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Abstract: The porous media approach is regarded as an appropriate methodology for hydraulic simu-
lations of complex pebble beds in fusion reactors. In order to determine the parameters (permeability
α and inertial loss coefficient C) of the porous media accurately, two methods are proposed: the
correction method and the fitting method. In this paper, a single-channel model with sequentially
packed pebbles is constructed in order to obtain the pressure drop gradient against superficial ve-
locities. Two methods, the correction method and fitting method, are employed to determine the
permeability and inertial loss coefficient, and the results are evaluated with comparisons. Based on
the results, both the correction method and fitting method are deemed feasible for the parameter
determinations. In consideration of the consumption of resources and time for simulation, the fitting
method is recommended during the preliminary design phase to shorten the duration of design,
while the correction method is suggested to obtain precise results when the design is accomplished.
Both of the methods would be evaluated with the data obtained from experiments in the future.

Keywords: porous media approach; correction method; fitting method; sequentially packed pebble
bed; CFD; helium cooled blanket

1. Introduction

The theoretical research of porous media originated from a series of experiments
conducted by Henry Darcy in 1856 on the downward flow of water through filter sands,
and it was found that the rate of flow is given by [1]

q = −K(h2 − h1)/l (1)

where q is the volume flow rate, l is the thickness of the sand, K is a coefficient for per-
meation, and h2 and h1 are the height of the outlet and inlet of the filter, respectively.
Subsequently, the equation is known as the Darcy Law throughout the world. In the follow-
ing decades, scholars engaged in the theoretical research of porous media from a multitude
of perspectives, including the pressure drop against distinct velocities, the characteristics
of flow in multi-layer porous media, two-phase flow in porous media, and so forth. The
outcomes have impelled the applications of porous media [2–4].

Porous media was initially employed in filters covering fields such as ocean protection
and the oil industry due to its larger surface area and the resulting enhanced purification
performance. In response to the growing demand for enhanced cooling capabilities, porous
media has been employed in nuclear reactors such as high-temperature reactors [5].

In the recent years, fusion reactors have attracted considerable attention worldwide
due to their inherent high efficiency, cleanliness and safety characteristics. In order to
achieve the self-sustainability of fuel (tritium) in a fusion reaction, a tritium breeding
blanket module that is installed inside the vacuum vessel of the fusion reactors is required.
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One of the proposed conceptual blankets contains Li4SiO4 and beryllium pebbles for
the purpose of producing tritium and neutrons [6]. In the design stage, the pressure
drop of the pebble bed is an important parameter that should be calculated. However,
traditional computational fluid dynamics, which are feasible for the simulation, would
require a significant amount of calculating resources and time. Consequently, scholars have
endeavored to identify a method that is both suitable and efficient for the calculation.

In this circumstance, the porous media approach has been considered in the simulation
and analysis for blankets of fusion reactors in recent years. Several experiments have
been conducted to assess the feasibility of this method, as evidenced by references [7,8].
However, the overall pressure drop of blankets using the porous media approach has not
been evaluated yet. Consequently, it is essential to calculate the overall pressure using the
porous media approach.

In the simulation utilizing the porous media approach, the reasonable determination of
parameters is of paramount importance. The parameters of porous media are permeability
and the inertial loss coefficient. Permeability is related to the viscous loss term and is
employed to describe the ease with which a fluid can be forced through a porous media by
external force. The inertial loss coefficient is a parameter depicting the pressure drop when
a fluid flows through a porous media zone. The parameters have been defined in a number
of different formulas by scholars using experimental data in the past few decades. However,
the complex structure of the pebble bed in the blanket with a wide range of superficial
velocities requires a suitable determination method for the parameters that could not be
obtained directly from the empirical formulas when using the porous media approach for
calculation. Therefore, the purpose of this paper is to investigate an appropriate method to
determine the permeability and inertial loss coefficient of the porous media.

In order to obtain data and evaluate the efficacy of determination methods, two
single-channel models have been constructed and will be discussed. Given the slight
differences between the two models, the nomenclature of the models has been devised with
the intention of facilitating comprehension for readers. The nomenclature of the models is
presented in Table 1.

Table 1. The nomenclature of models.

Model Name Interpretation

Model A
A single rectangular channel model installed with sequentially packed
pebbles. The body-centered cubic (BCC) arrangement and the third
simplification method (illustrated in Section 2.2) are employed.

