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Comparison of performance of cooling tower with
various shape of packings
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Abstract

Since the performance of cooling tower is strongly dependent on the thermal
performance of the packing, the evaluations of heat transfer rate and fan power from
various packing have attracted intense interest. In the present study, two new packings
have been devised and their performances have been compared with those of two
existing packings to find better shape characteristic. It is found that one of the existing
packings, which showed high heat transfer rate and medium fan power due to zig-zag
flow passages and highly irregular surfaces, should be adapted.
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