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Significantly increasing consumption and demand in conventional fossil energy 
sources require energy sources to be more efficient and sustainable. In this study, 
it is aimed to increase the efficiency of the systems by using thermodynamic cy-
cles from waste heat sources. The designed system is aimed at increasing the effi-
ciency of the system by adding sub-cycles of the waste heat of a gas turbine. The 
results analyzed with the engineering equation solver program, when all the cy-
cles are combined, the system energy efficiency is 75% and the total exergy effi-
ciency is 24%. Brayton cycle when the system is evaluated alone, the energy effi-
ciency of the system is 65%, the exergy efficiency is 14%. The S-CO2 cycle system 
when the system is evaluated alone, the exergy efficiency is 23% and the exergy 
efficiency is 11%. The ORC system when the system is evaluated alone, the exer-
gy efficiency is 19% and the exergy efficiency is 22%. Rankine system when the 
system is evaluated alone, the exergy efficiency is 17% and the exergy efficiency 
is 88%. Turbine inlet temperatures tend to decrease as the exergy destruction in 
the system also affects the subcomponents. 

Key words: energy analysis, exergy analysis, Brayton cycle, n-pentane cycle, 
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Introduction  

In the global world, the increase in industrialization constantly increases the energy 

demand. The increase in energy consumption is rapidly depleting fossil energy resources at an 

alarming rate. Increasing consumption of fossil fuels (coal, oil, natural gas, etc.) brings cli-

mate change issues to the agenda. There is a need for sustainable and potentially economical 

use of energy resources, which are necessary to increase the efficiency of energy in is indus-

try. Improvement in energy efficiency and reduction of GHG will be achieved by the techno-

logical development of energy production systems and by using innovative technologies. In 

this context, more compact systems emerge by combining with RES (solar, wind, biomass, 

etc.). Today, the need for the development of new technologies for renewable energy produc-

tion has become more necessary than ever. Today, new combined power cycles have been de-

signed and energy analysis has been made by utilizing the waste heat of energy facilities and 

combining them with sub-cycles.  

Guo et al., [1] performed a thermodynamic analysis of a S-CO2 Brayton cycle 

combined with a compressed CO2 energy storage system for waste heat recovery (WHR) of 
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ship gas turbines under variable load conditions. They said that the thermal efficiency 

reached over 40% and the exergy efficiency over 65%. Pan et al., [2] carried out ther-

moeconomic analysis of combined natural gas cogeneration system with S-CO2, Brayton 

cycle, and ORC. They said that the energy efficiency of the system is 56.47% and the exer-

gy efficiency is 45.46%. Wang et al., [3] presented an exergoeconomic analysis of a new 

trigeneration system for gas turbine WHR, which includes a S-CO2 Brayton cycle, and 

ORC, and an absorption refrigeration cycle. They also compared the effects of ORC with 

different working fluids on overall system performance. Cao et al., [4] performed a thermo-

dynamic analysis of a Brayton and ORC of a S-CO2 for solar energy use with typical geo-

thermal as an auxiliary heat source. They found that the thermal efficiency of the combined 

cycle is 35.07%. They emphasized that the combined cycle has a thermodynamic advantage 

using solar energy and auxiliary geothermal energy. Song et al., [5] performed analysis of 

various configurations in a combined S-CO2 cycle and ORC system for hybrid solar and ge-

othermal power generation. They said the S-CO2 cycle system, a split geothermal flow sys-

tem combined with ORC working fluid, using geothermal heat first and then heat from the 

top in series, provides 45% more power output, the maximum among all proposed configu-

rations. Baglietto et al., [6] performed a techno-economic comparison of Supercritical CO2, 

steam, and ORC Cycles for their Applications to WHR. They performed techno-economic 

analysis and optimization by focusing on WHR applications for different dimensions and 

cycle parameters operating conditions. The analyzed cycles were carried out by first maxim-

izing the net electrical power and then minimizing the specific capital cost. Comparing the 

results, they said that in the first case, the more complex S-CO2 loop configuration performs 

