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ABSTRACT

The porosity of fibrous materials is an important factor to their insulating performance. This paper con-
siders the optimal porosity distribution of non-uniform fibrous porous medias for thermal insulation.
Heat flow through the fibrous porous media is described by a coupled conduction-radiation heat transfer
model which is numerically solved by using Finite Volume Method, and the optimal porosity distribution
corresponding to the minimum total heat transfer is derived by applying a BFGS quasi-Newton optimi-
zation procedure. Variable analysis shows that the optimal porosity distribution is typically piecewise
in conductive heat transfer dominated porous medium. For practical reasons, the change of porosity dis-
tribution across the thickness of the fibrous porous media may need to be continuous. To derive such a
continuous optimal porosity distribution, a small penalty item should be introduced into the objective
function. The study shows that, a continuous optimal porosity distribution generally has relatively high
porosity at both boundaries and relatively low porosity in the centre region. The optimal distribution
depends on many factors such as fibre radius, fibre emissivity, temperature difference, and overall mean

porosity.

© 2009 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

It is well known that the porosity or fibre fractional volume is
an important factor to the thermal insulating performance of fi-
brous porous materials [1-6]. Although there are other parameters
of porous structures, such as pore diameter and pore shape which
can also affect the thermal resistance, we concentrate on the effect
of porosity distribution at present. Nevertheless, the question
whether there is an optimal distribution of porosity, and which
form this distribution of porosity should have are still not properly
addressed. In [7], we showed that there is an optimal porosity for a
uniform fibrous insulation in view of maximizing its thermal insu-
lating performance, and proposed the use of Simulated Annealing
Method for determining the optimal porosities of the constituent
layers of a multi-layer fibrous insulation. Simulated Annealing
Method may be appropriate for a multi-layer fibrous insulation
consisting of a limited number of layers, it is inefficient and inad-
equate when dealing with the porosity distribution of a non-uni-
form fibrous insulation. The objective of the present study is to
derive the optimal porosity distribution of a non-uniform fibrous
insulation corresponding to the minimum total heat transfer and
investigate how material and boundary parameters affect the dis-
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tribution. A BFGS quasi-Newton optimization procedure is applied
in this study.

2. Heat transfer model and optimization analysis

Consider a fibrous porous media of a fibrous material of thick-
ness D held between the two plates at temperatures To and Tp
(To > Tp). It has been shown in [1] that heat transfer within the
fibrous material takes place by radiation and conduction, and con-
vection can be neglected up to a porosity of 0.992.

Let x be the distance from the hot plate. Suppose the fibrous
porous media is composed of randomly oriented fibres of radius
R, and thermal emissivity e. Denote by f(x) the fractional volume
of fibre at point x, &(x)=1 — f{x) the porosity distribution of the
fibrous porous media. Consider a volume element of thickness dx
at point x within the sample. Let Fg(x) be the total thermal radia-
tion incident on this volume element traveling to the right, F;(x)
be the corresponding flux to the left. Ignoring the scattering of
radiation by the fibres, the attenuation of the radiation fluxes is gi-
ven by [1].

dFg(x)

0 et + BoT ), )
T _ pFe) - pro)oT ), @)

where the absorption and emissivity coefficient f(x) =®¢.
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Nomenclature

D thickness of fibrous material (cm)

e, e, e emissivity

f fractional volume of fibre

F; thermal radiation to the left (W/m?)
Fr thermal radiation to the right (W/m?)
H Hessian matrix

In1, I, subsets

effective thermal conductivity (W/m K)
kq thermal conductivity of air (W/m K)
kr thermal conductivity of fibre (W/m K)
N number of layers
Q total heat flow (W/m?)
R radius of fibres (um)
X position

T,To, Tp temperature (K)

Greek symbols

B absorption and emissivity coefficient
0x, Ax  distances of intervals

€ porosity

&, & lower and upper bound of porosity

mean porosity

smoothing number

penalty number
improvement rates

Lagrange multiplier

angle (rad.)

Boltzman constant (W/m? K#)

QDI R= ™

Suppose the convective heat transfer is negligible and we only
need to consider conductive and radiative heat transfer in the fi-
brous porous media, the total heat flow at point x is

dT(x
Q =~k TN ¢ Fyx) — Fu(x) 3)

where —k(x)% stands for the conductive heat flow, Fg(x) — Fi(x)
stands for the radiative heat flow, and k(x) is the effective thermal
conductivity k(x) = &(x)kq + flx)ky.