Model B A single rectangular channel model installed with porous media. The
geometric parameters are consistent with model A.

The following works will be carried out in this paper:

a. With the establishment of model A, the pressure drop (∆P) against superficial ve-
locity is calculated to acquire its pressure drop gradient ∇P(∇P = ∆P

L , L represents
the lenghth of the channel) against superficial velocities;

b. The result obtained in the previous step is employed for the determination of pa-
rameters for porous media with the application of two methods (correction method
and fitting method), after which the adjusted parameters are taken into model B
to calculate the new pressure drop gradient. The applicability of the methods is
evaluated by comparing the results in model A and model B. It should be noted that
the result in model A has been verified in accordance with the experimental data by
scholars at the Southwestern Institute of Physics (SWIP) [9].

c. We integrate the determined parameters into the holistic blanket model that is estab-
lished with the employment of porous media and calculate the overall pressure drop
of the blanket model.
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2. Descriptions and Methodologies
2.1. Problem Descriptions

The Helium-Cooled Ceramic Breeder Test Blanket Module (HCCB TBM) is considered
the object of this article and is displayed in Figure 1. The TBM comprises a number of
essential components, including the FW (faces the plasma directly, with cooling channels
inside), rib (with tubes inside, connects the upper cooling cap and lower cooling cap),
cavities for He coolant (provide room for coolant and distributing coolant to distinct tubes),
cavities for purge gas (provide room for purge gas and distributing purge gas to distinct
tubes), and the pebble bed regions (blue for the beryllium pebble bed region and green for
the Li4SiO4 region) [6].
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The pebble bed regions, which serve the purpose of breeding neutron and tritium,
represent the most crucial structures of the Tritium Extraction System (TES). The pebbles,
with a diameter of 1 mm, are installed randomly within the blue and green regions, with
the U-shaped cooling plates arranged in close proximity to these regions. Figure 2 depicts
the three-dimensional view of a pebble bed region. The pebbles are arranged in a random
manner. During the operation, the helium purge gas is forced into the blanket by the pump
of the TES, and it passes the outside pebble bed region first. Subsequently, the purge gas
flows into the inside pebble bed region, and after that, it goes outward toward the blanket.
During the operation of the TES, the pressure at the outlet of the blanket is 0.3 MPa, and
the flow rate of the TES purge gas is 0.125 g/s.
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It is necessary to calculate the pressure drop of the blanket during the design process.
The utilization of a traditional numerical simulation method to calculate the pressure drop
would be prohibitively costly in terms of resources and time, thereby impeding the process.
In the present era, the porous media is regarded as a suitable substitute for the pebble bed
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region in the analysis of pebble beds. There are two parameters that should be determined
in the porous media: the permeability and the inertial loss coefficient. The purpose of this
article is to investigate a method for determining the permeability (α) and inertial loss
coefficient (C) of porous media based on the results obtained from simulations that employ
the traditional numerical simulation method.

2.2. Methodology
2.2.1. The Obstacles and Effecting Factors in the Establishment of Model

The pressure drop gradient ∇P is considered as the key indicator of the flow charac-
teristics in the study of porous media. The pressure drop gradient ∇P is believed to be
related to the geometric parameters of the channels and the superficial velocity of the purge
gas, as indicated by Darcy’s Equation (2). Consequently, the first task of this article is to
construct a single-channel model with real pebbles installed (model A) to investigate these
effects [10].

→
v = − α

µ

(
∇P + ρg

→
ez

)
(2)

where α, µ, g,
→
ez and ρ are the permeability of the porous media, the fluid viscosity, the

gravity acceleration, the unit vector parallel to the gravity field and the fluid density, re-
spectively [10]. In this research, the single-channel model is regarded as a single horizontal
channel in which the influence of gravity is assumed to be ignored. Therefore, the last term
on the right side of the equation is assumed to be negligible.

Prior to the establishment of the model A, two obstacles must be considered. The first
issue pertains to the simplification method of the contact between pebbles, and the second
one concerns the arrangement of pebbles. Scholars at the SWIP have conducted numerous
simulations of single-channel models with sequentially packed pebbles installed to identify
appropriate methods for overcoming the aforementioned obstacles [11].

