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Abstract. The focus of this paper is on the energy performance and thermo-economic assessment of small scale 

(50 kWth) heating plants to match a greenhouse (468 m
2
) energy demand. The annual energy demand of an air 

inflated-double layer polyethylene film greenhouse located in Apulia region (South of Italy) is considered. Two 

different system configurations are designed to produce hot-water by using low enthalpy geothermal source and 

a natural gas engine. The systems analyzed are: i) a grid-connected and electricity-driven ground source heat 

pump, ii) a gas engine-driven ground source heat pump feed by natural gas. The heat pump Model NRW 127 HA 

(brand AERMEC), which uses R407c as a refrigerant fluid circulating inside its circuit, is the unit used in the i) 

system. Instead, the Model AWGP450E1 16HP manufactured by Aisin (TOYOTA) is the gas heat pump unit 

used in the ii). According to the technical data provided by the manufacturers, the GSHP and GSGHP output is 

48 kW thermal power and the input is 36 kW. The GSHP and the GSGHP are equipped with ten geothermal 

closed-loop vertical boreholes 100 m deep and modelled assuming data from existing commercial plants. The 

global thermal resistance values of the covering material of the greenhouse were 0.13 m
2
· ºC·W

-1
. The 

investment profitability is assessed in light of the Italian regulations. The coefficient of performance (COP) of 

the heat pumps is 4 for configuration i), while the gas utilization efficiency of the ii) systems is 1.6 and the 

heating consumption of methane is 2.2 kg·h
-1

. The heating system increased the greenhouse air temperatures by 

10 ºC respect to the external air temperatures and climate conditions. Average hot water outlet temperatures 

between 35 ºC and 45 ºC are obtained over the considered range of the external operating parameters and this 

met the temperature demand of the greenhouse. 

Keywords: renewable energy sources, gas heat pump, greenhouse heating systems. 

Introduction 

Nowadays, the main issues in agriculture are represented by the high cost of production, the safety 

of the operators [1; 2], the considerable use of pesticides [3; 4] and the consumption of primary energy 

necessary both for tractors and operating machines [5; 6], food processing [7-9] and conditioning.For 

these reasons, specialized operators are required in agriculture [10] able to combine the increase in 

quality standards required by the market [11-13] with the increasing challenges of the international 

regulationsmaintaining, at the same time, low production and energy costs.Furthermore, energy 

consumption is one of the main cost factors in commercial greenhouses, since high amounts of energy 

are used for greenhouse climate control to obtain good yields and high quality [14]. 

Greenhouses are one of the most modern expressions of recent agriculture and it is expected for 

them to increase numerically in the future, especially in those areas with hostile climatic conditions. 

However, the investment required for implementing a greenhouse environmental control system can 

be quite high and the energy costs for heating a greenhouse can reach 70 % of production costs. The 

changes exerted by agriculture on ecosystems are represented by the consumption of renewable and 

non-renewable natural resources.  

Geothermal systems are a promising option to match the greenhouse energy demand [15; 16]. The 

geothermal system application is growing rapidly, because it consumes less conventional energy for 

operation, which, in turn, results in fewer CO2 emissions [17; 18]. About 71 % of renewable energy 

can be provided by ground-source heat pumps [19].Another interesting technology is represented by 

biogas heating and cogeneration plants [20; 21].  

The paper analyses the whole conversion process from electric energy and gas supply to heating, 

reporting energy balances and costs analysis. Two different system configurations are designed to 

produce hot-water by using low enthalpy geothermal source and a natural gas engine. i) a grid-

connected and electricity-driven ground source heat pump (GSHP), ii) a gas engine-driven ground 

source heat pump (GSGHP) fed by natural gas. 
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Materials and methods 

The focus of this paper is on the energy performance and thermo-economic assessment of small 

scale (50 kWth) heating plants to match a greenhouse energy demand covered by polyethylene material 

with a thickness of 0.15 mm and the total surface of 468 m
2
. The research was carried out at the 

experimental centre “P. Martucci” of the University of Bari in Valenzano (Bari), Italy (41.025800 N, 

16.907563 W, 140 m a.s.l.), where after an accurate evaluation, having esteemed the advantage and 

the disadvantage, the energy-producing capacity, the environmental impact, the economy, the 

installation and the maintenance of the most common renewable energy source, it opted for a “Closed-

loop groundsource heat pumps (GSHP)”. The reason for this choice sprang from the low depth of 

aquifer in Valenzano, measured around 120 m, and also from the warm water temperature, around 

13 ºC. The main benefit of the heat pumps is the coefficient of performance (COP), thanks to this 

property, for example, the heat pump can transform 1kWh of electric energy in 4 kWh of heating 

energy, it mainly depends on the aquifer water temperature and the ambient temperature demand, 

other important factors are the heat pump characteristics, the real thermodynamic cycle and the heat 

pump system design and installation. Moreover, the same heat pumps can work both in cold and hot 

periods to produce warm water for the cold period or cold water for the hot period, that is the simple 

invert of the cycle heat pump. Instead, the main disadvantages are the initial high cost and the 

authority’s trouble to obtain the authorization to use the aquifer water for heating. 

