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Abstract: There have been consequences regarding the increment of the greenhouse effect, such
as the rise in the planet’s global temperature, and climate change. Refrigerants have an important
contribution to the aforementioned environmental impact. In particular, hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs)
contribute to the destruction of the ozone layer and the increase of the greenhouse effect. Protocols,
international agreements, and legislation were developed to slow down the emission of greenhouse
gases. Prohibition and definition of deadlines for the gradual elimination of various refrigerants
have been proposed to replace them with others that are environmentally sustainable. Soon, the
refrigeration sector will have to replace some refrigerants with others that are alternative and/or
sustainable with minimal or zero environmental impact. A computational tool to support decision-
making regarding the selection of alternative and/or sustainable refrigerant to replace the old one
is developed to be used by refrigeration companies, manufacturers, and installers. A suggestion of
refrigerants with reduced environmental impact is provided, ensuring similar thermal performance
and energy efficiency, considering the safety level and renovation cost of the installation and refriger-
ant itself. This decision support system (DSS) uses an objective function that includes the technical
specifications and properties of alternative and sustainable refrigerants. The computational tool is
applied in the agri-food sector in three case studies. The results show not only the consistency of
the computational tool, but also its flexibility, objectivity, and simplicity. Its use allows companies to
choose refrigerants with reduced environmental impact, reduced or zero ozone depletion potential
and global warming impact, thus contributing to environmental sustainability.

Keywords: computational tool; HFCs; objective function; environmental impact; alternative refrigerants;
sustainable refrigerants; sustainability

1. Introduction

Refrigerants are substances or mixtures of substances, which are used in refrigeration
systems and air conditioners as mediator fluids, responsible for performing heat transfers,
undergoing a reversible phase transition, i.e., from the liquid state to the gaseous state and
vice-versa [1]. The heating and cooling equipment involved uses electricity as a source of
energy, which is still dependent on fossil fuels, subsequently causing many environmental
problems on a global scale. This heavy reliance on conventional energy for the functioning
of cooling equipment contributes to the increase in the prices of these energy sources [2].

Refrigeration plays a key role in sustainable development as it has many applications
in different areas of daily life. The most commonly used refrigerators and air conditioning
systems employ the traditional vapor compression re-chilling system (VCRS). However,
the energy consumption of this type of equipment is very high and its working substances
(refrigerants) create environmental problems that need to be solved urgently [3].

VCRS systems are responsible for about 30% of the total energy consumption world-
wide and this amount can increase when system malfunctions occur, such as refrigerant
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leaks, however, due to their high coefficient of performance (COP), the use of VCRS will
continue to expand worldwide (especially in developing countries) [4].

Chlorofluorocarbon (CFC), hydrochlorofluorocarbon (HCFC) and hydrofluorocarbon
(HFC) fluids are chemically synthetic substances, generally used as working fluids due
to their excellent thermodynamic and chemical properties. Despite the aforementioned
advantages, CFCs and HCFCs contain chlorine which reacts with ozone and gradually
destroys the atmospheric ozone layer [4].

In 1974, scientists Rowland and Molina published a paper describing the decline in the
thickness of the ozone layer, particularly over the continent of Antarctica. Following the
presentation of this study, the ‘Vienna Convention for the Protection of the Ozone Layer’
was organized to take strong measures for the protection of the ozone layer and served as
the basis for the ‘Montreal Protocol’ [5].

The Portuguese agri-food industry is essentially composed of micro, small and
medium enterprises [6]. This sector is highly fragmented due to the great variety of
products and production processes, but, given its heterogeneity, it is a sector with huge
potential to increase its energy efficiency due to delays in the implementation of energy effi-
ciency measures and renewable energy sources, misuse and waste of energy caused by the
great diversity of processes [7]. The environmental issues of global warming are currently
forcing supermarket owners to adopt alternative technologies that offer a lower cooling
load, with consequent reduction of energy consumption and a lower environmental impact.
In order to respond efficiently to the problem, natural refrigerants have been receiving
increased attention for their use in supermarket refrigeration systems, especially the use
of R744, carbon dioxide, in the low-temperature circuit of cascade systems which have
become a commercial alternative [8]. Increasing energy demand as well as rising prices
have sounded the alarm for the scientific community as well as policymakers to look for
other cheaper and available energy sources so that conventional energy use can be checked.
The demand for refrigeration and air conditioning using conventional energy can now be
reduced to some extent by using solar energy, biogas, biomass, and geothermal energy [2].
Optimization of any thermodynamic process could be a better option from the point of
view of energy conservation. There are many parameters that can affect the performance
of cooling equipment and a complete study based on the second law of thermodynamics
corresponds to the standard methodology to optimize the design of systems for better
performance. However, cooling equipment powered by renewable energy also needs to
be evaluated in economic terms in order to understand the feasibility and viability of
these systems, since this methodology gives more flexibility in realizing a more efficient
system [2].

1.1. The Problem under Study and Its Relevance

The use of refrigerants such as CFCs, HCFCs and HFCs has significant detrimental
environmental impacts, such as stratospheric ozone depletion and global warming as they
contribute about 70% of the man-made ozone depletion potential (ODP) chemicals in the
atmosphere [9]. Due to ODP and global warming potential (GWP), several refrigerants
have already been banned or deadlines set for their elimination, namely the CFCs that
were banned in the Montreal Protocol (1987) [1]. Frozen ready-to-eat products that can
be easily prepared and consumed are the big bet of the moment and, in addition, the
increase in global temperature has consequently fired the air conditioning market, as
refrigerants are better known [10]. Given this growing adherence to refrigeration systems,
conventions have been held and protocols signed with the aim of phasing out refrigerants
with negative environmental impact. The authorization and provisional solution (until
2040) to use HFCs, which are alternatives to CFCs, was given under the Kyoto Protocol. As
the deadline approaches, the search for environmentally friendly alternative refrigerants
has become a challenge for researchers working in this area. Natural refrigerants are one of
the most desirable alternatives as they have inherently zero ozone depletion (ODP) as well
as negligible contribution to global warming increase (GWP) [11]. In the current scenario,
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all refrigeration systems should also be analyzed, giving importance to economic and
environmental issues in addition to thermodynamic aspects. To protect the environment
from further degradation, the refrigerants used in any system should have zero ODP and
very low GWP seeking to achieve sustainability in the processes [12].

In the context of agro-related industries, from agriculture to retail, and due to the
evolution of computational resources, there has been the development of decision sup-
port systems (DSS) based on mathematics, statistics and artificial intelligence, to support
energy efficiency, production optimization, environmental impact and sustainable man-
agement [13]. Some DSS have been developed for irrigation decision-making and water
management [14–21], crop yield estimation [22], fruit diseases [23], energy consumption
and performance of agri-food facilities [24–27], food logistics and distribution [28,29],
commercialization time of perishable food products [30] and their pricing [31,32].