competitively, while in the second case, the simpler S-CO2 loop configuration requires low-

er specific cost for the same electrical power produced. Jin et al., [7] have installed a 

recompression S-CO2 Brayton cycle operating system that combines a gas turbine with a 

preheated S-CO2 Brayton cycle for waste heat. They presented thermodynamic analysis of 

the effects of the cycle on thermal efficiency. Hou et al., [8] performed thermodynamic and 

exergoeconomic analyses for a new combined S-CO2 recompression cycle and the regenera-

tive organic ORC using a zeotropic mixture. Their results presented that the optimum zeo-

tropic mixture is R236fa/R227ea (0.46/0.54). The exergy efficiency was found to be 

73.65%. They demonstrated the superiority of their proposed combined cycle over a single 

S-CO2 cycle and a combined S-CO2 cycle and basic ORC. Energy and analysis of an ORC 

operating with low-grade waste heat and a combined system of vapor compression were 

done by Xia et al. [9]. Hai et al., [10] performed their AI-based analysis and optimization on 

a low-temperature ORC for waste heat recovery from a Kalina cycle connected to a geo-

thermal heat source. Qin et al., [11] performed thermodynamic analysis and optimization of 

a WHR system with a combined supercritical/transcritical CO2 cycle. The aim is to propose 

a new combined cycle system consisting of a S-CO2 recompression Brayton cycle and a 

transcritical CO2 refrigeration cycle to utilize the waste heat of a marine turbine for both 

power generation and cooling. Gao et al., [12] performed the performance analyzes of the S-

CO2 Brayton cycle and ORC combined system, taking into account the daily distribution of 

solar radiation. AlZahrani and Dincer [13] conducted energy and exergy analyzes of the in-

tegrated CO2 Brayton-ORC with the solar tower facility. They used a combined cycle, an 

ORC and a S-CO2 Brayton cycle as a cascading kick cycle. Sahin [14] investigated the 

WHR potential of an autoclave device and made an energy analysis. Khan and Mishra [15] 

presented the energy analysis of the solar combined precompression S-CO2 cycle and ORC. 

They said that the net power output and thermal efficiency of the pre-compression loop in-
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creased by more than 4.51% and 4.52%, respectively, using ORC. Ping et al., [16] ORC can 

effectively use the waste heat energy of the internal combustion (IC) engine. They com-

bined an integrated system model of IC motor-ORC with a subsystem model. The dynamic 

response of the ORC system was evaluated under different road conditions. They stated that 

there are significant strong coupling and non-linear properties between the different perfor-

mances of the ORC system in road conditions. Manente and Fortuna [17] They performed 

analysis of supercritical CO2 power cycles for WHR. They made a comparison between tra-

ditional and new double expansion arrangements. Multi-objective optimization said that the 

significant increase in performance is only a limited 5.0-6.2% increase in the specific in-

vestment cost compared to traditional cycles. The development of improved S-CO2 power 

cycle schemes is particularly dependent on the upper temperature range. Zhang et al., [18] 

proposed a new S-CO2 power cycle based on the recompression cycle configuration to effi-

ciently recover the exhaust heat of the IC engine. The maximum cycle power corresponding 

to an optimal combination of system parameters is 39.49 kW and the WHR efficiency is 

74.83%. Ruiz-Casanova et al., [19] performed a thermodynamic analysis of S-CO2 Brayton 

cycles for use with low-grade geothermal heat sources. With a 20 kg/per second geothermal 

brine flow at 150 °C as the heat source and a minimum allowable re-injection temperature 

of 70 °C, the intercooled reclaimed Brayton cycle achieved the highest electrical power out-

put, energy and exergy efficiencies. They found that 779.99 kW, 11.51% and 52.49%, re-

spectively. In Liu et al., [20] technological enhancement has been made regarding the S-

CO2 Brayton cycles. On the basis of energy saving and emission reduction, they say that the 

development of power generation technology has always resulted in higher efficiency at 

lower cost. it is said that the use of RES or waste heat is one of the important solutions here. 