A real fast germination chamber greenhouse was considered. The principle was based on atomize 

greenhouse split in four zones. Each zone has a different air and floor temperature, nutrient solution 

composition, light and carbon dioxide fertilization requirements. Also, the plant permanence time in 

each step is different according to the biological cycle. Normally in the greenhouse management, it 

must assure that each zone has the same air conditions thanks to use of high environmental control 

systems, and the total production time is the growth times sum for each step plus the handler times 

between two steps. All heating, hydroponic irrigation and control systems were located underground 

to optimize the greenhouse space occupation (Fig. 1). 

 
Fig. 1. Greenhouse: 1 – plant complex; 2 – floor heating system 

The annual energy demand of an air inflated-double layer polyethylene film greenhouse located in 

Apulia region (South of Italy) is considered.The climatic data for the year 2018 were taken to carry out 

the analysis of the thermal levels, temperatures, powers and hours of heating of the greenhouse. The 

environmental data were stored by two data loggers, CR1000 and CR10X, Campbell, Logan, USA, 

and numerous sensors for climaticparameter acquisition. In general, all calculations were made with 

an accuracy of two and three significant digits. 

Considering the steady-state and monthly average conditions, the greenhouse heat power loss was 

assessed with the equation [22]: 

 )-T(Tfff
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where Q1 – greenhouse heat power loss, W; 

 A – greenhousecover film surface, m
2
; 

 R – thermal resistance of the greenhouse, m
2
· ºC·W

-1
; 

 fw – wind factor; 

 fc – construction type factor; 

 fs – system factor; 

 Ti_av – monthlyfixed internal air temperature of the greenhouse, ºC; 

 Ta_av – nocturnal monthly average external air temperature, ºC. 

Considering 1.0, 0.9 and 1.0 for fw, fc and fs factors, respectively; 468 m
2 
for A and 0.13 m

2
· ºC·W

-1
 

for the global thermal resistance values [23] of the covering material of the greenhouse.  

The monthly average heating greenhouse energy demand can be described by [24]: 

 
ntQE ∆= 11
, (2) 

where E1 – monthly average heating greenhouse energy demand, J; 

 Δtn – monthly average time range of heating, s. 

Furthermore, the heating system should be properly sized to meet the needs of the greenhouse 

under average extreme weather conditions. Two different system configurations are designed to 

produce hot-water by using low enthalpy geothermal source and a natural gas engine. i) a grid-

connected and electricity-driven ground source heat pump (GSHP), ii) a gas engine-driven ground 

source heat pump (GSGHP) fed by natural gas. The heat pump Model NRW 127 HA (brand 

AERMEC), which uses R407c as a refrigerant fluid circulating inside its circuit, is the unit used in the 

i) system. Instead, the Model AWGP450E1 16HP manufactured by Aisin (TOYOTA) is the gas heat 

pump unit used in the ii) systems. Both the GSHP and GSGHP COPs are given by the formula: 

 

21

1

QQ

Q
COP

−
= , (3) 

where Q1 – heat power supplied by the GSHP or the GSGHP, W; 

 Q2 – heat power extracted from the ground, W. 

The heat power supplied by the GSHP or the GSGHP is equal to the greenhouse heat power loss. 

For i) system Q1 is given by the formula: 

 LCOPQ ⋅=1
 (4) 

where L – electrical energy consumed by the GSHP, W.For ii) system Q1 is given by the 

following set of formulas [25]: 

 COPGUE ⋅+= 32.064.0 , (5) 

 
burnerQGUEQ _11 ⋅= , (6) 

 
4441 CHCHCH_burner LHVq = δQ ⋅⋅ , (7) 

where GUE – gas utilization efficiency of the GSGHP; 

 Q1_burner – equivalent thermal power supplied by the natural gas burner, W; 

 δCH4 – natural gas density at standard condition, kg·m
-3

; 

 qCH4 – overall natural gas production rate, m
3
·s

-1
; 

 LHVCH4 – lower heating value of the natural gas, J·kg
-1

. 