The main objective of this study lies in the development of a computational tool to sup-
port decision-making in the selection of refrigerants with reduced environmental impact,
ensuring similar thermal performance and energy efficiency, considering the cost of the
refrigerant and upgrading the refrigeration system. This tool must have capabilities such as
ease of access, as well as the ability to understand, analyze, and interpret the results. After
surveying the most diverse characteristics associated with alternative sustainable refriger-
ants, the model was applied in companies, giving them the best possible solution for their
specific case in terms of the replacement of their refrigerant. With the increased demand
for efficient, economical, and safe cooling systems for the rapidly growing chilled/frozen
food industry, optimizing low temperature refrigeration systems using environmentally
friendly refrigerants has now become one of the most important goals to achieve [33].

1.2. Evolution of the Refrigerants

Halogenated refrigerants used in cooling systems currently pose a threat to the en-
vironment when vented into the atmosphere because of their ODP and GWP [3]. The
first large scale environmental impact caused by the activity of the refrigeration-based
industries was ozone depletion. Chlorine-based refrigerants are stable enough to reach
the stratosphere, where chlorine atoms act as a catalyst to destroy the stratospheric ozone
layer, which protects the Earth’s surface from ultraviolet (UV) radiation, altering the dy-
namic balance of ozone formation and consumption and causing its depletion [34]. Table 1
shows, in chronological order, the measures taken in light of the events held to date and
demonstrates the set of restrictions imposed on the use of various refrigerants [35].

Table 1. Historical evolution of refrigerants taking into account their environmental impact.

Year Event Measure

1985 Vienna Convention Recognition of the various consequences of CFC use and
demonstration of great concern by major companies

1987 Montreal Protocol

Regulation of the production and consumption of
“ozone-depleting substances”, focusing particularly on CFC gases,
which have a high ozone-depleting potential and, in addition, a
high global warming potential

1990 London Amendment Phase-out definition of all CFC, halon and carbon tetrachloride
based refrigerant gases in developed and developing countries.

1992 UNFCC
Inclusion of HCFCs in the list of “ozone-depleting gases” in a
phase-out process, in this case only for developed countries,
using commonly used refrigerants such as R22 and R123
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Table 1. Cont.

Year Event Measure

1997 Kyoto Protocol
The HCFC phase-out is extended to all countries and the methyl
bromide phase-out is scheduled for 2005 and 2015, in developed
and developing countries respectively

1999 Beijing Amendment Tighter controls on HCFC production and marketing

2015 Paris Agreement

Proposed an early freeze date to reduce the damage caused by
refrigerants but this was not accepted by all countries
Formulation of a long-term low greenhouse gas emission
development strategy (“Long-term Strategy”)

2016 Kigali Amendment to the Montreal Protocol Phase-down definition of hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) due to their
high GWP value

Halogenated refrigerants, such as CFCs, HCFCs, and HFCs, are chemical compounds
obtained from methane and ethane hydrocarbons by replacing hydrogen atoms with
chlorine and fluorine atoms. If the hydrogen atoms are replaced by a halocarbon, it is fully
halogenated. When halogenated refrigerants are leaked from equipment during operation
or by accident, they contribute to the depletion of the ozone layer and to global warming [4].

Although leakage is usually in small quantities, it is a major source of greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions due to the high GWP of these refrigerants. Moreover, refrigerant released
from equipment leads to insufficient system charge and negatively affects the performance
of the equipment, resulting in high energy consumption. On the other hand, HFCs contain
no chlorine or bromine, but are greenhouse gases that affect the overall temperature of the
earth’s surface. In short, all these refrigerants contribute significantly to environmental
impact and climate change. To effectively meet global environmental issues, all these
refrigerants need to be replaced by others with reduced ODP and GWP [1]. In addition,
the performance of heat exchangers must be improved to increase efficiency and therefore
reduce the indirect emissions of GHG, associated with the energy consumption of the
refrigeration systems. One of the alternatives is to replace these halogenated refrigerants
with natural refrigerants, such as hydrocarbons (HCs) [1].

1.3. Substitution Strategies

As a result of the Montreal Protocol, CFC production was completely eliminated in
developed countries in 1996 and in 2010 in developing countries, consequently, CFCs have
been replaced by less harmful HCFC refrigerants. HCFCs are expected to be completely
eliminated by the end of 2030 in developed countries and by 2040 in developing coun-
tries [3]. Developed countries then started using HFCs, which have no impact on the
ozone layer but still have high GWP. Proposals to decrease HFCs are also being discussed
under the Montreal Protocol [1]. Countries have generally been aggressive and effective
in implementing protocols and their subsequent amendments to slow and reverse the
consequences of the presence of refrigerants with high ODP, specifically those containing
chlorine and bromine, in the stratosphere [36].

To achieve the desired effect, protocols have been issued over the years, namely in
2006, 2009, and 2014, in which, although the articles have changed slightly, the scope is the
same. They all have, without exception, the objective of phasing out refrigerants with a
harmful effect on the ozone layer. Regulation 842/2006 of the European Parliament and of
the Council of 17 May 2006 was issued with the aim of “containing, preventing and thereby
reducing emissions of the fluorinated greenhouse gases covered by the Kyoto Protocol. It
applies to the constant fluorinated greenhouse gases . . . ” [37].

Regulation No. 1005/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of
16 September 2009 was issued mainly for substances that deplete the ozone layer, the
scope of which is related to establishing “rules concerning production, import, export,
market placement, recovery, recycling, reclamation and destruction of substances that
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deplete the ozone layer, the communication of information about these substances and the
import, export, placing on the market and use of products and equipment containing or
relying on these substances” [38].

Regulation No. 517/2014 of the current European Parliament and of the Council of
16 April and 2014 was issued in order to further protect the environment by reducing
emissions of fluorinated greenhouse gases [39]. To this end:

• It establishes rules on the containment, use, recovery, and destruction of fluorinated
greenhouse gases and on related ancillary measures;

• It imposes conditions on the placing on the market of specific products and equipment
containing, or whose functioning relies upon, fluorinated greenhouse gases;

• It imposes conditions on the specific uses of fluorinated greenhouse gases;
• It establishes quantitative limits on the placing on the market of hydrofluorocarbons.

