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Abstract—A four-parameter corresponding-states-principle framework has been employed to improve the
thermophysical properties prediction of the polar halogenated hydrocarbons(halocarbons). The equation of
state used here is the Benedict-Webb-Rubin-Starling(BWRS) equation . Reduced dipole moment is considered
as the fourth parameter. And its constants have been generalized. The newly developed correlation with
the generalized constants exhibits improved predictions of density, enthalpy and especially vapor pressure
for halocarbons with high dipole moment without a sacrifice of predictability on low polar halocarbons.
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Table 1. Characterization parameters of halocarbons
ASHRAE T. Pe
Refrigerant no. Formula K) (Kgmol/m®) @ Mui (de:ye) W
R-11 CCLF 471.15 4.0349 0.1917 137.38 045 0.173
R-12 CCLF: 385.15 4.6148 0.1764 12093 0.51 0.232
R-13 CCIF; 301.98 5.5358 0.1717 10447 0.50 0.281
R-14 CF, 22748 7.1087 0.1777 88.01 0.0 0.0
R-22 CHCIF, 369.15 6.0724 0.2221 86.48 142 0.756
R-23 CHF; 298.76 7.3554 0.2694 70.00 1.65 1.075
R-113 C,Cl3F, 487.26 3.0754 0.2541 187.39 0.30 0.1
R-114 CoCloF, 418.87 3.4070 0.2546 170.94 0.5 0.187
R-142b C.H;CIF, 410.26 4.3280 0.2364 100.50 2.14 0912
R-152a C.H4F; 365.65 5.5246 0.2643 66.05 227 1.126

trichlorofluoromethane(CCI;F, R-11), dichlorodifluoro-
methane(CCLF,, R-12), chlorotrifluoromethane(CCl-
Fi, R-13), carbon tetrafluoride(CF,, R-14), chlorodi-
fluoromethane (CHCIF,, R-22), fluoroform(CHF; R-
23), 1,22-trichlorotrifluoroethane(C,Cl;F;, R-113), 1,
2-dichlorotetrafluoroethane(C,CLF,, R-114), chlorodi-
fluoroethane (C;HsCIF,, R-142b), ethylene difluoride
(C;HsF;, R-152a)°]t}.
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Table 2. Generalized 23 constants a; and b; used in the
BWRS Equation of state

Parameter Bi=a+vyh
i & b;
1 1.45907 0.32872
2 4.98813 —2.64399
3 2.20704 11.3293
4 4.86121 0.0
5 4.59311 2.79979
6 5.06707 10.3901
7 114871 10.3730
8 9.22469 20.5388
9 0.094624 2.76010
10 1.48858 —3.11349
11 0.015273 0.18915
12 351486 0.94260
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Table 3. Data points number, temperature and pressure range tested

Component Property No. data Total Temperature Pressure range,
range, K KPa

R-11 P 138 274 208.15-516.48 0.90-3505.91
H-H 112 219.26-516.48 0.20-3505.91
P, 24 255.37-399.82 17.64'1393.43
R-12 P 203 443 170.93-510.93 0.96-3613.32
H-H° 204 170.93-510.93 0.96-3613.32
P, 36 174.82-366.48 1.38-2963.32
R-13 p 128 262 144.26-510.93 2.96-3689.60
H—H° 101 144.26-510.93 2.96-3689.60
P, 33 144.26-510.93 2.96-3689.60
R-14 p 113 256 127.59-394.26 6.89-3742.37
H—-H° 111 127.59-394.26 23.84-3742.37
P, 32 133.15-219.26 39.41-2915.71
R-22 p 155 329 172.04-477.59 1.86-3822.43
H-H 148 172.04-477.59 1.86-4255.20
P, 26 199.82-338.71 6.54-2729.75
R-23 p 132 277 149.82-499.82 4.27-3741.27
H-H° 122 149.82-499.82 4.27-3742.51
P, 23 160.93-283.15 12.13-3250.70
R-113 p 124 258 238.71-527.59 2.07-2756.00
H-H 112 238.71-527.59 2.07-2756.00
P, 22 238.71-394.26 2.07- 70140
R-114 p 175 381 180.37-549.82 0.21-2756.00
H—H 171 180.37-549.82 0.21-2756.00
P, 35 197.04-383.15 1.10-1708.51
R-142b p 163 348 210.93-510.93 6.89-3464.91
H—H° 156 210.93-510.93 6.89-3464 .91
P, 29 222.04-377.59 14.74-2319.24
R-152a p 151 328 172.04-488.71 0.96-3090.10
H-H 146 172.04-488.71 0.96-3090.10
P, 31 177.59-344.26 1.52-1945.74