According to the technical data provided by the manufacturers, the GSHP and GSGHP output is 

48 kW thermal power and the input is 36 kW. The GSHP and the GSGHP are equipped with ten 

geothermal closed-loop verticalborehole-probe heat exchanger100 m deep and it is modelled assuming 

data from existing commercial plants. The LHVCH4 was equal to 52.2 MJ·kg
-1

, while δCH4 was assumed 

equal to 0.77 kg·m
-3

. The investment profitability is assessed in light of the Italian regulations, which 

include feed-in-tariffs for electricity and thermal energy. For the electricity grid network, the cost was 

assumed equal to 0.22 EUR·kWh
-1

, while for natural gas the cost was assumedequal to 0.96 EUR·kg
-1

, 

these are the costs currently reported in [26]. 
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Results and discussion 

The coefficient of performance (COP) of the heat pumps is 4 for configuration i) while the gas 

utilization efficiency (GUE) of the ii) systems is 1.6 and the heating consumption of methane is 

2.2 kgh
-1

. The yearly Ti,av air temperature inside the greenhouse is fixed around 22 ºC, while the 

monthly average nocturnal temperatureswere reported in Table 1 and Fig.2-a. The figures were 

calculated with an accuracy of three significant digits. The average temperature values have been 

reported in Table 1. The averages were calculated from 960 data for each month, one every 15 minutes 

during the night, and the corresponding standard deviations were also reported in Table 1. 

Table 1 

Monthly average nocturnal temperatures 

Month 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 

Ta_AV, ºC 7.5 7.5 9.7 12.5 18.5 21.8 26.3 24.9 21.3 16.4 11.9 8.6 

Ta_σ, ºC 0.97 0.95 1.16 0.67 1.29 1.45 0.61 1.2 1.1 0.75 1.39 0.69 

The greenhouse heat power loss and the heating hour are shown in Fig. 2-b. During summer the 

heating is not required and, on the contrary, for the Mediterranean latitudes, thermal cooling power is 

necessary. Most hours of heating are therefore concentrated in the four winter months from November 

to February. The consumption of electricity and natural gas is maximum in January and February and 

reaches the threshold of 4.5 GWh·month
-1

 for electricity and 2000 kg·month
-1

 for natural gas 

respectively. It must also be considered that the supply of methane is much easier to implement, while 

it is more difficult in terms of the way it is to obtain a supply of 50 kW of electric power (Fig. 2-c). 

For each month the cost of electricity for the GSHP is about 30 % greater than the cost of natural gas 

needed to achieve the same greenhouse heating effect given by GSGHP. Furthermore, the cost, if only 

electricity is needed for the operation of the GSHP, without considering the other management costs, 

reaches the threshold of 1000 EUR·month
-1

 during the coldest winter months, while the consumption 

of methane is about 780 EUR·month
-1

, from a reduction of 870 EUR·year
-1

 (Fig. 2-d). 

 

Fig. 2. Greenhouse: a – monthly average nocturnal temperaturesb) heat systems power and heating;  

c – GSHP electric energy demand and GSGHP natural gas demand; d – cost of electric energy and 

natural gas for heating 

The heating system increased the greenhouse average air temperatures between 6 ºC and 15 ºC 

respect to the external air temperatures and climate conditions. Average hot water outlet temperatures 

between 40 ºC and 50 ºC are obtained over the considered range of the external operating parameters 

and this met the temperature demand of the greenhouse. 

c) 

b) a) 

d) 
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Conclusions 

1. The experimental results showedthat both GSHP and GSGHP integration systems areeffective, 

efficient, ecological and sustainable for supply of the heating energy demand of the greenhouse. 

2. The use of the GSGHP system allowed a cost saving of 30 % month
-1

in comparison with the 

GSHP system and bothensure an increase of the internal greenhouse air temperature of 6-15 ºC 

respect to the outside air temperature. 

3. GSGHP and GSHP systems arevery sustainable in the Mediterranean area, while for the regions 

of northern Europe they are suitable only if coupled with other traditional heating systems that 

raise the enthalpy of the water coming out from the heat pump. It must be considered that by 

raising the water temperature coming out to the heat pumpthe COP decreases [27-31]. 

4. Both experimental systems allow also to lowerthe emissions of CO2 in comparison with other 

traditional systems. Future developments of the research will evaluate the life cycle assessment of 

the two solutions to investigate the overall sustainability.  