With regard to the initial issue, three distinct methodologies have been employed
worldwide, and all of them are depicted in Figure 3 [11]:

a. Method A involves shrinking the diameter of the balls to avoid the contact.
b. Method B involves cutting a section of the balls in the vicinity of the contact.
c. Method C involves constructing a small cylinder adjacent to the contact to increase

the area.
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The scholars at the SWIP established models employing these methodologies with
the utilization of the simple-cubic arrangement and calculated the pressure drop. It can
be observed that ∆P and ∇P obtained using the last two simplification methods appear
to be analogous, while ∆P and ∇P are lower in the first model. The results are illustrated
in Figure 4. Consequently, the third scheme is employed in this article with systematic
consideration [11].

The second problem is the arrangement of the pebbles. In the realistic scenario, the
pebbles are packed randomly. As this paper is focused on determining the parameters of
porous media, the pebbles are arranged in the channel in a sequential manner in order
to simplify the model and conserve the calculation resources. Four arrangements are



Energies 2024, 17, 3562 5 of 15

employed widely, namely simple cubic (SC), body-centered cubic (BCC), face-centered
cubic (FCC) and hexagonal close-packed (HCP), as displayed in Figure 5 [11]. In contrast to
the randomly packed pebble bed, the BCC approximates the porosity of the random pebble
bed best among the proposed four packing configurations. Therefore, it is considered the
optimal configuration for this simulation.
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The geometry of the single channel may also influence the result, and it requires
further investigation. The geometric parameters of the flow channel are the length and
the width. In previous research, scholars at the SWIP constructed several models with
distinct combinations of these parameters to analyze the effect, and the results are depicted
in Figures 6 and 7. As the number of layers along the length direction increases, ∆P rises
linearly and ∇P undergoes minimal change. Moreover, the width of the pebble bed region
exerts a slight influence on ∆P and ∇P. Consequently, the geometry of the channel is
deemed to have no influence on ∇P. The single-channel model is therefore regarded as
suitable, provided that there are more than four layers along the length direction. This is
consistent with the conclusions of other scholars [12].
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2.2.2. Proposed Methods for Determination

The permeability (α in this paper) and the inertial loss coefficient (C) are two pa-
rameters of the porous media that should be determined appropriately from the data
obtained in the simulations of the single channel. Equation (3) illustrates that the pressure
drop gradient (∇Ptotal) is composed of the viscous loss term

(
∇Pµ

)
and the inertial loss

term (∇Pi). Meanwhile, ∇Pµ and ∇Pi are defined in Equations (4) and (5), respectively.
It is evident that the calculation of α and C necessitates the division of ∇Ptotal into two
parts; however, this is a challenging task. Therefore, the correction method is proposed
in which the permeability α and inertial loss coefficient C are calculated using ∇Ptotal and
subsequently modified in comparison. The scheme of this method is depicted in Figure 8.

∇Ptotal = ∇Pµ +∇Pi (3)

∇Pµ = v
µ

α
(4)

∇Pi = C
ρv2

2
(5)
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However, the loss coefficients are parameters that are solely related to the material and
the porosity of the pebble bed region. Consequently, the loss coefficient should be constant
for a specific pebble bed region. In this scenario, a method is proposed that assumes a
second-order relationship between pressure drop and velocity. The relevant parameters are
then calculated based on the results. The scheme of this method is illustrated in Figure 9.
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2.3. CFD Software

The commercial computational fluid dynamics (CFD) software ANSYS CFX is em-
ployed in this simulation. ANSYS CFX is a software that is widely used for CFD simu-
lations and is considered suitable for this simulation. The ANSYS CFX solver employs a
high-resolution method for the discretization of Navier–Stokes equations, simultaneously
utilizing the finite volume method for solving the equations. In a typical case of CFX,
three principal stages are involved: CFX-pre (pre-processing), CFX-solver (options and
adjustments for solver) and CFX-post (post-processing of simulation results). The CFX-pre
module requires the geometry model created in CAD software as an input data, after which
the meshing process is completed. In the CFX-solver module, the appropriate settings
suitable for solving the problems are adjusted, and the cases are solved. Ultimately, the
patterns and data are depicted in the third module, CFX-post.