Papingiotis et al., [21] performed thermodynamic analyzes of transcritical and supercritical 

organic Rankine and Brayton cycles connected to parabolic trough collectors. Subcritical 

ORC with n-Pentane and R245fa as working fluid, supercritical ORC with R245fa as work-

ing fluid and supercritical Brayton cycles with CO2 and R245fa as working fluid were stud-

ied. The overall efficiency of the system (power to sun) for subcritical ORC with n-Pentane 

and R245fa is 14.12% and 10.31%, respectively. The efficiencies for R245fa and supercriti-

cal ORC were 15.14% and for CO2 and R245fa the supercritical Brayton cycle was 13.23% 

and 8.87%, respectively. In Seyed Mahmoudi et al., [22] the use of the ORC, organic flash 

cycle (OFC), and Kalina cycle (KC) has been proposed to increase the electricity produced 

by a S-CO2 recompression Brayton (SCRB) cycle. The highest exergy efficiencies for 

SCRB/OFC and SCRB/ORC systems were obtained when n-nonan and R134a were used as 

working fluids for OFC and ORC, respectively. Ozer and Dogan, [23] used the exhaust 

emission results of the engine obtained in their experimental studies. They made exergy, en-

ergy and exoeconomic analysis. In Dogan, et al., [24] energy and exergy analysis were per-

formed using different engine speeds. As a result of the energy analysis, the energy distribu-

tion of the engine was determined and the thermal efficiency was calculated. In the exergy 

analysis, fuel exergy, exhaust exergy, entropy production and exergy efficiency were calcu-

lated separately. 

Recovery of waste heat of developing and advancing industrial processes is inevita-

ble in order to obtain high efficiency in the use of primary energy resources. When waste heat 

is present at high temperatures, it is our indispensable option where cascading the evaporation 

process is required. In this study, it is aimed to increase the total energy efficiency of the sys-

tem with the help of sub-cycles by using the waste heat of a gas turbine in a gradual way. 
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System description 

The system designed for combined power generation is given in fig. 1. 

 

Figure 1. The designed combined power system 

The air entering the 1st state leaves the compressor with its temperature and pressure 

increases in the 2nd state. Then, with the heat it receives from the heat source (Sun, biomass), 

the hot air exiting in the third state, in the case of increased temperature, passes through the tur-

bine and provides electricity production. In the 4th case, the hot air coming out of the 1st turbine 

is transferred gradually to the S-CO2 cycle system with the 2nd heat exchanger (HX), and then to 

the Rankine cycle system with the 5th heat exchanger, and in the 16th state, the air is discharged. 

The heat exchanger No. 2 enters the 2nd turbine with the S-CO2 in the 7th state and 

power generation is provided. Then, heat transfer is made to the ORC system using the lower 

cycle refrigerant n-pentane with the heat exchanger No. 3. The reduced temperature CO2 enters 

the compressor in the 9th state, and by increasing both its temperature and pressure again, it 

completes the cycle by switching to heat from the upper cycle in the 6th state. 

With the 3rd heat exchanger, as the sub-cycle of the S-CO2 cycle, power generation 

is achieved with the 3rd turbine with n-pentane refrigerant, which becomes saturated vapor in 

the 11th state. In the 12th state, the fluid leaving the 3rd turbine loses its heat to pass into the 

saturated liquid state. In the 13th state, in the saturated liquid state, the fluid enters the pump 

and enters the 10th state by increasing its pressure and completes the cycle by taking heat from 

the 3rd heat exchanger. 
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In the 18th state, the fluid superheated water vapor, the temperature of which in-

creases with the heat it receives from the heat exchanger No. 5, exits in the 19th state after 

power generation with the 4th turbine and its temperature is reduced by the heat exchanger No. 

6 to bring it to the saturated liquid state. In the 20th state, the fluid with saturated heat is in-

creased by the pump and sent to the 17th state to increase its temperature, and the cycle is 

completed by increasing the temperature with the 5th heat exchanger. 

The following assumptions were taken into account while making the thermodynam-

ic analysis of the designed system: 

– System performance is assumed to be stable and regular. 