At steady state condition, Q must be a constant and its deriva-

tive zero, so that Eq. (3) becomes

d dT(x)\ dFr(x) dF,(x)
ﬁ(k(x) dx )Z 5x a c;x ‘ (4)

Boundary conditions are also needed. For temperature T, it is
simply

T(0)=T,, T(D)=Tp, (5)
for radiative heat flow, they are

(1—e1)FL(0) + e;0Tg = Fg(0), (6)
(1 - ey)Fr(D) + e,0Tj = Fi(D). (7)

In practice, the porosity value cannot be too high to introduce
natural convection, or too small to reduce the permeability of the
fibrous porous media to an unacceptably low value. Consequently,
there are limits that the porosity values can change, viz.
0<eé, <ée(x)<e <1, where ¢ and ¢ are the lower and upper
bound of porosity values, respectively.

When the porosity distribution is isotropic, i.e., &€ = &(x) holds
constant, an analytical optimal porosity is derived in [7]

80T3R
e=1- \/ e(kr — k)’ ®)

where T = (To + Tp)/2, and (8) can be viewed as the optimal poros-
ity distribution of the single-layer case.

Given different distribution of porosity &(x) with the other
parameters unchanged, the heat transfer model (1)—(7) will result
in different total heat loss Q. Therefore, Q can be viewed as a func-
tional of &(x) so that the fundamental optimization problem is to
find an optimal porosity distribution ¢ = ¢(x) such that

min Q(¢)
o ©)
st. O<e<ex)<e<1.

Sometimes, it may also be necessary to keep the overall mass of
the fibrous porous media (in other words, fixing the overall mean
porosity &) constant and to seek the maximal thermal insulation
by merely changing its geometric structure, hence the optimiza-
tion problem becomes

min Q(¢)

&(x)

st. O<e <eXx)<e <1, (10)
¥ &(x)dx = De.

Since it is hard to obtain the analytical expression of Q(¢) from
the heat transfer model (1)-(7), we consider a simple case with
radiation heat being ignored (reasonable for fibrous porous media
with relatively lower porosity, where conductive heat is the dom-
inating part), hence

d dT(x)\ _
a(k(x)w> 0. 11)
It is easy to determine in this case the total heat Q = %,
0 X)dx

so the optimization problem is to find the optimal porosity distri-
bution &=¢(x) such that ming,Q(¢e), which is identical to
maxX ) f(f) ﬁdx. Set &(x) = &. + (¢" — &.)sin? 0(x), we have

D 1

D
Jo k™ A (ko — kp) (. + (& — &.)sin” O(x)) + k;

D
_ / F(x, 0)dx. (12)
0

dx

Euler equation in variational analysis [8] shows

dF (ks — k) (e* — &.) sin20(x)

@ -0,
. (ke — Kp) e + (e — &) sin? 0) + kf>2

which gives 0(x) =nm/2 (n=0,4+1,42,...), corresponding to
&(x)=¢" or &x)=e.. This is easily understandable, since without
radiation, maximal conductive heat takes place when &(x) = ¢. and
minimum takes place when g(x) = ¢".

When the constraint f(? &(x)dx = De applies, an Lagrange multi-
plier 2 may be introduced into the objective functional to give

D D
/ F(x,0,1)dx = / ! — dx
0 Jo o (ka —kp) (e, + (&7 — &,) sin” O(x)) + ks
D _
+;,</ sin? 0(x)dx—M>. (13)
0 & —é&.
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In this case, Euler equation shows

dF _ (ka—kp) (" —&.) sin 20(x)
@ ((ka kf)(é +(e*—e.) sin® O(x ) )

dF — [ sin® (x)dx — 2e-De — 0,

>+ 2sin20(x) = 0,

The only analytical solution of the above equations is
sin? H(X):éiii, viz., &(x) =&. Under this porosity distribution,
the heat transfer is maximum. This implies that the continuous
optimal model (10) may not have any minimal solution, since
the Euler’s method requires that the solution is smooth, the opti-
mal heat transfer problem achieves its minimum at a non-
smooth point.