Total p: 1482, H—H": 1383, P.: 291
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Table 4. Comparison of thermodynamic properties pred: -
tion of halocarbons between Pitzer acentric fac-
tor and the orientation parameter based on 3-P

CcSp
®, y values Predictions
Compo- ® p H-H’ P,
nent Value AAD. AAD. AAD.
Y (%)  (Kcal/Kg) (%)
R-11 ® 0.1917 045 0.09 1.99
Y 0.1865 045 0.11 0.77
R-12 ® 0.1764 0.53 0.12 144
Y 0.1769 0.53 0.11 141
R-13 ® 0.1717 2.61 0.53 1.18
Y 0.1722 2.61 0.54 1.16
R-14 @ 0.1777 1.08 0.32 1.34
y 0.1755 1.05 0.32 124
R-22 ® 0.2221 0.35 0.20 148
Y 0.2270 0.32 0.21 0.40
R-23 ® 0.2694 1.24 0.34 1.33
Y 0.2686 1.25 0.33 1.38
R-113 [O) 0.2541 048 0.20 1.72
Y 0.2547 0.48 0.19 1.67
R-114 ® 0.2546 1.07 0.22 2.40
Y 0.2491 1.00 0.20 112
R-142b ® 0.2364 2.76 0.99 5.54
Y 0.2147 2.79 0.96 1.99
R-152a ) 0.2643 1.39 1.73 9.08
Y 0.2454 1.54 149 9.52
O.AAD. [ 1.18 0.48 2.80
Y 1.19 045 2.12

a#g 4 9l R-11, R-22, R-114 2|3 R-142b9]
Z719ke] yol 2lste] SgsIgh 37138 AAD.(%)
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Table 5. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-22,

Table 7. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion of halocarbons between 3-P CSP and 4-P

R-23, R-142b, R-152a CcSp
Compo- Density(A.AD.%) H—H(A.AD.) P(A.AD.%) Predictions
nent 3-P 4-P 3-P 4-P 3P 4-P Compo- Method p H-H* P.
R-22 035 035 020 019 148 154 nent Y AAD. AAD. AAD.
R-23 1.24 0.78 034 048 133 110 (%) (Kcal/Kg) (%)

R-142b 2.76 2.87 099 084 554 557
R-152a 1.39 1.05 173 116 908 249
OAAD. 146 1.30 084 067 469 279

Table 6. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of the 6

halocarbons
Compo- Density(A.A.D.%) H-H*(A.AD.) P.(A.AD.%)
nent 3-pP 4-P 3P 4P 3P 4P
R-11 045 0.45 009 010 199 204
R-12 0.53 0.53 212 011 144 141
R-13 261 2.61 053 053 118 117
R-14 1.08 1.08 032 032 134 134

R-113 048 0.48 020 019 172 167
R-114 1.07 1.07 022 022 240 248
0.AAD. 099 0.99 023 022 167 167

WA AR5 A3 BAEE gtk T4
Axe 437 Zoez FHFHT F71Y4 ¢ second
virial coefficientsell 3] <132 v]3c}h

BWRS Atel WA AL 4-ai/fHs diSdddala
gAstds o Ae WA e B A es £9d
1=

Bi=a+yb+u* ¢ (12)

3714 odwrstsl 2370 AR, ae)t o) g 24
713, wrell A7 A, o s dukEksigic).