Regarding the evolution of greenhouse gas emissions in Portugal, and according to
the most recent update of the National Inventory of Emissions 2021 (for the year 2019),
GHG emissions, without accounting for emissions from land use change and forests
(LULUCF), are estimated at about 63.6 Mt CO2e, representing an increase of about 8.1%
compared to 1990 and a decrease of 5.4% compared to 2018. Considering the LULUCF
sector, total emissions in 2019 are estimated at 55.8 MtCO2e, corresponding to a decrease
of 7.2% compared to 1990 and a decrease of 7.9% to 2018 [40]. After the rapid growth
experienced during the 1990s, national emissions slowed down in the early 2000s, with a
subsequent decrease in national emissions, particularly after 2005. These trends largely
reflect the evolution of the Portuguese economy, which was characterized by strong growth
associated with increased energy demand and mobility in the 1990s, followed by a situation
of stagnation and recession, especially in the period 2009–2013. In the following years, there
was a reversal of that trend. In 2019, GDP recorded a positive variation of 2.2%, slowing
down compared to the previous year in which it grew by 2.8%, but maintaining a growth
that has been verified since 2014. Total emissions in 2019 decreased by 5.4% compared to
2018, with this reduction being mostly associated with the “energy industries” sector, which
registered a sharp drop of 27.2% compared to 2018, as a result of the higher proportion of
renewable energy in the national electricity production, associated with the replacement of
coal by natural gas in thermoelectric production, and greater use of electricity imports [41].

Both in Portugal and throughout the European continent, a roadmap is being followed
for the transition into a competitive low-carbon economy in 2050. This roadmap has
been outlined as an economically advantageous way to achieve the necessary emission
reductions in the European Union by 2050. Non-CO2 emissions, including fluorinated
greenhouse gases, but excluding emissions from agriculture, are to be reduced by 72–73%
by 2030 and 70–78% by 2050 compared to 1990 levels. Based on the full application of
existing Union legislation, emissions in 2030 are projected to be 104 Mt CO2e, which
requires a further decrease of approximately 70 Mt CO2e. The European Parliament then
decreed in the same resolution the need to opt for alternative refrigerants by phasing out
hydrofluorocarbons on an international scale also following the Montreal Protocol [41].

1.4. Properties of Alternative Refrigerants

Refrigerants play a key role in the refrigeration cycle, influencing its operation and all
equipment in the installation, as they allow the heat formed in the cold zone to be absorbed
and transferred to a hot zone (outside environment) through evaporation and condensation
processes [42]. The thermodynamic properties of a refrigerant are essential to predict
the behavior of a refrigeration system and its performance. Excellent thermodynamic
proprieties involve a boiling point just below ambient temperature, a critical temperature
above ambient temperature, a high normal boiling point, and a high heat of vaporization [4].
There is no refrigerant that gathers all of these desirable properties, this means that when
a certain fluid is applied in a certain type of refrigeration installation, it is not always
recommended for use in another, even if it is equivalent. The perfect refrigerant is the one
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that brings together the greatest possible number of qualities, relative to a given purpose
and objective [42].

Table 2 specifies a set of proper properties of refrigerants [35].

Table 2. Desirable requisites and properties of refrigerants.

Requirement Properties

Chemistry Stable and inert

Health, Safety and Environment

Non-toxic

Non-flammable

Low GWP

Thermal

High latent heat

Critical point and boiling point appropriate for
the application

Low specific heat in vapor state

Low viscosity

High thermal conductivity

Others

Reasonable solubility/miscibility with lubricants

Low melting point

Easy leak detection

Low cost

It is a very long list of qualities and none of the refrigerants can be considered ideal
and adaptable to all applications. However, special attention needs to be paid to the
selection of the most sustainable refrigerant for a given application based on an overall
assessment [43]. It is crucial to raise awareness and consciousness for the use of environ-
mentally friendly refrigerants, such as hydrocarbons (HCs), hydro-fluorophenolines (HFO),
R744 (carbon dioxide) and R717 (ammonia), as alternatives so that it may be possible to
reduce ozone depletion and global warming, and so making refrigeration systems using
these refrigerants futureproof. Within these refrigerants, natural refrigerants stand out for
the lower environmental impacts that they have and for being more appropriate within the
perspective of sustainable technological development [1].

According to the laws established in the European Parliament regarding bans on
certain refrigerants in the coming years, as of 2020 R404A will no longer be used in new
units and facilities in the European Union and, from that date, facilities may not be loaded
with more than 10.2 kg of R404A. In recent years, a range of alternative HFC blends to R404A
has emerged, such as R407A, R407F, R442A, etc., all with corresponding trade names. From
2022 onwards, a new F-gas regulation prohibits the use of HFCs in refrigerated cabinets
and centralized installations of more than 40 kW [44].

2. Materials and Methods

In order to carry out the development of the computational tool, there is a prior need to
characterize in detail the refrigerants in question, analyzing those which are abolished, those
which will have the same fate in the near future and finally those alternative refrigerants
with reduced GWP and high sustainability. Always keeping in mind the legislation imposed
by the European Commission which, over the years, has adopted measures in order to
progressively eliminate the production and emission of greenhouse gases and to protect
our planet.

2.1. Materials

Many refrigerants have been phased out and those with significant GWP not yet
phased out will eventually exit the market in accordance with EU regulations. However,
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companies still using such refrigerants need to change the refrigerants in their plants and
industrial processes soon to meet regulations. To do so, they will have to use refrigerants
with low or zero GWP. According to Annex IV of Regulation N◦517/2014 issued in 2014,
and which is still in force, alternative refrigerants that appeal to sustainability and could be
used in industrial and commercial refrigeration processes are as follows:

• R-1234ze (hydrofluorophelines);
• R-170 (Ethane);
• R-290 (Propane);
• R-600a (Isobutane);
• R-717 (Ammonia);
• R-744 (Carbon Dioxide);
• R-1150 (Ethylene);
• R-1270 (Propylene).

Although there is no exact formula when choosing a refrigerant, there are some details
that should be considered when making the decision, so that it is possible to acquire the
ideal option for a specific case. Therefore, the following factors should be considered in the
decision-making process [45]:

• Availability;
• Cost-benefit;
• Quality;
• Safety.

Since the objective of this study culminates with the development of a decision support
tool for the consumer for a refrigerant that appeals to sustainability, the technical and
thermodynamic data must be known, described, and presented. Next, Table 3 presents the
various characteristics of each of these alternative refrigerants that will serve as a basis for
the decision system in order to optimize the process of selecting the “ideal” refrigerant for
companies in the sector.

Table 3. Operating conditions for alternative and/or sustainable refrigerants.

Refrigeration

Refrigerant Very Low
Temperature

Low
Temperature

Medium
Temperature

High
Temperature

R-1234ze X X

R-170 X X

R-290 X X X

R-600a X X

R-717 X X X

R-744 X X X

R-1150 X X

R-1270 X X X

Once we have gathered the properties of the coolants that are about to be accepted by
companies (consumers) in terms of safety, quality, cost-effectiveness, availability, thermo-
dynamic characteristics, and their contribution to sustainability, we can build a decision
support tool that will report the best possible choice for the user, always considering
guidelines and needs to maximize satisfaction.

