, the authors have reviewed the thermophysical modeling capabilities of
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OpenFOAM, with particular care to real gas properties. In addition to that, a new interface between
CoolProp and OpenFOAM has been added to the software possibilities.
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