10752] &4 e©stpisigtE FolA R-22, R-23,
R-142b 283 R-152a9] 454} ZEx 142, 165,
2.14 28)3 2.27 debyeelt). o] 4717 A g3}
dolet2 -E] dnislE cghg ATHRE 7 5 9
Aot 2|z vz 6749 A ' sgEe)
EXol| Foll Hg3te] Bl

Table 50]& R-22, R-23, R-142b 28] 3 R-152a9]
EAol &L, Table 6l Y17 6712 224 wist
23T EMd 28 3-P CSPell Ao ZA=e} ourslsl
A4, ogte AHEERE 4-nl AR o2 e]ell4] 9]
AE u)@slch

Tzble 54l A& 4=} 2ol E7} 1.65 debyedl R-239]
A5 o o] 1.24%0l| 4] 0.78%F 3-P CSPol| 212 B4

32132 X323 HISS 19944 108

R-11 3Py 01865 045 0.11 0.77
4Py 0.1863 045 0.11 0.73
R-12 3Py 01769  0.53 011 141

4Py 01772 -0.53 011 137
R-13 3Py 01722 261 0.54 1.16
4Py 01720 261 0.54 116
R-14 3Py 01755 1.05 0.32 1.24
4P-y 01753 105 0.32 1.24
R-22 3Py 02270 032 0.21 0.40
4Py 02282 032 0.15 0.26
R-23 3P-y 02686 125 0.33 1.38
4Py 02722 0.78 047 1.18
R-113 3Py 02547 048 0.19 1.67
4Py 02544 048 0.19 1.65
R-114 3Py 02491 1.00 0.20 112

4P-y 0.2489  1.00 0.20 112
R-142B 3Py 02147 279 0.96 199
4Py 02172 2.88 0.81 175
R-152a 3Py 02454 154 1.49 9.52
4Py 02663 104 1.19 2.40
OAAD. 3Pvy 1.19 045 212
4P-y 1.10 0.40 131

ol & X} Ads et F5 2 2ol 7} 227 debyesl R-
152a¢] 27|92 ol &8 9.08%) 4] 249%2 WA F
den, At 1.39% 4 1.05%2 o 3] A=
i, = s 1.73 Kcal/Kgoll 41 1.16 Kcal/Kgo.2 7§41
& 4 it =8 7} B49 0AAD.Z uEshd ¥
EE 1.46%0l 4 1.30%, A=) 0.84 Kcal/Kgoll 4 0.67
Kcal/Kg, 222]3. 7] % 4.69%¢1 4] 2.79% 2 3-P CSP
Aol EdE R} A= ok

Table 6ol A= o] Awk3ls ¢ ghg AHE3ke] niz|
6709 &2 ebasigHE B S H4ed s o 3-
P CSPefi el Hate} 79 A vsgich

gubstgl 1249 g s 2ok

Ci=—0.07549 C,= —0.62E-04 C;=0.5E-06

Ci=—0.41302

C,=—0.16707 C;= —0.099821 C;=0.06086
C=—0.11766

C;=—0.01885 C;=0.36602 Cy= —0.18741
Ci2= —0.79056
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Fig. 1. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-11.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-22.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-114.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-142b.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of thermodynamic properties predic-
tion between 3-P CSP and 4-P CSP of R-152a.
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B; : generalized equation of state parameter [i=1,
12]

a, b; :universal constants in expression for B;

H— H: specific enthalpy departure of fluid [Kcal/Kg]

H°  :specific enthalpy of fluid in ideal gas state

k : Boltzmann constant [1.38054X10"% J/K]

R-11 : trichlorofluoromethane

R-12 : dichlorodifluoromethane

R-13 : chlorotrifluoromethane

R-14 : carbontetrafluoride

R-22 : chlorodiflucromethane

R-23 :fluoroform

R-113 : 1,2,2 trichlorotrifluoroethane

Bp312% N32A HISS 19944 108

R-114 : 1,2 dichlorotetrafluoroethane
R-142b : chlorodifluoroethane

R-152a : ethylene difluoride

T : absolute temperature [K]

T.  :critical temperature [K]

T*  :reduced temperature [T*=kT/e]

Z : compressibility factor of fluid

Z, : reference fluid compressibility factor

Z : perturbation contribution to compressibility fac-
tor

agz|ojA 2&}

Y : orientation parameter

€ : characteristic molecular-energy parameter

u : dipole moment [1 debye=10"'% (dyne-cm*) %]

u* : reduced dipole moment

p : density [Kgmol/m®]

o° : critical density [Kgmol/m®]

p*  :reduced density [p*=pc’]

c : characteristic molecular-size parameter

® : Pitzer's acentric factor
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