In summary, when comparatively analyzing the refrigerants based on the character-
istics and thermodynamic properties that are described in Tables 3 and 4, characteristics
must be taken into account in order for the decision support tool to realize the desired goal.
This goal should culminate in the selection of the ideal refrigerant for the user in question,
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based on their economic and financial guidelines and on issues of energy efficiency, cooling
capacity, availability of the refrigerant and on the refrigerant’s contribution to sustainability.

2.2. Methods

The tool was developed in Excel with the aim of making it accessible to the user insofar
as all the operations for the user will be deductive and simple and will allow them to reach
a conclusion in a few steps, all of them justified based on user choices, preferences, and
guidelines. Figure 1 shows the user interface, which, after the fields are filled in, offers
a recommendation of the ideal refrigerant, giving three options in descending order of
priority. The decision support system then consists of three parts. The first part requires the
identification of the user, the company, and role. The second part consists of a questionnaire
with the following questions:

• Do you use any of these old refrigerants?
• Regarding the operating temperature, what do you want?
• Which lubricating oil do you use?
• How concerned are you about the cost/benefit of replacing the refrigerant?
• What is your concern regarding the quality of operation when replacing the refrigerant?
• What is your concern regarding the safety of refrigerant replacement?
• What is your concern regarding availability of refrigerant replacement?
• What is your concern regarding the environmental impact of refrigerant replacement?
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Table 4. Thermodynamic properties of alternative and/or sustainable refrigerants.
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R-1234ze 0 6 6 −19 109.4 3.60 POE No Yes A2 Yes High Medium Medium Medium Reduced

R-170 0 6 6 −89 32.3 4.87 Mineral/AB/POE No Yes A3 Yes Reduced High Medium High High

R-290 0 3 3 −42 97.0 4.30 Mineral/AB/POE No Yes A3 Yes Reduced High Medium High High

R-600a 0 3 3 −12 135.0 3.60 Mineral/AB/POE No Yes A3 Yes Reduced High Medium High High

R-717 0 0 0 −33 132.0 11.30 Mineral Yes Yes B2 Yes Reduced Very High Medium High Very
High

R-744 0 1 1 −57 31.0 7.40 POE No No A1 Yes Reduced Very High Very
High Medium Very

High

R-1150 0 4 4 −104 9.2 50.00 Mineral/AB/POE No Yes A3 Yes Reduced High Medium High High

R-1270 0 2 2 −48 91.0 46.00 Mineral/AB/POE No Yes A3 Yes Reduced High Medium High High
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The third and last stage is associated with the recommendations provided, based on
all the data, the restrictions, and conditions regarding alternative refrigerants. The tool
provides the user with recommendations, sorting three refrigerant options by priority of
use. The answer is given based on an objective function that analyses the answers given
by the user to the eight questions, transforming the qualitative answers into data and
numerical coefficients. The result is also dependent on restrictions associated with the old
refrigerants (making the answer almost straightforward), the lubricating oils used and the
temperature conditions in the cooling process.

The decision support tool boils down to the application of a function that depends
on five coefficients (varying according to the user’s answers to the last five questions),
constraints, and data that result from the constant properties of each of the refrigerants,
as given by Equation (1). This equation is calculated for each of the eight alternative
refrigerants, with higher results meaning more adequate refrigerants for the application in
question, considering the user’s preferences. Finally, the top three coolants are presented to
the user in order of recommendation.

R = (C1 × x1 + C2 × x2 + C3 × x3 + C4 × x4 + C5 × x5)× y1 × y2 × y3 (1)

The expression can be divided into three parts in which:

• C’s—coefficients;
• X’s—refrigerant properties;
• Y’s—constraints of the refrigerants.

2.2.1. Coefficients

When the user answers the last five questions that determine the value of the coef-
ficients C1, C2, C3, C4, and C5, he introduces qualitative values that correspond to the
expressions: “None”; “Reduced”; “Medium”; “High”, and “Very High”, that is, the coeffi-
cients do not correspond to constant values, as they are altered according to the preferences
and concerns of those who answer the questionnaire. Since these values are qualitative,
there is a need to transform them into numerical data to enable the resolution of the
objective function.

This transformation is based on the study conducted by [46], in which the author aims
to transform qualitative dependent variables into quantitative ones to culminate with an
equivalent conclusion. To achieve such an effect, a sensory analysis is performed through
the responses given by consumers. The researcher imposes a certain set of questions on
consumers by means of a computational tool from which qualitative data essential for
solving the problem is extracted.

After the resolution of the questionnaire by the user, Fonseca [46] processes the data
into quantitative values, attributing to each of the answers a value in the scale of 1 to 5 in
which 1 corresponds to the worst and 5 to the best result. This way it is possible to express
the responses graphically, where they were found to grow linearly. Although this is a study
with a different context, the procedure to convert qualitative answers into quantitative
values can be adapted to solve an objective function to transmit the best recommendation
for users.

Similar to the study presented, the developed decision support tool imposes on
the user common questions and a set of possible answers (qualitative data), which will
be transformed into a scale in which the values will be separated by the same interval
(quantitative data). Following this context, to make Equation (1) possible, a scale from 0
to 1 is attributed as shown in Table 5, to transform qualitative data into quantitative data
to quantify the coefficients related to cost/benefit (C1), operation performance (C2), safety
(C3), availability (C4) and environmental impact (C5). The higher the quantitative value
associated with the coefficients, the greater the user’s concern in this regard.
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Table 5. Scale defined for the objective function coefficients.

Qualitative Value (User Response) Quantitative Value (User Response)

None 0.00

Reduced 0.25

Medium 0.50

High 0.75

Very High 1.00

2.2.2. Refrigerant Properties

The data referring to the alternative refrigerants that were used in the tool are described
and qualitatively characterized in Table 5. These properties are presented as constant values
in the objective function which will be multiplied by the previously mentioned coefficients.
The characteristics of the refrigerants that serve as analysis and that influence the function
are the following:

• Cost of both the refrigerant and the installations;
• Refrigeration quality, analyzing its efficiency and capacity;
• Safety;
• Availability of human and material resources;
• Environmental impact addressing the GWP (100 years).

Similar to the coefficients, the properties to be used in the objective function were
transformed into numerical values through a scale set from 0 to 1. However, for the different
properties, different scales were considered. Since the objective of the tool is to optimize the
objective function to find out which are the best refrigerants, it is necessary to pay special
attention to aspects such as cost and environmental impact. In these cases, the higher their
qualitative value (described in Table 5) the lower their respective value in numerical terms
must be. Thus, the scales were defined as shown in Table 6.