– Pure substances are used in the system. 

– Compression in compressors is adiabatic. 

– Pressure drops and heat transfer in system components and pipeline are also neglected. 

– Counter flow heat exchangers are used in the heat source heat exchangers and heat losses 

are neglected. 

– The dead state of the fluids (air, CO2, water, n-pentane) circulating in the system is taken 

as 20 oC. 

– System performance is assumed to be stable and regular. 

– Gravitational potential energy and kinetic energy are not taken into account. 

– The superheat was increased to 60 oC in the steam Rankine cycle. 

– The temperature of the 1st heat exchanger is taken as 1.24 times the heat exchanger No. 1 

(HX1) outlet temperature. 

– In the gas turbine, the inlet and outlet pressure ratio of the compressor 21 and the temper-

ature of the heat taken from the heat source HX1, the outlet temperature of 1493 K and 

the turbine 1 outlet temperature of 738.2 K are taken from the UGT-25000 gas turbine 

specifications [25]. 

The positions of the process in the design are: 
1. 1→2: Adiabatic compressor-I, isentopic efficiency 75%. 

2. 2→3: Heat input from the heat source to the system with HX1, increasing the 

isobaric temperature. 

3. 3→4: Work output of adiabatic turbine-I, isentropic efficiency 95%. 

4. 4→5: Adiabatic heat transfer with counterflow HX2 (air - S-CO2). 

5. 5→16: Adiabatic heat transfer (air-water) with counterflow HX5. 

6. 7→8: Work output of adiabatic turbine-2, isentropic efficiency 90%. 

7. 8→9: Adiabatic heat transfer with counterflow HX3 (S-CO2 – n-pentane). 

8. 9→6: Adiabatic compressor-I, isentopic efficiency 85%. 

9. 10→11: ORC heat transfer of heat of CO2 fluid with adiabatic and counter 

flow heat exchanger. 

10. 11→12: Work output of adiabatic turbine-III, isentropic efficiency 90%. 

11. 12→13: Heat dissipation by heat exchanger as isobar. 

12. 12→13: Increasing the pressure of saturated liquid with adiabatic pump, is-

entropic efficiency 85%. 

13. 18→20: Work output of adiabatic turbine-4, isentropic efficiency 90%. 

14. 19→20: Heat dissipation by heat exchanger as isobar. 

15. 20→17: Increasing the pressure of saturated liquid with adiabatic pump, is-

entropic efficiency 85%. 

16. 17→18: Increasing the superheating degree by heat transfer of air to water 

with adiabatic and counter flow heat exchanger. 
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Thermodynamic analysis  

For steady-state in thermodynamic analysis, the basic mass balance equation can be 

given [26-28]: 

  in exm m    (1) 

where ṁ is the mass-flow rate, and the in and ex indices represent the inlet and outlet states, 

respectively. The energy balance is: 

 
2 2

in in ex ex

in ex

g g
2 2

V V
Q W m h z Q W m h z

   
              

   
   (2) 

where Q  is the heat transfer rate, W  – the power, h – the specific enthalpy, v – the velocity,  

z – the height, and g – the gravitational acceleration. The entropy balance equation for steady-

state conditions is: 

 in in gen ex ex

in exkk

Q
m s S m s

T
      (3) 

where s is the specific entropy and gen  S – the entropy generation rate. The exergy balance 

equation can be written: 

 in in ,in W,in ex ex ,ex W,ex DQ Qm ex Ex Ex m ex Ex Ex Ex            (4) 

The specific flow exergy can be written: 

 ph ch pt knex x ex ex ex     (5) 

The kinetic and potential parts of the exergy are assumed to be negligible. Also, the 

chemical exergy is assumed to be negligible. The physical or flow exergy, exph, is: 

 0 0ph 0( ) ( )ex h h T s s      (6) 

where h and s represent specific enthalpy and entropy, respectively, in the real case. The ho 

and so are enthalpy and entropy at reference medium states, respectively. 