Now we study a discrete model by assuming the non-uniform
batting consisting of n layers of thickness Ax with a constant
porosity at each layer. The integral in (12) can be rewritten by

/Didfoxil
o k)T T &k

where k; = (ks — kf)e; + k. When the porosity ¢ is continuous, the
right-hand side in above equation can be considered as an approx-
imation of this integral by using the mid-point rule. The corre-
sponding constraint of equality in (10) is given by

n
AxY & =De
i=1

so that the discrete optimization problem is described by

n
max P(e)=Ax> 1
¢ i-1

st. O<e <g<e <,

AxZ.s,-:Ds

i=1

i=1,2,....n, (14)

Similarly to the continuous counterpart, in terms of the method
of Lagrange multiplier, we can show that the above maximation
problem does not have any smooth solution, and the optimal solu-
tion is achieved only on the boundary. Assume

g=¢ foricl,y and ¢ =¢" foricl,,,

where [,; and I,, are two subsets of I,={1,2,...,n}, and
Ini N In2 = 0. Then the optimal problem (14) reduces to
max P(e)=Ax > L+G
€ il gl
st. O<e <&<e <1, i¢ly, i¢lp (15)
AX Z & =De—¢g,
il i¢lny
where
C=mx(> 1 +y !
1= 5
G (ka—kp)e. + k- 5= (ke —kp)er + Ky 16

Ax(ZSHLZs*).

icly iely,

It is obvious that the optimization problem (15) is equivalent to
the model in (14), but with less variables. Using the above analysis
again, the model finally reduces to a problem with two variables
only. This problem can be easily solved by fixing one variable at
boundary values (¢. or ¢") and determining the other using the con-
straint of equality.

Based on the above analysis, we come to a conclusion that the
optimal porosity distribution of conductive heat insulation prob-

lem may have multiple solutions which are typically piecewise
and tend to be congregated at both ends. This means that, in a
media dominated with conductive heat transfer, the piecewise dis-
tribution of porosity with extreme values of either ¢. or & (at most
one exception) reduces heat transfer.

When both conductive and radiative heat are taken into con-
sideration, it is difficult to give analytical solutions to the opti-
mization problem (10) or its discrete model. In this case, our
numerical experiments below show that the optimal porosity
distributions are still piecewise and normally fluctuated. In prac-
tical applications, too fast fluctuation of porosity across a tiny
thickness may not be realistic, as fibres have specific fineness
and length and the porosity by its definition is a macroscale
average of the volume of space over the total volume. In order
to derive a continuous optimal porosity distribution, a small
penalty can be introduced to the objective function, and the
optimization problem becomes

min Q(&) +7 Jo e a7)
st. O<e <ex)<er <1

and

IT}I)II Q(e) +7 [ (e (x)*dx

st. O<e <ex) <e <1, (18)

2 ¢(x)dx = D&,

where ¢'(x) stands for the derivative of ¢(x) and y is a small positive
number. When 7y is taken to be zero, we get the original fluctuating
porosity distribution.

3. Numerical calculation and optimization
3.1. Finite volume method for heat transfer model

Finite volume method [9] is applied to compute the numerical
solution of the heat transfer model (1)-(7). Let N be a positive inte-
ger,0 =Xy < X; <Xy < --- < Xy = D be a discretization of [0, D] and
[Xi_1,X;] represent the ith control volume, make sure to locate the
interfaces where the discontinuity in the material properties oc-
curs. The grid points xq, X,, ..., Xy are placed at the centres of the
control volumes, i.e., x; = (Xi_1+X;)/2, and the two boundary
points xg =0, xy+1 =D are added in. The distances between inter-

faces and/or grid points are denoted by Ax; =X —X; 1,
0Xi = X; — Xi_1, OX; = )N(i,] —Xi_1, 5Xl+ =Xj — 5(1',1 . Denote T;= T(Xi),
i=0,1,...,N+1; (Fg); =Fr(X;), i=0,1,...,N, and similar nota-

tions for F;.