Table 6. Scale defined for the objective function properties.

Quantitative
Value

Value
(Cost)

Value (Quality of
Operation)

Value
(Safety)

Value
(Availability)

Null 1.00–0.00 = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Reduced 1.00–0.25 = 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25

Medium 1.00–0.50 = 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50

High 1.00–0.75 = 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75

Very High 1.00–1.00 = 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Finally, the property that addresses the environmental impact, despite being described
in Table 4 in numerical terms, was entitled to a specific scale, because, as previously
indicated, the higher this factor, the lower must be its value to be used in the objective
function. Thus, in this way the scale for the GWP data will be based in Equation (2),
wherein the coefficient x5 refers to the value associated with the GWP of each of the
alternative refrigerants.

1 − (
x5

10
) (2)

2.2.3. Restriction of the Refrigerants

In last place are the refrigerant restrictions that concern the following factors:

• Possibility of directly replacing the refrigerant;
• Temperature conditions used in the refrigeration process;
• Type of lubricant.
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These three answers are limiting factors for the result, as they narrow down the range
of possibilities for the suggested replacement refrigerant.

As far as the restriction of old refrigerants is concerned, it must be considered that
the eight alternative refrigerants being studied and analyzed in this tool can be direct
replacements. For the first question, the user has nine possible answers, eight refrigerants
that will be abolished in the future, and none of the above.

Depending on the answers given, the tool will direct the objective function in a certain
direction. The relationships between the nine possible answers to the first question and the
replacement refrigerants are as follows:

• R-22 => R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-744;
• R-134a => R-1234ze, R-600a, R-717, R-744;
• R-13 => R-170, R-1150;
• R-503 => R-170, R-1150;
• R-502 => R-1270;
• R-143a => R-1270;
• R-404a => R-744;
• R-12 => R-600a;
• None => R-1234ze, R-170, R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-744, R-1150, R-1270.

Once again, the answers are presented in qualitative format, and once again there is
the need to transform them into numerical data. In this case it is not a scale, but if and else
statements that are applied. The if statement is known as the decision statement because it
allows for a certain condition or expression. The code inside the if function is executed if the
condition is true. However, the code inside the if function is disregarded if the condition
is false [47]. In this way, results can assume two logical values, 1 if true and 0 if false.
As regards the tool itself, and more specifically the objective function, whenever the user
selects an answer, it will assume the logical value of 1. Therefore, in this case, the value
of y1 of equation 1 will be quantified. For instance, when the user mentions using R-22
in their facilities, the objective function will only return 1 for refrigerants R-290, R-600a,
R-717, and R-744 (y1 = 1), since the others will be 0 as the result of false conditions, thus
shortening the range of possibilities for the recommended refrigerant.

Regarding the temperature range in the refrigeration process, this was established
based on Table 3, whereby the user, when answering the second question, defines the oper-
ating temperatures and consequently restricts the refrigerants that do not operate on those
conditions. Following this context, and once again using the same type of programming
established in the previous constraint, should the user enter the answer in the respective
dropdown box, it will assume the logical value of 1 if the temperatures are within the
range or 0 otherwise; this will be the parameter y2 of Equation (1). Depending on the
answers provided to the tool, the objective function will be directed in a particular direction.
Therefore, the relationships between the four possible answers to the second question and
the substitution refrigerants are as follows:

• Very Low => R-170, R-1150;
• Low => R-290, R-717, R-744, R-1270;
• Medium => R-1234ze, R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-744, R-1270;
• High => R-1234ze, R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-744, R-1270.

Basically, if the user is given the example of assuming he operates in average cooling
temperature conditions, the objective function will be equated only for refrigerants R-
1234ze, R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-744, and R-1270, since y2 = 1 and the others are null, again
reducing the set of possible recommendations.

As per the previous constraints, the type of lubricant used is converted to a quantitative
value by the same methodology, further reducing the set of possible answers. Once an
option in the respective dropdown box is selected, the answer will be associated with
the logical value of 1, automatically quantifying the parameter y3. Depending on the
answers provided to the tool, the objective function will be directed in a particular direction.
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Therefore, the relationships between the three possible answers to the third question and
the replacement refrigerants are as follows:

• Mineral => R-170, R-290, R-600a, R-717, R-1150, R-1270;
• AB => R-170, R-290, R-600a, R-1150, R-1270;
• POE => R-1234ze, R-170, R-290, R-600a, R-744, R-1150, R-1270.

In other words, if by chance the user shows the need to use mineral oil as a lubricant in
their refrigeration plants, there will only be compatibility with the R-170, R-290, R-600a, R-
717, R-1150, and R-1270 refrigerants, insofar as the objective function will only be considered
for these, because their y3 = 1, reducing the set of possible recommendations for replacement
refrigerant by the third and final time. Once descriptions of all the components of the tool
have been made and all the calculations that culminate in the final recommendation of the
replacement refrigerant for the company have been shown, the tool was applied in three
case studies for a better understanding of how it works and how it helps users. As the
users access the tool and fill out the questionnaire step by step, the final answers associated
with solving the objective function are determined and presented, depending on the user’s
preferences, values, and needs.

3. Case Studies

Over the years, compliance with legislation by companies in the industrial refrigeration
sector has led them (once banned from using certain refrigerants) to replace the outlawed
refrigerants with others that have similar performance and energy efficiency. However, after
contact with the sector, it is possible to verify that thy are not yet aware of the importance
of sustainability, so that adoption of the refrigerants referred to as alternative and/or
sustainable mentioned in Table 4 will soon be the solution for several companies in their
refrigeration processes. One of the sectors that proves this fact is the Portuguese agri-food
industry, which in 2016 was limited to a set of refrigerants with high GWP. The refrigerants
R-32, R-404a, R-22, R-422, and R-449 represent a large share in the percentage distribution of
refrigerant used in Portugal. These refrigerants will be discontinued, giving rise to concern
for the replacement of refrigerants by other environmentally friendly ones [48]. Awareness
of and sensitivity to the use of more ecological refrigerants will become crucial to make
refrigeration systems that use these refrigerants futureproof, since they present a minimum
environmental impact and because they are governed by the perspective of sustainable
and efficient technological development and growth. To consolidate what is presented
above, companies in the sector were questioned and three practical cases were obtained to
be studied and applied in the decision support tool so that it might give the best possible
recommendation to the companies and transmit the best solutions considering the situation
they are facing. Therefore, the cases to be studied, analyzed, and applied in the tool concern
the search for alternative refrigerants that will replace R-449, R-422 and R-32, based on
the preferences and guidelines of the companies themselves, which, once they provide
information for the tool in Excel, will obtained feasible answers and recommendations.