Exergy destruction is equal to specific exergy times mass: 

 D  Ex ex m   (7) 

The DEx are work-related exergy ratios and given as: 

 D 0 genEx T S   (8) 

The WEx  are work-related exergy ratios and are given: 

 WEx W   (9) 

,QEx  are the exergy rates related to heat transfer and are given: 

 01Q

T
Ex Q

T

 
  
 

  (10) 

What work comes out of the system: 

 out in outnetW Q Q    (11) 
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system thermal efficiency (η):  

  out

in

netW

Q
    (12) 

The exergy efficiency, φ, can be defined: 

 
useful output exergy exergy loss

1
input exergy  input exergy 

   
 
 

  (13) 

Results and discussion 

The temperature entropy T-s diagrams of the integrated cycles are shown in fig. 2 

(Brayton cycle), fig. 3 (ORC), fig. 4 (Rankine cycle), and fig. 5 (S-CO2 cycle). 

  

Figure 2. The T-s diagram ideal Brayton cycle Figure 3. The T-s diagram ORC system 

  

Figure 4. The T-s Rankine system Figure 5. The T-s diagram S-CO2 system 

In tab. 1, thermodynamic values of the combined power system created with differ-

ent thermodynamic cycles for the positions in fig. 1. 



Elbir, A.: Thermodynamic Analysis of Combined Power Cycle, Combining Heat from… 
3038 THERMAL SCIENCE: Year 2023, Vol. 27, No. 4B, pp. 3031-3041 

Table 1. Thermodynamic values for the combined system 

Location  T [K] ṡ [KJkg–1K–1] P [bar] h [kJkg–1] ex [kJkg–1] ṁ [kgs–1] Fluid 

1. 293.2 6.846 1 293.4 0 88 Air 

2. 813.1 7.028 21 837.5 490.6 88 Air 

3. 1493 7.733 21 1630 1076 88 Air 

4. 738.2 7.798 1 754.8 182.3 88 Air 

5. 498.1 7.383 1 501.4 50.44 88 Air 

6. 393.6 –0.9117 165 –15.85 252.5 107.2 CO2 

7. 544.1 –0.4597 165 192.2 328.1 107.2 CO2 

8. 474.2 –0.446 80 134.1 265.9 107.2 CO2 

9. 330.3 –0.9264 80 –54.28 218.4 107.2 CO2 

10. 309.2 0.07307 22.37 25.42 4.386 56.97 n-pentane 

11. 443.2 1.473 22.37 579.5 147.9 56.97 n-pentane 

12. 357.3 1.507 0.9835 470.8 29.22 56.97 n-pentane 

13. 308.2 0.07108 0.9835 21.31 0.8598 56.97 n-pentane 

14. 293.2 0.2965 1 84.01 0 245.1 Water 

15. 318.2 0.6386 1 188.5 4.2 245.1 Water 

16. 340.2 6.995 1 340.7 3.426 88 Air 

17. 327.5 0.7598 3.132 227.9 8.005 5.385 Water (x = 1) 

18. 468.2 7.27 3.132 2855 726.2 5.385 Water (x = 100) 

19. 327.5 7.421 0.1527 2409 236.1 5.385 Water (x = 0.92) 

20. 327.5 0.7596 0.1527 227.5 7.697 5.385 Water (x = 0) 

21. 293.2 0.2965 1 84.01 0 112.4 Water 

22. 318.2 0.6386 1 188.5 4.2 112.4 Water 

T[0]. 293.2 6.846 1 293.4   Air 

T[0]. 293.2 –0.01389 1 –5.125   CO2 

T[0]. 293.2 –0.04468 1 –13.49   n-pentane 

T[0]. 293.2 0.2972 1 84.22   Water 

 

The thermodynamic analysis of the combined power system created with different 

thermodynamic cycles is presented in tab. 2 [(+) entering the system (–) exiting the system]. 

As seen in tab. 2, 69719 kW of heat from a heat source from HX1 and compressor 

power of 47883 kW in the Brayton cycle, 4120 kW of compressor power in the S-CO2 cycle, 

243.3 kW of pump power in the n-pentane cycle and 1.914 kW pump in the Rankine cycle. 