3. Parameters Determination

In this chapter, model A, referenced in chapter, 1 is established through the implemen-
tation of the BCC arrangement and the third simplification method previously outlined in
Section 2.2. Meanwhile, model B is constructed to evaluate the proposed methods. Based on
model A, a series of simulations with distinct inlet superficial velocities are demonstrated,
which will provide data for the determination of parameters. Two methods, the correction
method and the fitting method, are utilized to determine the parameters of porous media,
namely the permeability and the inertial loss coefficient. Both of the methodologies are
then assessed with the employment of model B.

3.1. Simulation of Model A

As stated in the previous section, the superficial velocities of the purge gas in the
blanket range from a fraction to more than 1 m/s due to the variation in the cross-section
areas of the internal channels. Consequently, it is essential to calculate the occupations in
the blanket against different velocities in order to determine the range of inlet velocities
for the single-channel simulation. Scholars at the SWIP have demonstrated the requisite
calculation, which has resulted in the division of the blanket into several sections with
distinct velocities. The result is presented in Table 2. Apparently, the occupations for low
velocities are dominant, while the region with a velocity above 1 m/s is negligible. Based
on the result, the inlet velocity of the single-channel model is considered to be within the
range of 0.01 m/s to 1 m/s.

Table 2. Volume occupations against velocity.

Parameters Section 1 Section 2 Section 3 Section 4 Section 5 Section 6

Velocity (m/s) <0.02 0.02~0.03 0.03~0.05 0.05~0.1 0.1~1.0 1.0~10
Volume (m3) 1.45 × 10−2 1.80 × 10−3 6.97 × 10−4 1.44 × 10−4 2.21 × 10−5 3.96 × 10−6

Occupation (%) 84.405 10.533 4.069 0.840 0.129 0.023

Model A is established based on the conclusions presented in Section 2.2 and comprises
the inlet/outlet domains and pebble bed region. To ensure the full development of the flow,
the lengths of the inlet region and outlet region are given as five and ten times that of the
diameter of pebble, respectively. The surface of the pebbles is considered to be a no-slip
wall, while the other walls are considered to be symmetry boundaries, and the boundary
layer effect is not considered. The pebbles are packed in BCC arrangement. Model A is
depicted in Figure 10.

The result of a CFD simulation is found to be highly dependent on the number of mesh
elements employed. To ascertain the mesh independence, six models were constructed
and meshed into 0.98, 2.09, 4.35, 7.46, 10.1 and 15.9 million grids, respectively. The inlet
boundary is defined as a velocity boundary, while the outlet boundary is designated as
a static pressure type. The results depicted in Figure 11 demonstrate that as the number
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of mesh elements increases, the pressure drop gradient declines, becoming increasingly
smooth when the grid number exceeds 7.46 million. Furthermore, the difference in pressure
drop is acceptable. Consequently, the model with 7.46 million mesh elements will be
employed as model A in the following simulations.
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In the simulations of model A, the inlet boundary of the model is considered as a
velocity boundary with distinct velocities, while the outlet boundary is set as a relative
pressure boundary with a pressure of 0.3 MPa. The result of the simulation is depicted in
Figure 12. It is found that the pressure drop ∆P and its gradient ∇P appear to be linearly
proportional to the superficial velocities. This indicates that he second term (inertial loss
term) is negligible in the low velocity range. The result is the provision for the determination
process of parameters.
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3.2. Correction Method

The data obtained in Section 3.1 are utilized in this section to execute the correc-
tion method. The correction method is based on Darcy’s Equation (2), which allows the
permeability (α) and loss coefficient (C) to be derived. The definitions are illustrated below:

Permeability (α ) : α = v
µ

∇P
(6)

LossCoefficient (C) : C =
2∇P
ρv2 (7)

where v is the superficial velocity of the purge gas, L is the length of the pebble bed region,
and ∇P [Pa] is the gradient of total pressure drop. In order to evaluate this method, model
B, illustrated in chapter 1, is established.

The scheme of this method is shown in Figure 8. The initial step is to calculate the
estimated parameters, α′ and C′, which are then incorporated into model B to estimate ∇P′.
Following the comparison of ∇P′ and ∇Pin model A, the coefficient K (K = ∇P′/∇P) is
calculated to modify these parameters, thereby yielding the new α and C. Finally, the new
α and C are taken back into model B to calculate ∇Pf inal .