References 

[1] Santoro F., Anifantis A.S., Ruggiero G., Zavadskiy V., Pascuzzi S. Lightning Protection Systems 

Suitable for Stables: A Case Study. Agriculture (Switzerland), vol. 9(4), 2019, 72, pp. 1-7. DOI: 

10.3390/agriculture9040072 

[2] Leszczyński B., Żukiewicz-Sobczak W., Sobczak P., Santoro F. Bioaerosol and smog as 

determinants of human population health. Health Problems of Civilization, vol. 13(3), 2019, pp. 

233-237. DOI: 10.5114/hpc.2019.86117  

[3] Kozak-Kalita M., Sobczak P., Zawiślak K., Mazur J., Panasiewicz M., Żukiewicz-Sobczak W. 

Influence of uv-c radiation on the microbiological purity in selected species of herbs. Health 

Problems of Civilization, vol. 12(4), 2018,pp. 285-290. DOI: 10.5114/hpc.2018.77838  

[4] Baldoin C., Balsari P., Cerruto E., Pascuzzi S., Raffaelli M. Improvement in pesticide application 

on greenhouse crops: Results of a survey about greenhouse structures in Italy. ActaHorticulturae, 

vol. 801(PART 1), 2008, pp. 609-614. 

[5] Bulgakov V., Pascuzzi S., Santoro F., Anifantis A.S. Mathematical Model of the Plane-Parallel 

Movement of the Self-Propelled Root-Harvesting Machine. Sustainability, vol. 10(10), 2018, 378, 

pp. 1-11. DOI: 10.3390/su10103614 

[6] Bulgakov V., Pascuzzi S., Adamchuk V., Ivanovs S., Pylypaka S. A theoretical study of the limit 

path of the movement of a layer of soil along the plough mouldboard. Soil & Tillage Research, 

vol. 195, 2019, 104406, pp.1-11. 

[7] Przywara A., Kachel M., Koszel M., Leszczyński N., Kraszkiewicz A., Anifantis A. S. The 

influence of digestate on the static strength of spring rapeseeds (Brassica napus var. arvensis). 

Sustainability, vol. 11(7), 2019, 2133, pp. 1-10. 

[8] Sobczak P., Mazur J., Zawiślak K., Panasiewicz M., Żukiewicz-Sobczak W., Królczyk J., 

Lechowski J. Evaluation of Dust Concentration During Grinding Grain in Sustainable 

Agriculture. Sustainability, vol. 11(17), 2019, 4572, pp. 1-11. DOI: 10.3390/su11174572 

[9] Nadulski R. Masłowski A.; Mazurek A.; Sobczak P.; Szmigielski M.; Żukiewicz-Sobczak W.; 

Niedziółka I.; Mazur J. Vitamin C and lutein content of northern highbush blueberry 

(Vacciniumcorymbosum L.) juice processed using freezing and thawing. Journal of Food 

Measurement and Characterization,vol. 13(4), 2019, pp. 2521-2528, DOI: 10.1007/s11694-019-

00172-x  

[10] Anifantis A.S., Camposeo S., Vivaldi G.A., Santoro F., Pascuzzi S. Comparison of UAV 

photogrammetry and 3D modeling techniques with other currently used methods for estimation of 

the tree row volume of a super-high-density olive orchard. Agriculture (Switzerland), vol. 9(11), 

2019, 233, pp. 1-14. 

[11] KachelM., MatwijczukA., SujakA., CzernelG., NiemczynowiczA., NowickaA. The Influence of 

Copper and Silver Nanocolloids on the Quality of Pressed Spring Rapeseed Oil. Agronomy, vol. 

9(10), 2019, pp. 643. 

[12] Kachel-JakubowskaM., StrubińskaJ., MatwijczukA., GagośM. Microscopic and Spectroscopic 

Analyses of Selected Agricultural Formulations Containing Various nanostructures. Pol. J. 

Environ. Stud., vol. 26(4), 2017, pp. 1565–1573. 



ENGINEERING FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT Jelgava, 20.-22.05.2020. 

 

68 

[13] Zdybel B., Sagan A., Przywara A. Skład chemiczny I właściwościf izycznenasions załwiih 

iszpańskiej (Salvia hispanica L.) Selected chemical and physical properties of Spanish sage seeds 

(Salvia hispanica L.). PrzemysłChemiczny, vol. 96(2), 2017, pp. 367-369. 

[14] Korner O., Bakker M.J. and Heuvelink E. Daily Temperature Integration: a Simulation Study to 

quantify Energy Consumption. Biosystem Engineering, vol. 87 (3), 2004, pp. 67–77.  