Suppose {To, Ty, ..., Tn+1} has been given. Integrating Eq. (1)
over interval [X;_1,X;] and using mid-point quadrature formula for
the right-hand terms, we can obtain

(Fr); = ; ZAX’(F) » zzﬁf—;iz)t? i=1,2,...,N. (19)
Similarly, for Eq. (2), we have

AN ; - gi: (Fu); + zzﬁfﬁjif . i=NN-1,...,1. (20
The treatment of boundary conditions (6) and (7) is simple, viz.

(1 e1)(Fu)y +e10Tg = (Fr)o, 21

(1 - e)(Fr)y + 20Ty = (Fi)y. (22)

Schemes (8) and (9) show that the values of Fr can be computed
forward, whereas F; backward.
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Denote by ki ; the heat conductivity at interface x;_i, it can be
determined by using the same strategy in [9]

oX;  OX; | oxf

IEFI 7E ki . (23)

Integrate Eq. (4) over the ith control volume [X;_,X;]. Assume T
is piecewise linear among the grid points, and denote
K; 4 =% K; = % we obtain the discrete scheme:

oK 0 X1’
Ki1Tiq — (Kioq + Ki)Ti + KiTi g
= (Fr—F);— (FR—Fp);_;, i=1,2,...,N. (24)
Note that the equations for i=1 and i =N should be modified
using boundary conditions (5). Therefore, Eq. (13) become a tridi-
agonal system and can be solved by the efficient Thomas Algorithm

[10]. After that, the updated values of {Tg, Ty, ..., Tn+1} Will be used
in (8)-(11) for the next iteration step.

3.2. Discrete optimization problems and constraints handling
The temperature and radiation distribution {T;},{Fr}, {F.}

(i=1,2,...,N) can be derived by the above numerical calculation
of the heat transfer model. Apparently the total heat loss Q is a

function of the discrete porosities, i.e., Q=Q(¢q, &, ..., &y), and
the discrete optimization problems become
. N1/ - ZAX
min €1,8,...,8& o i} i
(€1,82,.6N) Qe &, Vo) 7 ; ( Axi ) ! (25)
s.t. e, <g<e, i=1,...,N
and
. N1,
min Q(81,827...,€N)+VZ('*A‘X ) Axi
(61,62,-,6N) i—1
s.t. e <g<e, i=1,...,N (NEQC) (26)

We concentrate on the optimization problem (26). In [7], Simu-
lated Annealing method is conveniently used for the determination
of optimal porosity distribution for 10-layers materials. Since we
aim at finding if there exists any pattern of optimal porosity distri-
bution in non-uniform fibrous porous media, materials with much
more layers should be considered. The Simulated Annealing meth-
od is inadequate for this task due to its low convergence rate in
solving high dimensional optimization problem. Therefore, the
more efficient Quasi-Newton algorithm is adopted in the present
study.

However, the Quasi-Newton algorithms are always used in
solving unconstrained optimization. The constraints of inequalities
(NEQC) and the equality (EQC) should be removed first.

To remove the inequality constraints (NEQC), we introduce the
trigonometric substitution:

& Hte &g,

b= 1T

sinf;, i=1,...,N. (27)
Thus for arbitrary 0;, the corresponding ¢; satisfies inequality con-
straints automatically.

The equality constraint (EQC) becomes

N _ox
Zsingi:N.M:(s (28)
i=1 & —é

and it can be treated by introducing another form of penalty item in
the objective function:

J(61,05,...,08) = Q(6041,02,...,0n)

N-1 /: . 2
sin 0,1 — sin 6;
7 ; ( AX; ) Axi

N 2
+T<Z sin0; — 5) , (29)

i=1

where 7 is a large positive number, which means unless the equal-
ity constraint is held, the penalty will be too large to give the opti-
mal parameters. If 7 is taken to zero, it represent the optimization
problem without equality constraint (25).

In summary, the final discrete optimization problem becomes

J(01,02,...,0N) (30)

min
(01,0..-.0N)

with the parameters (64, 6, ..., y) unconstrained.

3.3. BFGS quasi-Newton method for optimization

Newton’s method is well known for solving unconstrained non-
linear optimization problem due to its fast quadratic convergence.
It uses the first and second derivatives (gradient and Hessian) to
find the stationary point of the objective function y = f(x), where
x is a multi-dimensional vector:

Xkp1 = Xk — Hq (Xk)vf(xl<)~, (31)

where Vf(x,) and H(x,) are the gradient and the Hessian at x,
respectively.