3.1. Case Study One

On contacting the refrigeration company, the information was obtained that the re-
frigerant in use is R-449, which is characterized by its low environmental impact and
low GWP compared to HFCs. Its thermodynamic properties are balanced, it is used in
low and medium temperature conditions in commercial and industrial applications and
the lubricating oil used in the installations is miscible with POE oils [49]. These coolant
data are key to obtaining and transmitting a recommendation from the tool to the user.
Firstly, to gather all the possible conditions for solving the problem, the company was
asked in the DSS about the refrigerant used to date (in this case R-449), the temperature
conditions (averages) and the lubricating oil (POE). Following these first three questions,
the parameters associated with the constraints were quantified as shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Filling in the parameters of the restrictions in the case of R-449.

The next and last step before the recommendation is resolved boils down to five ques-
tions imposed on the user of the tool about their degree of concern for:

• Cost/Benefit;
• Quality of Operation;
• Safety;
• Availability;
• Environmental Impact.

Following these questions, which are again based solely on the user’s opinion in
the context of the refrigeration process used in their company, the following answers
were obtained in the respective Excel cells as shown in Figure 4. The objective function
coefficients were thus quantified, giving rise to the single solution for this case, replacement
by R-744 (carbon dioxide).
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Figure 4. Solution of practical case one using average temperatures.

According to the data collected from this company, there is extreme concern about
the replacement of its coolant by another with excellent properties in terms of capacity
and efficiency in refrigeration. Furthermore, there is concern that this does not lead the
company to spend large sums of money on the acquisition of the coolant or on changing
facilities. Regarding the other factors, no major concerns were presented, giving rise to the
answer presented. In case the company, under its conditions, wanted low temperatures in
the cooling process, with the same responses to the other parameters, the recommendation
would end up being the same, as shown in Figure 5.
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In short, the R-744 (carbon dioxide) refrigerant was selected as the recommendation for
this company, as it ends up being its direct substitute, given that out of the eight possibilities
it is the only one with similar thermodynamic properties, temperature conditions and
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lubricating oil as the R-449, despite the potential need to change the refrigeration installation
(compressors, piping, valves, etc.).

3.2. Case Study Two

The procedure is the same as in the first practical case, differing only in the refrigerant
used and to be changed by the company, designated R-422. This is characterized by its
application in low, medium, and high temperature conditions in refrigeration (industrial,
commercial, and domestic) and conditioning (residential and commercial) applications.
Furthermore, it is highly compatible with both traditional and new generation lubricants
and is therefore miscible with AB, mineral and POE oils [50]. In contrast to the first case
study where the recommended refrigerant was the same for the two existing possibilities, in
this second case study the company in its replacement process has nine different possibilities
as it can choose between three temperature conditions and three types of lubricating oil. The
company was also asked about their level of concern regarding cost, quality of operation,
safety, availability, and environmental impact when replacing the coolant whose answers
are shown in Figure 6.
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Subsequently, the dropdown boxes for temperature conditions and lubrication oils
were also filled in, and, depending on the data provided by the user, different recommen-
dations were obtained when solving the objective function by the support system. This
way, the company has at its disposal a range of possible solutions described in a decision
tree as shown in Figure 7.
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Figure 7. Decision tree for R-422 refrigerant replacement possibilities.

Depending on the company’s intentions regarding the temperature conditions and the
oil used for lubricating the installations, it can be seen from Figure 7 that the recommenda-
tions vary and, thanks to the versatility of the tool itself, the three best alternative and/or
most sustainable refrigerants for the specific case in question are provided, whenever
possible, considering the various constraints presented. When analyzing the results shown
in Figure 7, one can see a trend towards the recommendation of R-290 (propane), regardless
of operating temperature and lubricating oils.
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3.3. Case Study Three

Finally, another company in the industrial refrigeration sector was contacted and
questioned about the replacement of refrigerants, once again registering the sector’s lack of
awareness on the subject. The company in question still uses the R-32 refrigerant, which
will also be discontinued in the future. It is characterized by being miscible with POE
lubricant, is used in low-temperature conditions, and has a relatively high GWP of 550,
contributing to ozone layer depletion [51]. Again, the computational tool was presented,
and the methodology was the same as in the previous cases, with the answers to the
questions imposed by DSS represented in Figure 8.
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Similar to practical cases one and two, this company is essentially concerned with the
costs involved in purchasing the refrigerant and changing the refrigeration equipment, as
well as with maximizing cooling capacity and efficiency. However, since the company is
still using a refrigerant that will be discontinued in the future, there is a need to replace
the refrigerant with one with excellent thermodynamic properties, temperature conditions,
similar or compatible lubricant, and low environmental impact. For this purpose, none is
better than R-290 (propane), because, according to DSS itself, this refrigerant is the direct
substitute for R-32, given the characteristics of both.

In conclusion, the tool has been successfully applied in the three cases studied, thanks
to its flexibility and accessibility for the user. In addition to helping solve some of the
problems faced by companies during the phase-out of GWP and ODP refrigerants, the
tool has the ability to advise companies on the possibility of imposing other conditions
on temperatures and types of oil, always seeking the maximum satisfaction of the user of
the DSS, providing them clearly and objectively with all possible recommendations for the
future replacement refrigerant.

4. Discussion

Although the tool provides the best recommendation for the user, answering the initial
problem with solutions for the specific cases presented by the companies in the sector, it can
be improved and optimized. The developed DSS is consistent and flexible throughout its
process, transmitting clear and objective answers, being in turn easy to use and understand
for the user. However, the decision support system can eventually enhance its parameters
considering the following factors: form; quantity; and quality.

After the transformation of qualitative data into quantitative data through specific
scales, these are now represented through discrete numerical values. One of the improve-
ment perspectives for the future of DSS is the implementation of continuous data with the
purpose of providing even more data for each of the refrigerants, consequently substantiat-
ing the answers and recommendations presented for the sustainable refrigerants to be an
option for the companies in the sector.

In relation to the amount of data available to the decision support system, for each
of the coolants, DSS uses three constraints (condition of the coolants previously used,
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operation temperature, and type of oil used for lubrication), five coefficients (cost, operation
quality, safety, availability, environmental impact) and seven constant data associated to
these coefficients to be determined by the user. To increase the flexibility of the tool, to make
it more solid and secure in the answers that it provides, this tool can present a possibility
of expanding the number of parameters to be used by the objective function, namely the
restrictions, coefficients, and the properties inherent to the alternative refrigerants.

Regarding quality, the demonstration of the recommendations to the user can also be
improved. Whenever the result is presented, only the names of the sustainable refrigerants
to be recommended are displayed (in order). However, this same presentation can be
accompanied by a detailed, concise description of the refrigerant in question. For this
purpose, a dropdown box could be implemented, similarly to those already presented to
the user.