The results of the permeability and loss coefficient are presented in Table 3, while the
pressure drop gradient is illustrated in Figure 13. It can be observed that ∇P′ is considerably
larger than ∇P. This indicates that the parameters calculated using Equations (6) and (7)
are not directly applicable. Since larger permeability and a lower loss coefficient are
beneficial to the flow of the purge gas, the permeability and loss coefficient would be
increased and decreased, respectively, employing the calculated coefficient K. And after
the modifications, ∇P1st, which is the result in the correction method with one iteration,
appears to be consistent with ∇P, with a maximum relative error of 3.9%.

Table 3. Results using correction method.

V
(m/s)

α’
(m2)

C′

(m−1)
∇P

(Pa/m)
∇P’

(Pa)/m
K α

(m2)
C

(m−1)
∇Pfinal
(Pa/m)

0.01 4.912 × 10−10 4.965 × 107 625.2 1245.3 1.992 9.8 × 10−10 2.5 × 107 622.7
0.05 4.955 × 10−10 9.845 × 106 3098.7 6473.5 2.089 1.03 × 10−9 4.7 × 106 3195.6
0.1 4.926 × 10−10 4.95 × 106 6232.8 12,990.4 2.084 1.03 × 10−9 2.4 × 106 6477.9
0.5 4.683 × 10−10 1.042 × 106 32,786.8 68,571.9 2.091 9.8 × 10−10 4.9 × 105 33,948.2
1.0 4.361 × 10−10 5.593 × 105 70,415.7 147,051.2 2.088 9.1 × 10−10 2.7 × 105 72,832.8

Energies 2024, 17, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 16 
 

 

considerably larger than ∇𝑃. This indicates that the parameters calculated using Equa-
tions (6) and (7) are not directly applicable. Since larger permeability and a lower loss 
coefficient are beneficial to the flow of the purge gas, the permeability and loss coefficient 
would be increased and decreased, respectively, employing the calculated coefficient K. 
And after the modifications, 𝛻𝑃ଵ௦௧, which is the result in the correction method with one 
iteration, appears to be consistent with 𝛻𝑃, with a maximum relative error of 3.9%.  

 
Figure 13. ∇𝑃 against superficial velocity. 

Table 3. Results using correction method. 

V 
(m/s) 

𝜶′ 
(m2) 

C’ 
(m−1) 

𝛁𝑷 (𝐏𝐚/𝐦) 
𝛁𝑷ᇱ (𝐏𝐚)/𝐦 K 

𝜶 
(m2) 

C 
(m−1) 

𝛁𝑷𝒇𝒊𝒏𝒂𝒍 
(Pa/m) 

0.01 4.912 × 10−10 4.965 × 107 625.2 1245.3 1.992 9.8 × 10−10 2.5 × 10+7 622.7 
0.05 4.955 × 10−10 9.845 × 106 3098.7 6473.5 2.089 1.03 × 10−9 4.7 × 10+6 3195.6 
0.1 4.926 × 10−10 4.95 × 106 6232.8 12,990.4 2.084 1.03 × 10−9 2.4 × 10+6 6477.9 
0.5 4.683 × 10−10 1.042 × 106 32,786.8 68,571.9 2.091 9.8 × 10−10 4.9 × 10+5 33,948.2 
1.0 4.361 × 10−10 5.593 × 105 70,415.7 147,051.2 2.088 9.1 × 10−10 2.7 × 10+5 72,832.8 

Furthermore, the new result could be obtained by implementing additional iterations 
in the correction method, as presented in Table 4. It is evident that the maximum relative 
error decreases significantly from 3.9% to 0.6%. This demonstrates that the addition of 
iterations effectively minimizes the relative error in the correction method. In conclusion, 
the results indicate that the correction method is a feasible approach for determining the 
parameters for porous media.  

Table 4. Relative errors in first iteration and second iteration. 

V 
(m/s) 

𝛁𝑷 (𝐏𝐚/𝐦) 
𝛁𝑷𝟏𝒔𝒕 
(Pa/m) 

𝛁𝑷𝟐𝒏𝒅 
(Pa/m) 

Relative Error 
(1st Iteration) 

Relative Error 
(2nd Iteration) 

0.01 625.20 622.70 627.87 0.41% 0.42% 
0.05 3098.70 3195.60 3090.85 3.1% 0.25% 
0.1 6232.80 6477.90 6257.04 3.9% 0.39% 
0.5 32,786.80 33,948.00 32,638.78 3.5% 0.45% 
1.0 70,415.70 72,832.80 70,838.31 3.4% 0.60% 

  

Figure 13. ∇P against superficial velocity.