However, the evaluation of the Hessian or its inverse matrix is
often impractical or very time-consuming. In Quasi-Newton meth-
ods, the Hessian matrix need not to be computed at any stage but
to be updated typically by adding a simple low-rank update to the
current estimate of the Hessian. The Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-
Shanno (BFGS) method is the most successful one in the Quasi-
Newton algorithms, which has the form [11]

H.' sk + syiH,! TH e Sist
H' =H - k-1YkSk ;FskYk ket (g4 Yk quyk #7 (32)
YieSk SiVk SV

where s, = X, — X1, ¥ = V(%) — Vf(Xk_1), H;l is the approxima-
tion of H'(xy).

After H,jl being updated from H,',, it is obviously that
d, = —H,;lvf(xk) is a descent direction and thus a 1D line search
algorithm is needed to find an optimal o such that

Xkr1 =Xk +ody and  f(Xpq) = mxinf(xk + ady). (33)

But in general, it is too expensive to identify the optimal value
of oy, since it requires too many evaluations of the objective func-
tion f and its gradient Vf, thus a more practical line search strategy
based on cubic interpolation and backtracking approach [11,12] is
introduced in the program to ensure sufficient decrease of the val-
ues of the objective function.

The penalty number 7 in objective function (25) cannot be too
small, because a small 7 could not successfully reflect the penalty
for disobeying the equality constraint. Yet a too large T may reduce
accuracy in numerical computation. Consequently, an adaptive
selection of 7" is proposed by using the Sequence Unconstrained
Optimization Technique [13].

A brief description of BFGS Quasi-Newton algorithm is as
follows:
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1. Set initial values:
k = 0; Initial guess xo; Initial penalty coefficient o; Hal =1
2. Evaluate Vf{x,) using finite-difference.
3. If || Vfixi)]| < &, turn to Step 5.
Otherwise:
(1) Compute d; = —Hy ' Vf (x;).
(2) Find suitable oy by a line search algorithm.
(3) Update xi.; from (33).
4.k = k+1; Update H; ' from (32); and turn to Step 2.
5. Compute the penalty related to the equality constraint, if small
enough, stop.
Otherwise: Set ¥ =aY (a > 1), and turn to Step 2.

4. Optimal porosity distribution in non-uniform fibrous porous
media

Consider a fibrous porous media held between hot and cold
plates at different temperatures. Consider the fibrous porous media
consists of N layers, each having its own porosity, viz. &, &, ..., &n.
The other material parameters, such as emissivity e, fibre radius R
and fibre conductivity kj, etc. hold constant anywhere in the fibrous
porous media. Given a small smoothing factor ), the above numeri-
cal calculation and optimization procedure can be applied to give the
discrete optimal porosity distribution of problems (25) and (26).

In the numerical experiments reported below, if not given spe-
cifically, the following parameters are used: D=3 cm, N =500,
To=35°C, Tp=-20°C, k,=0.025W/mK, k;=02W/mK, e;=e;
=0.6,e=0.6, &.= 0.6, & =0.992.

4.1. Experiments onoptimization problem without fixed mean porosity
constraint

Fig. 1(a)-(f) plot the optimal porosity distribution of problem
(25) with different penalty coefficients 7y =0,0.001,0.001,0.01,
0.05,0.1. The fibre radius of the fibrous porous media is
R=10 um. Table 1 shows the corresponding total heat transfer Q,
and the improvement rates # in comparison with the total heat
transfer Q. when &=0.97, the optimal porosity of the uniform
fibrous porous media. # is calculated by