In short, the optimization of these three factors will lead to an increase in the consis-
tency, efficiency, and accuracy of the results of the decision support tool.

5. Conclusions
5.1. General Conclusions

The industrial refrigeration sector has become increasingly focused on the importance
of and need to apply safe designs, with appropriate safety devices, in accordance with
international safety legislation. Currently, the use of systems containing HFCs implies
compliance with emission targets and rules that, in case of non-compliance, are subject to
sanctions. These targets and rules aim to contribute to the reduction of global warming.

Over the years and with the implementation of numerous protocols, namely those
of Kyoto and Montreal, and in accordance with the agreements imposed, halogenated
refrigerants have been progressively eliminated in a move towards sustainability. This move
aims to protect the planet from the harmful emissions that culminate in the degradation of
the ozone layer and contribute to global warming.

The replacement of refrigerant fluids that are some of the main manmade polluting
agents present in the atmosphere—through their contribution to the destruction of the
ozone layer and the increase of the greenhouse effect—by others that appear to be less
harmful to the environment requires an extensive in-depth study. The study carried out
for this research was focused not only on the direct consequences of these refrigerants on
the environment, but also on the analysis of the energy and exergetic performance of the
refrigerants in general. Following this context, the general study of several alternatives for
replacement, in the short and long term, for the most used refrigerants was defined.

For that purpose, during the work, the general aspect of refrigeration was approached,
with the presentation of the main techniques used to produce cold, giving special attention
to the cycle under study: the vapor compression refrigeration cycle. Subsequently, the
general characteristics and properties of refrigerants are discussed, allowing their rapid
classification according to the type and family of refrigerant fluid. The main events that
have marked the history of the evolution of refrigerants are described, with emphasis on
the legislation published in this area.

After the issuing of regulations N◦ 842/2006, N◦ 1005/2009, N◦ 517/2014 by the
European Parliament, not only all refrigerants to be eliminated considering their destructive
content for the ozone layer, but also alternative refrigerants with zero ODP and reduced
GWP were mentioned, thus appealing to the much sought-after sustainability. In turn, the
main objective of this work lies essentially on the implementation of these same refrigerants
in companies based on a decision support tool, to the extent that users according to
their perspectives, values and wishes will have the answer to their future replacement of
halogenated refrigerants.

In short, the computational tool involves an Excel database that evaluates both quali-
tative and quantitative thermodynamic properties associated with an objective function
that depends on the constraints of each of the alternative and/or sustainable refriger-
ants under analysis and the user’s answers to the questions imposed on it. This decision
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support system gives extreme importance to the user’s opinion and specific case for the
recommendation of a well-suited refrigerant.

5.2. Specific Conclusions

The execution of the DSS depends fundamentally on constant parameters and specific
conditions relative to each of the alternative refrigerants that constitute the possible answer
for the substitution process. The objective function programmed in the computational
tool is equated based on the restrictions and properties associated with the eight fluids
under analysis. Depending on the coefficients to be introduced by the user, the decision
system will dictate three recommendations by order of relevance. These restrictions and
properties, unique to each of the refrigerants, are obtained and determined based on an
evaluation of qualitative and quantitative data previously acquired, namely through the
comparison of these alternative refrigerants with the halogenated ones already abolished
or that will be discontinued in the future. This same scientific research is supported by
the literature review carried out. To enable the resolution of the equation, the qualitative
data was transformed into quantitative data through regular scales established for all
necessary cases.

Although the sustainable refrigerants present excellent thermodynamic properties,
reduced cost when compared to HCFCs and present themselves as excellent solutions for
industrial cooling process, they show, however, certain ambiguities that require further
research with qualitative and quantitative analysis, in order to develop appropriate rec-
ommendations. The development of the study and of the tool leads to a specific and not
generalized conclusion due to the simple fact that each of the replacement refrigerants
is not the ideal solution for all cases, but rather for a specific situation, because although
they all have excellent characteristics and properties, they are associated with different
operating conditions in the refrigeration process, lubrication oils and in many cases can be
the direct replacement refrigerants for the old ones, which were used until then, without
the need for major changes in the pre-existing installations.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, P.D.G.; methodology, P.D.G. and M.L.A.; validation,
P.D.G. and M.L.A.; formal analysis, P.D.G., M.L.A. and G.J.; investigation, M.L.A. and G.J.; re-
sources, P.D.G., M.L.A. and G.J.; data curation, M.L.A. and G.J.; writing—original draft preparation,
G.J.; writing—review and editing, P.D.G. and M.L.A.; supervision, P.D.G.; project administration,
P.D.G.; funding acquisition, P.D.G. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded as part of the project “PrunusPós—Optimization of processes for
the storage, cold conservation, active and/or intelligent packaging and food quality traceability in
post-harvested fruit products”, project n.◦ PDR2020-101-031695, Partnership n.◦87, initiative n.◦175,
promoted by PDR 2020 and co-funded by FEADER within Portugal 2020.

Data Availability Statement: More information on the project PrunusPós can be found at https:
//www.prunuspos.pt/ (accessed on 10 November 2022).

Acknowledgments: This work was supported in part by the Fundação para a Ciência e Tecnologia
(FCT) and C-MAST (Centre for Mechanical and Aerospace Science and Technologies), under project
UIDB/00151/2020.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Gaspar, P.; Aguiar, L. Refrigerantes Naturais: Tendências do Mercado, políticas e tecnologias na indústria agroalimentar

portuguesa. In Proceedings of the X Congresso Ibérico-VIII Congresso Iberoamericano de las Ciencias y Técnicas del Frío
(CYTEF), Pamplona, Spain, 1–3 July 2020.

2. Gupta, A.; Anand, Y.; Tyagi, S.; Anand, S. Economic and thermodynamic study of different cooling options: A review. Renew.
Sustain. Energy Rev. 2016, 62, 164–194. [CrossRef]

3. Verde, M.; Harby, K.; de Boer, R.; Corberán, J.M. Performance evaluation of a waste-heat driven adsorption system for automotive
air-conditioning: Part Imodeling and experimental validation. Energy 2016, 116, 526–538. [CrossRef]

https://www.prunuspos.pt/
https://www.prunuspos.pt/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.04.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2016.09.113


Energies 2022, 15, 8497 19 of 20

4. Harby, K. Hydrocarbons and their mixtures as alternatives to environmental unfriendly halogenated refrigerants: An updated
overview. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2017, 73, 1247–1264. [CrossRef]

5. Norman, J. Rowland & Molina Suggest that CFCs Deplete the Ozone Layer. 2022. Available online: https://www.
historyofinformation.com/detail.php?id=2721 (accessed on 5 March 2022).