Energies 2024, 17, 3562 10 of 15

Furthermore, the new result could be obtained by implementing additional iterations
in the correction method, as presented in Table 4. It is evident that the maximum relative
error decreases significantly from 3.9% to 0.6%. This demonstrates that the addition of
iterations effectively minimizes the relative error in the correction method. In conclusion,
the results indicate that the correction method is a feasible approach for determining the
parameters for porous media.

Table 4. Relative errors in first iteration and second iteration.

V
(m/s)

∇P
(Pa/m)

∇P1st
(Pa/m)

∇P2nd
(Pa/m)

Relative
Error (1st
Iteration)

Relative
Error (2nd
Iteration)

0.01 625.20 622.70 627.87 0.41% 0.42%
0.05 3098.70 3195.60 3090.85 3.1% 0.25%
0.1 6232.80 6477.90 6257.04 3.9% 0.39%
0.5 32,786.80 33,948.00 32,638.78 3.5% 0.45%
1.0 70,415.70 72,832.80 70,838.31 3.4% 0.60%

3.3. Fitting Method

As previously stated in Section 2.2, the parameters should be unrelated to the velocity.
Therefore, the fitting method is proposed to obtain an independent set of parameters of
porous media.

Research on porous media indicates that the pressure drop gradient (∇P) is related
to the superficial velocity with a second-order relationship. The pressure drop gradient is
regarded a velocity-related source term in the momentum equation [13]:

Si = −
(

∑3
j=1 Dijµvj∑3

j=1 Cij
1
2

ρ|v|vj

)
(8)

where Si is the denote of the source term, v is the velocity, and D and C are the coefficient
matrices. The first term on the right side of the equation is the viscous resistance term and
the second one is the inertial resistance term. In this article, it is assumed that the material
of porous media is isotropic, which allows the equation to be simplified:

Si = −
(

µ

α
vi + C

1
2

ρ|v|vi

)
(9)

where α is the permeability and C is the inertial loss coefficient. Consequently, the fitting
method is utilized to obtain the relationship between ∇P and velocity. The result is
shown below:

∇P = 9558u2 + 60850u (10)

Based on the result, the coefficients α and C are calculated using Equation (9) and
presented in Table 5. A comparison of the parameters obtained using the two methods
reveals that the permeability α is of a comparable magnitude. However, in the low velocity
range, the loss coefficient C obtained in the correction method is greater than that in the
fitting method. In order to verify the rationality of the fitting method, the source term with
an inertial resistance correction coefficient (CF) is suggested [14]:

∇P =
µ

α
u +

CF√
α

ρu2 (11)

CF could be derived:

CF =
1
2

C
√

α (12)

Liu Xueqiang [15] has recommended an equation to calculate CF, and the Ergun
equation could be employed to estimate this value. In Equation (13), CF is related to the
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Reynolds number and the porosity of the material, while in Equation (14), CF is related to
the porosity alone. These equations are presented below:

CF1 = 1.5Re−0.2 φ−0.2 (13)

CF2 =
1.75

1800.5 φ1.5 (14)

where Re is the Reynolds number and the φ is the porosity. The results of the calculations
are listed in Table 6. It can be observed that CF1 is consistently larger than CF in all scenarios,
and when the velocity exceeds 0.5 m/s, these two values become comparable. Conversely,
CF2 is similar with CF throughout the velocity range. The difference can be attributed
to the omission of the effect of Reynolds number in the Ergun equation and the fitting
method equation.

Table 5. Parameters in porous media.

Velocity Fitting Method Correction Method
α (m2) C (m−1) α (m2) C (m−1)

0.01

5.05 × 10−10 75,891

9.8 × 10−10 2.5 × 107

0.05 1.03 × 10−9 4.7 × 106

0.1 1.03 × 10−9 2.4 × 106

0.5 9.8 × 10−10 4.9 × 105

1.0 9.1 × 10−10 2.7 × 105

Table 6. Comparison of CF.