The total energy input of the integrated system working with power is 121.967 kW. With the 

power obtained in the integrated system, a total power of 91819 kW was obtained with the 

turbine power of 76995 kW in the Brayton cycle, 6231 kW in the S-CO2 cycle, 6193 kW in 
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the ORC cycle, and 2400 kW in the turbine in the Rankine cycle. The overall exergy efficien-

cy of the system was found to be 75%. 

Table 2. Thermodynamic analysis of the combined power system 

 

As seen in tab. 2, in terms of exergy efficiency, the exergy of a heat source HX1 is 

7144 kW and the compressor exergy of 4714 kW in the Brayton cycle, the exergy of the 

462 kW compressor in the S-CO2 cycle, the exergy of the 33.34 kW pump power in the  

n-pentane cycle and 0 in the Rankine cycle. The total exergy input of the integrated system, 

which works with [kW] pump power, is 12.353 kW. With the power obtained in the integrat-

ed system established, the turbine in the Brayton cycle has 1665 kW exergy, the turbine 

430.6 kW exergy in the S-CO2 cycle, the turbine 569.6 kW exergy in the ORC cycle, and the 

turbine 238.7 kW exergy in the Rankine cycle, a total of 2.934 kW. Exergy output was ob-

tained. The overall exergy efficiency of the system was found to be 24%. 

Conclusions 

Sustainability and innovative technologies in the increasing energy demand have led 

us to seek new ways to meet the demands. In this study, new integrated systems are created by 

combining waste heat with different cycles with an innovative approach.  

When all the cycles are combined, the system energy efficiency is 75% and the to-

tal exergy efficiency is 24%. Brayton cycle system energy efficiency 65%, exergy efficien-

cy 14% when the system is evaluated alone. The S-CO2 cycle system is evaluated alone, the 

exergy efficiency is 23% and the exergy efficiency is 11%. The ORC system is evaluated 

alone, the exergy efficiency is 19% and the exergy efficiency is 22%. When Rankine system 

is evaluated alone, the exergy efficiency is 17% and the exergy efficiency is 88%. Turbine 

Component 
W [kW] 

ExD [kW] Sgen [kW] 
φ [%] 

 

Q heat 
δiz 

(+) in (–) out (+) in (–) out 

Compressor 1 (1-2) +47883 4714 16.08 0.9 – 0.75 

HX1 (2-3) – 7144 24.36 0.88 ± 69719  

Turbine 1 (3-4) –76995 1665 5.679 0.98 – 0.95 

HX2 (4-5)(6-7) – 3509 11.97 0.7 ± 22300  

Turbine 2 (7-8) –6231 430.6 6.917 0.94 – 0.90 

Compressor 2 (6-9) +4120 462 1.576 0.89 – 0.85 

HX3 (8-9)(10-11) – 2504 8.541 0.77 ± 31568  

Turbine 3 (11-12) -6193 569.6 1.943 0.92 – 0.90 

HX4 (12-13)(14-15) – 373.4 1.274 0.77 ± 25610  

Pump 1 (13-10) +243.3 33.34 0.1137 0.86 – 0.85 

HX5 (16-5)(17-18) – 270.2 0.9216 0.93 ± 14146  

Turbine 4 (18-19) –2400 238.7 0.8142 0.91 – 0.90 

HX6 (19-20)(21-22) – 757.9 2.585 0.38 ± 11748  

Pump 2 (15-16) +1.914 0.257 0.0008765 0.87 – 0.85 
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inlet temperatures tend to decrease, affecting the subcomponents of exergy destruction in 

the system. 

Integrated systems are progressing towards being more developable with innovative 

environmentally friendly fluids and suitable thermodynamic cycles. This study, it shows how 

valuable waste heat is and how it will be evaluated. 