N. Du et al./ International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer 52 (2009) 4350-4357

It can be seen from the results that, the derived optimal porosity
distribution exhibits oscillation when there is no smoothening
(7 = 0) or the penalty coefficient is very small (y = 0.0001), a contin-
uous optimal porosity distribution can be obtained at a higher va-
lue of ). Too high value of y is however not appropriate as this
would result in little improvement over the uniform fibrous porous
media in terms of thermal insulation. Although the solution of con-
tinuous optimal porosity distribution depends on the penalty coef-
ficient y, the exact value of which is difficult to determine, there is
a clear trend in terms of the shape of the continuous optimal
porosity distribution. It is clear that oscillation of porosity across
the thickness of the fibrous porous media is beneficial to thermal
insulation. If smoothened continuous porosity distribution is re-
quired for practical reasons, in order to improve thermal insula-
tion, the porosity should be higher at both ends and lower in the
intermediate zone. This trend can be explained by the conductive
and radiative heat flow across the thickness of the fibrous porous
media (see Fig. 2 of [1]). The conductive heat flow is higher at both
ends and lower at the intermediate zone, while the radiative heat
flow is just in the opposite situation. Higher porosity at both ends
can reduce the conductive heat transfer effectively and but only
slightly increase radiative heat transfer, and hence reduce the over-
all heat loss. Another feature of the porosity curve is that, the turn-
ing point of the hot side is lower than that of the cold side. This is
because radiative heat flow is proportional to the fourth power of
temperature. Radiative heat flow is stronger at the hot side than
that at the cold side and to reduce radiation, greater fibre volume
fraction at the hot side can minimize radiative heat transfer.

Fig. 2(a)-(e) plots the optimal porosity distributions derived
with varying fibre radius (R=1, 2, 10, 20, 50 um, respectively),
by fixing the penalty coefficient y = 0.05 and other material and
boundary parameters.

It can be seen from these figures that, with increasing fibre ra-
dius R, the high porosity regions at both ends expand, the low
porosity region in the centre shrinks, and the porosity value in
the central region and its changing slope decrease. This phenome-
non can be explained by the increased radiative heat flow and
boundary effects with a smaller absorption constant § resulted
from a greater fibre radius R. For coarser fibrous insulation, a
non-uniform fibrous insulation with an optimal porosity distribu-
tion provides greater improvement over a uniform fibrous insula-

n= QS& % 100%. (34)  tion (see Fig. 2(f)).
&
(a): y=0 (b): y=0.0001 (c): y=0.001
l 0.98 I 0.99
. 0.9 iR - 0.96
Z 2 2 098
2 08 g 084 1 g
€ & %92l £ 097 i
0.7 0.9 T
0.88 096 V’/
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 o 10 20 30
Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm)
(d): y=0.01 (e): y=0.05 (f): y=0.1
0.99 0.99 0.99
‘g 0.98 % 0.98 G 0.98
o I o
g g g ! g g
0.97

0 10 20 30 0 10
Thickness (mm)

Thickness (mm)

20 30 0 10 20 30
Thickness (mm)

Fig. 1. Optimal porosity distributions with different penalty coefficients.



N. Du et al./International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer 52 (2009) 4350-4357

4355

Table 1
Total heat transfer and improvement rates of different penalty coefficients.
y=0 7 =0.0001 y=0.001 y=0.01 y=0.05 y=0.1 £=0.97
Q,(Q) 59.003 63.534 65.013 65.021 65.035 65.047 65.486
n (%) 9.899 2.981 0.721 0.709 0.689 0.670 0.0
(@): R=1um (b): R=2um (c): R=10um
0.99
> 0991 o 5 0% > 1 f{
3 / i 0.988 ‘2 0.98
D? 099 o & | _.// & \§ ,‘—’_j
& / 0.986 — 0.97 p—
0.989 Hyr V —
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm)
(d): R=20um (e): R=50um (f): Improvement Rates
0.99 4
% g 0.98 3
> 0.98 % ; > % f .
8 097 z 096 % j g,
<] S =
g i -
0.96 | 0.94 po— | 1
0
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 40 50
Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm) Radius (um)
Fig. 2. Optimal porosity distributions with different fibre radius and their improvement rates.
(a): Emissivity=0.2 (b): Emissivity=0.4 (c): Emissivity=0.6
0.99 % f 0.99 0.99
0.98 1 f 0.985 % g
g / z 098 z2 ool i
g Rk % Pg 8 i ; g 0.98 % j
$ 0.96 1& j £ 097 ,J, £ 0975 3@
0.95 K 0.97 [
[ (X — (A
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm)
(d): Emissivity=0.8 (e): Emissivity=1.0 (f): Improvement Rates
6
0.99 g 0.99 ;
> 0.985 % ; 2 0.985 4
7] @ X
o o . 2
0.975 \/______.—-“""‘" % /’J
0.975
0.97 0 —
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Thickness (mm) Thickness (mm) Emissivity