Velocity CF (Fitting Method) CF (Equation (13)) CF (Equation (14))

0.01

0.8524

2.2518

0.7212
0.05 1.6320
0.1 1.4208
0.5 1.0297
1.0 0.8964

It was observed that when α and C were introduced into model B, the simulation
results were found to be comparable to those obtained in model A, with the relative
errors remaining at around 6%. These findings are detailed in Table 7. Two scenarios
with superficial velocities of 4 m/s and 8 m/s are calculated simultaneously to assess the
correctness of the prediction of Equation (10), as displayed in Figure 14. The results indicate
that the equation is suitable, thereby supporting the feasibility behind the fitting method
for determining parameters in porous media.

Table 7. Pressure drop in porous media.

Velocity (m/s) ∇P in Porous Media
(Pa)

∇P in Real Model
(Pa) Relative Error

0.01 662.5 625.2 5.6%
0.05 3317.7 3098.7 6.6%
0.1 6584.4 6232.8 5.3%
0.5 35,048.1 32,786.8 6.5%
1.0 75,371.9 70,415.7 6.6%
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4. Holistic Hydraulic Simulation for Blanket

The utilization of the porous media in a realistic model of engineering is emphasized
in this paper; thus, a holistic model of blanket should be established. The blanket module
comprises two symmetry parts and thus one of them is considered as the objective in this
section and is displayed in Figure 15. The holistic model consists of one inlet pipe, one
outlet pipe and the internal and external porous media zones.

Energies 2024, 17, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 16 
 

 

 
Figure 15. Symmetry model. 

The parameters obtained in the correction method are related to the superficial ve-
locity of the coolant. Therefore, it is necessary to divide the holistic model into several 
parts with distinct superficial velocities. In order to accurately capture the flow character-
istics in the low velocity distribution and calculate the pressure drop, the size of the mesh 
elements in the low velocity regions is reduced. This results in a holistic model with 18.23 
million meshes. In the simulation employing parameters obtained using fitting method, 
the blanket is meshed into 5.9 million elements. Both the results in these models are veri-
fied as grid-independent solutions.  

In the simulation of the holistic model, the inlet boundary is considered to be of the 
static mass flow rate type, with a helium flow rate of 0.125 g/s. The outlet boundary is set 
as a relative pressure boundary with 0.3 MPa. For the porous media, the parameters ob-
tained in the correction method and the fitting method are used. 

With the incorporation of the permeability and the inertial loss coefficient into the 
holistic model, the overall pressure drop and the distributions of velocity and pressure in 
both the internal and external porous media regions are calculated and analyzed. As the 
velocity and pressure distributions are similar in both models, the distributions and 
streamline of the model employing the fitting method are depicted.  

The streamlines of purge gas in the external and internal porous media region are 
depicted in Figure 16a and Figure 16b, respectively. It can be observed that the velocity of 
the purge gas decreases rapidly while entering the porous media region from the inlet 
pipe. It then flows inside the external region towards the rear small tubes. The whole pro-
cess of the flow remains continuous and smooth, and no dead region could be seen. In the 
internal porous media region, the streamline is similar, exhibiting only slight differences 
in average velocity. The purge gas flows at a higher velocity in the internal region due to 
the smaller area of the cross-section of the internal region. Ultimately, the purge gas gath-
ers at the outlet of the internal region and flows outwards.  

The velocity nephograms in porous media are illustrated in Figure 17a,b. It is evident 
that the velocity distribution in the external region is relatively stable, with low velocity. 
However, there is a low-velocity region in the internal region (blue region in Figure 17b). 
This region may result in the concentration of the tritium in the corners that are not adja-
cent the inlet and outlet pipes, which could potentially lead to tritium permeation. There-
fore, it is essential to consider this phenomenon when calculating the tritium permeation.  

Figure 18 depicts the pressure distributions in the external and internal regions. The 
pressure in both regions exhibits a mild distribution and a descending tendency along the 
flow route. There is no evidence of a high-/low-pressure zone in the corner or boundary 

Figure 15. Symmetry model.

The parameters obtained in the correction method are related to the superficial velocity
of the coolant. Therefore, it is necessary to divide the holistic model into several parts with
distinct superficial velocities. In order to accurately capture the flow characteristics in the
low velocity distribution and calculate the pressure drop, the size of the mesh elements
in the low velocity regions is reduced. This results in a holistic model with 18.23 million
meshes. In the simulation employing parameters obtained using fitting method, the blanket
is meshed into 5.9 million elements. Both the results in these models are verified as grid-
independent solutions.