Nomenclature 

Ex  – exergy 
ex – specific exergy  
h – enthalpy 
s – entropy 

Subscripts 

ref. – refrigerant 
0 – ambient temperature 

D – destruction 
ex – exit 
in – inlet 
Q – heat 

Greek symbol 

φ – exergy efficiency 

References 

[1] Guo, J., et al., Performance Study of a Supercritical CO2 Brayton Cycle Coupled with a Compressed 
CO2 Energy Storage System for Waste Heat Recovery of Ship Gas Turbines Under Variable Load Con-
ditions, Sustainable Energy & Fuels, 6 (2022), 24, pp. 5557-5578 

[2] Pan, Z., et al., Thermoeconomic Analysis of a Combined Natural Gas Cogeneration System with a Su-
percritical CO2 Brayton Cycle and an Organic Rankine Cycle, Journal of Energy Resources Technolo-
gy, 142 (2020), 10, 102108 

[3] Wang, S., et al., Exergoeconomic Analysis of a Novel Trigeneration System Containing Supercritical 
CO2 Brayton Cycle, Organic Rankine Cycle and Absorption Refrigeration Cycle for Gas Turbine Waste 
Heat Recovery, Energy Conversion and Management, 221 (2020), Oct., 113064 

[4] Cao, Y., et al., A Concept of a Supercritical CO2 Brayton and Organic Rankine Combined Cycle for So-
lar Energy Utilization With Typical Geothermal as Auxiliary Heat Source: Thermodynamic Analysis 
and Optimization, Energy Reports, 8 (2022), Nov., pp. 322-333 

[5] Song, J., et al., Combined Supercritical CO2 (SCO2) Cycle and Organic Rankine Cycle (ORC) System 
for Hybrid Solar and Geothermal Power Generation: Thermoeconomic Assessment of Various Configu-
rations, Renewable Energy, 174 (2021), Aug., pp. 1020-1035 

[6] Baglietto, G., et al., Techno-Economic Comparison of Supercritical CO2, Steam, and ORC Cycles for 
WHR Applications, Proceedings, Turbo Expo: Power for Land, Sea, and Air, Rotherdam, The Nether-
lands, Vol. 86083, 2022, p. V009T28A027 

[7] Jin, Q., et al., A Modified Recompression S-CO2 Brayton Cycle and Its Thermodynamic Optimization, 
Energy, 263 Part E (2023), Jan., 126015 

[8] Hou, S., et al., Performance Optimization of Combined Supercritical CO2 Recompression Cycle and Re-
generative Organic Rankine Cycle Using Zeotropic Mixture Fluid, Energy conversion and manage-
ment, 166 (2018), June, pp. 187-200 

[9] Xia, X., et al., Energy, Conventional and Advanced Exergy Analysis for the Organic Rankine Cycle-
Vapor Compression Refrigeration Combined System Driven by Low-Grade Waste Heat, Applied Ther-
mal Engineering, 220 (2023), Feb., 119650 

[10] Hai, T., et al., A Low-Temperature Driven Organic Rankine Cycle for Waste Heat Recovery from a Ge-
othermal Driven Kalina Cycle: 4E Analysis and Optimization Based on Artificial Intelli-
gence, Sustainable Energy Technologies and Assessments, 55 (2023), Feb., 102895 

[11] Qin, L., et al., Thermodynamic Analysis and Multi-Objective Optimization of a Waste Heat Recovery 
System with a Combined Supercritical/Transcritical CO2 Cycle, Energy, 265 (2023), Feb., 126332 

[12] Gao, W., et al., Performance of S-CO2 Brayton Cycle and Organic Rankine Cycle (ORC) Combined 
System Considering the Diurnal Distribution of Solar Radiation, Journal of Thermal Science, 28 (2019), 
3, pp. 463-471 

[13] AlZahrani, A. A., Dincer, I., Comparative Energy and Exergy Studies of Combined CO2 Brayton-
Organic Rankine Cycle Integrated with Solar Tower Plant, International Journal of Exergy, 26 (2018), 
1-2, pp. 21-40 



Elbir, A.: Thermodynamic Analysis of Combined Power Cycle, Combining Heat from… 
THERMAL SCIENCE: Year 2023, Vol. 27, No. 4B, pp. 3031-3041 3041 