Fig. 3. Optimal porosity distributions with different

Fig. 3(a)-(e) plots the effect of fibre emissivity on the optimal
porosity distribution, with e=0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, respectively.
Fig. 3(f) shows the improvement rates of thermal insulation with
increasing fibre emissivity. It can be seen, for fibrous porous media
consisting fibres of lower fibre emissivity, an optimal non-uniform
porosity distribution gives greater improvements in thermal insu-
lation in comparison with a uniform optimal porosity. This is
understandable in view of the definition of the absorption constant
B = fe/R. Lower emissivity means lower absorption constant and
hence greater amount of radiative heat transfer, which can be re-
duced by an optimal non-uniform porosity distribution.

fibre emissivity and their improvement rates.

Fig. 4(a)-(e) shows the effects of temperatures of hot and cold
sides on the optimal porosity distribution, with (1) Ty =35 °C,
Tp=-20°C, (2) To=70°C, Tp = —40 °C, (3) To = 140 °C, Tp = —80 °C,
(4) To=210°C, Tp=—120 °C (5) Tp=350°C, Tp = —200 °C, respec-
tively. The penalty coefficient y = 0.1, fibre radius R =10 pum, and
the other parameters are the same as before. Fig. 4(f) plots the
improvement rates of thermal insulation as a function of tempera-
ture difference.

It can be seen from these figures that, with the increase of tem-
perature difference on both sides, for optimal thermal insulation,
there should be a sharper decrease in porosity near the hot side,
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(a): T,=35°C, T,=-20°C

(b): T,=70°C, T,=-40°C
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(0): T,=140°C, T=-80°C
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Fig. 5. Optimal porosity distributions with different mean porosity values.

and relatively higher porosity near the cold side. The slope of the
intermediate zone becomes more inclined. It can also be explained
by the fact that radiative heat transfer is proportional to the fourth
power of temperature, and hence there is much great fraction of
radiative heat transfer at the hot side.

4.2. Experiments on optimization problem with fixed mean porosity
constraint

Fig. 5(a)-(d) compares the results of optimal porosity distribu-
tion with different mean porosity value, viz. ¢ = 0.912, 0.97,0.98,
0.99, respectively. The penalty coefficient y = 0.0001, fibre radius
R=10 pm, and the other parameters are the same as before. It is
obviously that with the increase of the mean porosity value, the
corresponding porosity distribution become more smooth, even
the penalty coefficient 7y is very small. Since larger mean porosity
value represents higher ratio of thermal radiation and lower ratio
of conductive heat in the total heat transfer, oscillation of porosity
distribution have greater impact on the reduction of conductive
heat, but little effect on the reduction of radiative heat.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we consider the optimal porosity distribution of
non-uniform fibrous porous media held between hot and cold
plates in view of providing maximal thermal insulation. The mech-
anism of heat transfer is described by a conduction-radiation cou-
pled model which is numerically computed by using Finite Volume
Method. A BFGS Quasi-Newton procedure is employed for the
determination of optimal porosity distribution for its high effi-
ciency in optimization. Two kinds of optimization problems with
or without fixed mean porosity constraint are considered. Different
optimal porosity distribution are derived and compared, corre-
sponding to different penalty coefficient, fibre radius, fibre emis-
sivity, temperature difference, and different mean porosity value.
The study show that piecewise distributed porosity within the
fibrous media can significant reduce conductive heat transfer. If
continuous porosity distribution is required for practical reasons,
for optimal thermal insulation, the general pattern is higher poros-
ity at both boundaries of the fibrous porous media and steadily
increasing in the intermediate zone, which coincides with the
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fraction of thermal radiation within the fibrous porous media. For
fibrous insulation consisting of coarse fibres, fibres of lower surface
emissivity and exposed to greater temperature difference, an opti-
mal non-uniform porosity distribution can provide more signifi-
cant improvements in thermal insulation in comparison with a
uniform porosity distribution.

The algorithms of numerical simulation and optimization can be
expected to apply into more sophisticated problems, e.g., the tran-
sient heat-moisture transfer model, to give the optimal porosity
distribution of fibrous materials corresponding to a combined
objective of minimal heat transfer and maximum moisture transfer.
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