In the simulation of the holistic model, the inlet boundary is considered to be of the
static mass flow rate type, with a helium flow rate of 0.125 g/s. The outlet boundary is
set as a relative pressure boundary with 0.3 MPa. For the porous media, the parameters
obtained in the correction method and the fitting method are used.

With the incorporation of the permeability and the inertial loss coefficient into the
holistic model, the overall pressure drop and the distributions of velocity and pressure
in both the internal and external porous media regions are calculated and analyzed. As
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the velocity and pressure distributions are similar in both models, the distributions and
streamline of the model employing the fitting method are depicted.

The streamlines of purge gas in the external and internal porous media region are
depicted in Figures 16a and 16b, respectively. It can be observed that the velocity of the
purge gas decreases rapidly while entering the porous media region from the inlet pipe. It
then flows inside the external region towards the rear small tubes. The whole process of
the flow remains continuous and smooth, and no dead region could be seen. In the internal
porous media region, the streamline is similar, exhibiting only slight differences in average
velocity. The purge gas flows at a higher velocity in the internal region due to the smaller
area of the cross-section of the internal region. Ultimately, the purge gas gathers at the
outlet of the internal region and flows outwards.
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The velocity nephograms in porous media are illustrated in Figure 17a,b. It is evident
that the velocity distribution in the external region is relatively stable, with low velocity.
However, there is a low-velocity region in the internal region (blue region in Figure 17b).
This region may result in the concentration of the tritium in the corners that are not adjacent
the inlet and outlet pipes, which could potentially lead to tritium permeation. Therefore, it
is essential to consider this phenomenon when calculating the tritium permeation.

Figure 17. Velocity nephograms.

Figure 18 depicts the pressure distributions in the external and internal regions. The
pressure in both regions exhibits a mild distribution and a descending tendency along the
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flow route. There is no evidence of a high-/low-pressure zone in the corner or boundary of
the porous media region. The simulation with porous media approach is consistent with
the realistic phenomenon.
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The overall pressure drop is 2571 Pa and 2515 Pa in the scenarios with parameters
obtained using the correction method and fitting method, respectively. The difference
between the results can be attributed to the approaches for the parameter determinations.
In the correction method, the parameters are related to the superficial velocity, whereas
in the fitting method, they are regarded as constants. Nevertheless, the discrepancy of
them is only 2.2% and could be accepted. The simulation using the correction method
requires distinct mesh distributions and a larger number of meshes, which would require
a tremendous amount of calculating resources and time. Therefore, the simulation using
the fitting method is suggested for the preliminary design phase by authors. Furthermore,
once the design has been completed, the correction method with necessary iterations is
recommended to acquire accurate results.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the determination process of the parameters for porous media and the
holistic hydraulic simulation for a helium-cooled blanket are emphasized. A single-channel
model with pebbles sequentially packed inside (model A) is established to calculate the
pressure drop gradient, ∇P, against superficial velocity, to provide data for the determina-
tion process. In addition, a comparable single-channel model with porous media (model B)
is constructed to assess the efficacy of two proposed methodologies: the correction method
and fitting method. Finally, the overall pressure drop of the holistic blanket model is
calculated to in order to assess the utility of these methods.

The following conclusions are obtained:

a. The results in Section 3.1 indicate that the pressure drop gradient is more likely to be
related to the superficial velocity of the purge gas with a linear relationship in the low
velocity range. This phenomenon can be attributed to the fact that the second-order
term is negligible in the low velocity range.

b. Results obtained from the correction method and fitting method match well with
that in model A. However, there are some differences between the two methods. In
the correction method, the parameters are related to the superficial velocity, whereas
in the fitting method, they are regarded as constants.

c. The overall pressure drops of the holistic model using parameters obtained from two
methods are comparable with a relative error of 3.9%. This indicates that both of the
methods are feasible in this particular utilization.
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Given that the correction method necessitates a more substantial grid density and a
considerable amount of simulation to provide data, the fitting method is suggested in the
preliminary design phase by the authors to impel the process. Following the completion
of the design phase, the correction method with necessary iterations is recommended to
obtain precise results.

The subsequent stage of this research is to measure the pressure drop gradient of
the randomly packed pebble bed with the experimental method, with the objective of
determining the permeability and inertial loss coefficient.
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