[14] Sahin, M. E., Autoclave Device Exergy and Energy Analysis in Hospital Sterilization Units, Thermal 
Science, 26 (2022), 4A, pp. 2955-296 

[15] Khan, Y., Mishra, R. S., Performance Evaluation of Solar Based Combined Pre-Compression Supercriti-
cal CO2 Cycle and Organic Rankine Cycle, International journal of Green energy, 18 (2021), 2, pp. 172-
186 

[16] Ping, X., et al., Dynamic Response Assessment and Multi-Objective Optimization of Organic Rankine 
Cycle (ORC) Under Vehicle Driving Cycle Conditions, Energy, 263 (2023), Jan. Part A, 125551 

[17] Manente, G., Fortuna, F. M., Supercritical CO2 Power Cycles for Waste Heat Recovery: A Systematic 
Comparison Between Traditional and Novel Layouts with Dual Expansion, Energy Conversion and 
Management, 197 (2019), Oct, 111777 

[18] Zhang, R., et al., Thermodynamic Analysis and Parametric Optimization of a Novel S-CO2 Power Cycle 
for the Waste Heat Recovery of Internal Combustion Engines, Energy, 209 (2020), Oct., 118484 

[19] Ruiz-Casanova, E., et al., Thermodynamic Analysis and Optimization of Supercritical Carbon Dioxide 
Brayton Cycles for Use with Low-Grade Geothermal Heat Sources, Energy Conversion and Manage-
ment, 216 (2020), July, 112978 

[20] Liu, Y., et al., Supercritical CO2 Brayton Cycle: A State-of-the-Art Review, Energy, 189 (2019), Dec., 
115900 

[21] Papingiotis, T., et al., Thermodynamic Analysis and Optimization of Transcritical and Supercritical Or-
ganic Rankine and Brayton Cycles Coupled to Parabolic Trough Collectors, Proceedings, IOP Confer-
ence Series: Materials Science and Engineering , Athens, Greece, Vol. 1037, No. 1, (2021), p. 012044 

[22] Seyed Mahmoudi, S. M., et al., Integration of Supercritical CO2 Recompression Brayton Cycle with Or-
ganic Rankine/Flash and Kalina Cycles: Thermoeconomic Comparison, Sustainability, 14 (2022), 14, 
8769 

[23] Ozer, S., Dogan, B., Thermodynamic Analyzes in a Compression Ignition Engine Using Fuel Oil Diesel 
Fuel Blends, Thermal Science, 26 (2022), 4, pp. 3079-3088  

[24] Dogan, B., et al., Exergy, Exergoeconomic, and Exergoenviroeconomic Evaluations of the Use of Die-
sel/Fusel Oil Blends in Compression Ignition Engines, Sustainable Energy Technologies and Assess-
ments, 53 (2022), Oct. Part A, 102475 

[25] Шкляр, В. И., et al., Эксергетический анализ работы газотурбинной установки, (Gas Turbine Unit 
Exergy Analys – in Russian), Промышленная теплотехника, 32 (2010), 1, pp. 108-112 

[26] Cengel, Y. A., Boles M. B., Thermodynamics: An Engineering Approach, McGraw-Hill, New York, 
2011 

[27] Dincer, I., Rosen, M. A., Exergy: Energy, Environment and Sustainable Development, Elsevier Science, 
Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2012 

[28] Bejan, A., et al., Thermal Design and Optimization, Jonh Wiley and Sons, New York, USA, 1996 
[29] Klein, S. A., Engineering Equation Solver (EES) (2020), F-Chart Software, Version 10.835-3D 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Paper submitted: December 26, 2022 © 2023 Society of Thermal Engineers of Serbia.  
Paper revised: April 10, 2023 Published by the Vinča Institute of Nuclear Sciences, Belgrade, Serbia. 
Paper accepted: May 11, 2023 This is an open access article distributed under the CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 terms and conditions.  

http://www.vin.bg.ac.rs/index.php/en/

