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Synthesis and analysis of heat exchanger networ ks
featuring multiple pinch points

LU Honggan MA Dexian
(College of Chemica Engineering, Beijing Universty of Chemica Engineering, Beijing 100029 , China)

Abstract : It wasoften to come across streams with phase changed , which might result in multiple pinch points
in the composte curve, in the modern petrochemica industries. When the process system was being syntheszed
by means of Linnhoff’ s pinch point technology , sub-systems can be obtained based on pinch point location and
syntheszed effectively. The testsillustrated that the method can reasonably alot process utilities consumption,
and it was dgnificant to facilitate the system control , operation and sffety.

Key words: process system engineering; heat exchanger networks; pinch point

Comparison of characteristics of the pressure-drop and
masstrander of two kinds of packing in a rotating packed bed

LI Zhemrhu GUO Ka WENGNatrme FENG Yuarrding ZHEN G Chong

(High Gravity Engineering & Technology Research Center , Department of Chemica Engineering,
Beijing Universty of Chemica Technology , Beijing 100029 , China)

Abgtract : With an air-water- SO, system, the characteristicsof the pressure-drop and masstrander in RPB have
been studied. Results show that the gas pressure-drop of packing A (normal metal wire packing ) isabout 30 %
higher than that of packing B (wave wire packing) . The volume masstrander coefficient of packing A is about
15 % less than that of packing B. In other words, the characteristics of hydromechanics and masstranger of
packing B is better than that of packing A.

Key words: countercurrent ; RPB ; pressure-drop ; masstrander ; packing