[15] Anifantis A.S., Pascuzzi S., ScarasciaMugnozza G. Geothermal source heat pump performance 

for a greenhouse heating system: An experimental study. Journal of Agricultural Engineering, vol. 

47(3), 2016, pp.164-170. 

[16] Adaro J. A., Galimberti P. D., Lema A. I., Fasulo A., Barral J. R. Geothermal contribution to 

greenhouse heating. Applied Energy, vol. 64, 1999, vol. 241-249. 

[17] AnisAkrouch G., Sánchez M., Briaud J. Thermal performance and economic study of an energy 

piles system under cooling dominated conditions. Renewable Energy, vol. 147, 2020, pp. 2736-

2747. DOI:10.1016/j.renene.2018.11.101 

[18] Roselli C., Diglio G., Sasso M., Tariello F. A novel energy index to assess the impact of a solar 

PV-based ground source heat pump on the power grid. Renewable Energy, vol. 143, 2019, pp. 

488-500.DOI:10.1016/j.renene.2019.05.023 

[19] Song J., Oh S.-D., Song S. J. Effect of increased building-integrated renewable energy on building 

energy portfolio and energy flows in an urban district of korea. Energy, vol. 189, 2019, 116132, 

pp. 1-13. DOI:10.1016/j.energy.2019.116132 

[20] Kraszkieicz A., Kachel M., Parfiniuk S., Zając G., Niedziółka I., Sprawka M. Assessment of the 

possibility of using hemp biomass (Cannabis sativa L.) for energy purposes: a case study. Appl. 

Sci.-Basel,vol. 9(20), 2019, 4437, pp. 1-13. DOI: 10.3390/app9204437 

[21] Kraszkiewicz A., Stryjecka M., Nowosad N., Kocira S. 

Obciążenieśrodowiskaproduktamispalaniapeletów z biomasyroślinnej w 

kotlegórnegospalania.Rocz. Ochr. Śr., vol. 20,2018, pp. 1269-1285. 

[22] Ozgener O., Hepbasli A. Performance analysis of a solar ground-source heat pump system for 

greenhouse heating: an experimental study. Build. and Env., vol. 40, 2005, pp. 1040–1050. 

[23] Anon. Greenhouse heating requirements, http://www.cps.gov.on.ca; 2003. 

[24] Esen M., Yuksel T. Experimental evaluation of using various renewable energy sources for 

heating a greenhouse. Energy and Buildings, vol. 65, 2013, pp. 340–351. 

DOI:10.1016/j.enbuild.2013.06.018 

[25] Anifantis, A. S., Colantoni, A., Pascuzzi, S., Santoro, F. Photovoltaic and hydrogen plant 

integrated with a gas heat pump for greenhouse heating: A mathematical study. Sustainability 

(Switzerland), vol. 10(2) 2018, pp. 1-12. doi:10.3390/su10020378 

[26] https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Natural_gas_price_statistics, D., 2019. 

[27] Russo G., Anifantis A.S., Verdiani G., Mugnozza G.S. Environmental analysis of geothermal heat 

pump and LPG greenhouse heating systems. Biosystems Engineering, vol. 127, 2014, pp. 11-23. 

DOI:10.1016/j.biosystemseng.2014.08.002 

[28] Anifantis A.S., Colantoni A., Pascuzzi S. Thermal energy assessment of a small scale 

photovoltaic, hydrogen and geothermal stand-alone system for greenhouse heating. Renewable 

Energy, vol. 103, 2017, pp. 115-127. DOI:10.1016/j.renene.2016.11.031 

[29] Russo G., Verdiani G., Anifantis A.S. Re-Use of agricultural biomass for nurseries using 

proximity composting. Contemporary Engineering Sciences, vol. 9, 2016, pp. 1151-1182. 

DOI:10.12988/ces.2016.68135 

[30] Anifantis A.S. Performance assessment of photovoltaic, ground source heat pump and hydrogen 

heat generator in a stand-alone systems for greenhouse heating. Chemical Engineering 

Transactions, vol. 58, 2017, pp. 511-516. DOI:10.3303/CET1758086 

[31] Anifantis A., Canzio G., Cristiano G., De Lucia B., Russo G., Vecchietti L., Immirzi B., 

Malinconico M., Santagata G. Influence of the use of drip irrigation systems and different 

mulching materials on ornamental sunflowers in greenhouse cultivation. ActaHorticulturae, vol. 

952, 2012, pp. 385-392. DOI:10.17660/ActaHortic.2012.952.48 

 