6. Ascenção, P.O. COMPETE 2020 Alavancou 113 Milhões de Euros de Investimento no Setor Agro-Alimentar, o 2.º Maior Em-
pregador em Portugal. 2016. Available online: https://www.compete2020.gov.pt/destaques/detalhe/Setor_agroalimentar_
COMPETE2020 (accessed on 23 May 2022).

7. Cardoso, B.J.; Lamas, F.B.; Gaspar, A.R.; Ribeiro, J.B. Refrigerants used in the Portuguese food industry: Current status. Int. J.
Refrig. 2017, 83, 60–74. [CrossRef]

8. Rocha, R. Análise de Desempenho Termodinâmico de Ciclos de Refrigeração Cascata para Temperaturas Ultrabaixas. Master’s
Thesis, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2022.

9. UNEP. Handbook for the International Treaties for the Protection of the Ozone Layer. Ozone Secretariat United Nations
Environment Programme. Sixth Edition. 2003. Available online: http://www.unep.org/ozonoe (accessed on 1 September 2022).

10. Lopes, P. Válvulas de Expansão: Comparação da Aplicação de Válvulas de Expansão Eletrônica e Termostática em Sistemas Frigoríficos;
Engenharia Mecânica; Centro Universitário do Sul de Minas: Minas Gerais, Brazil, 2019.

11. Singh, K.K.; Kumar, R.; Singh, A. Thermo-economic optimization of environment-friendly refrigerants for cascade refrigeration.
Arab. J. Sci. Eng. 2021, 46, 12235–12252. [CrossRef]

12. Roy, R.; Mandal, B. Thermo-economic analysis and multi-objective optimization of vapour cascade refrigeration system using
different refrigerant combinations: A comparative study. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2020, 139, 3247–3261. [CrossRef]

13. Alibabaei, K.; Gaspar, P.D.; Lima, T.; Campos, R.M.; Girão, I.; Monteiro, J.; Lopes, C.M. A review of the challenges of using deep
learning algorithms to support decision-making in agricultural activities. Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 638. [CrossRef]

14. Zhang, J.; Zhu, Y.; Zhang, X.; Ye, M.; Yang, J. Developing a long short-term memory (LSTM) based model for predicting water
table depth in agricultural areas. J. Hydrol. 2018, 561, 918–929. [CrossRef]

15. Zinkernagel, J.; Maestre-Valero, J.F.; Seresti, S.Y.; Intrigliolo, D.S. New technologies and practical approaches to improve irrigation
management of open field vegetable crops. Agric. Water Manag. 2020, 242, 106404. [CrossRef]

16. Alibabaei, K.; Lima, T.M.; Gaspar, P.D. Modeling evapotranspiration using Encoder-Decoder Model. In Proceedings of the 2020
International Conference on Decision Aid Sciences and Applications (DASA’20), Sakheer, Bahrain, 8–9 November 2020; Volume
2020, pp. 132–136. [CrossRef]

17. Ara, I.; Turner, L.; Harrison, M.T.; Monjardino, M.; deVoil, P.; Rodriguez, D. Application, adoption and opportunities for
improving decision support systems in irrigated agriculture: A review. Agric. Water Manag. 2021, 257, 107161. [CrossRef]

18. Alibabaei, K.; Gaspar, P.D.; Lima, T. Modeling soil water content and reference evapotranspiration from climate data using Deep
Learning methods. Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 5029. [CrossRef]

19. Bwambale, E.; Abagale, F.K.; Anornu, G.K. Smart irrigation monitoring and control strategies for improving water use efficiency
in precision agriculture: A review. Agric. Water Manag. 2022, 260, 107324. [CrossRef]

20. Alibabaei, K.; Gaspar, P.D.; Assunção, E.; Alirezazadeh, S.; Lima, T. Irrigation with a deep reinforcement learning model—Case
study on a site in Portugal. Agric. Water Manag. 2022, 263, 107480. [CrossRef]

21. Alibabaei, K.; Gaspar, P.D.; Assunção, E.; Alirezazadeh, S.; Lima, T.M.; Soares, V.N.G.J.; Caldeira, J.M.L.P. Comparison of on-policy
deep reinforcement learning A2C with off-policy DQN in irrigation optimization: A case study at a site in Portugal. Computers
2022, 11, 104. [CrossRef]

22. Alibabaei, K.; Gaspar, P.D.; Lima, T.M. Crop yield estimation using deep learning based on climate big data and irrigation
scheduling. Energies 2021, 14, 3004. [CrossRef]

23. Assunção, E.; Diniz, C.; Gaspar, P.D.; Mesquita, R.; Proença, H. Decision-making support system for fruit diseases classification
using Deep Learning. In Proceedings of the 2020 International Conference on Decision Aid Sciences and Applications (DASA’20),
Sakheer, Bahrain, 8–9 November 2020; Volume 2020, pp. 652–656. [CrossRef]

24. Nunes, J.; Neves, D.; Gaspar, P.D.; Silva, P.D.; Andrade, L.P. Predictive tool of energy performance of cold storage in agrifood
industries: The Portuguese case study. Energy Convers. Manag. 2014, 88, 758–767. [CrossRef]

25. Silva, P.D.; Gaspar, P.D.; Nunes, J.; Andrade, L.P. Specific electrical energy consumption and CO2 emissions assessment
of agrifood industries in the central region of Portugal. Appl. Mech. Mater. 2014, 675–677, 1880–1886. Available online:
http://hdl.handle.net/10400.6/7270 (accessed on 5 September 2022). [CrossRef]

26. Zocca, R.; Gaspar, P.D.; Silva, P.D.; Santos, F.C.; Andrade, L.P.; Nunes, J. Decision-making computationally aided in the
management of energy sources used in agrifood industries. Energy Procedia 2019, 161, 100–107. [CrossRef]

27. Zocca, R.; Lima, T.M.; Gaspar, P.D.; Charrua-Santos, F. Computational tool to foster systematic thinking and sustainable environ-
mental conscience in the selection of energy sources systems in agrifood companies. In Proceedings of the 48th International
Conference on Computers and Industrial Engineering (CIE 48), Auckland, New Zealand, 2–5 December 2018.

28. Mendes, A.; Cruz, J.; Saraiva, T.; Lima, T.M.; Gaspar, P.D. Logistics strategy (FIFO, FEFO or LSFO) decision support system
for perishable food products. In Proceedings of the 2020 International Conference on Decision Aid Sciences and Applications
(DASA’20), Sakheer, Bahrain, 8–9 November 2020; pp. 173–178. [CrossRef]

29. Gomes, D.E.; Iglésias, M.I.D.; Proença, A.P.; Lima, T.M.; Gaspar, P.D. Applying a genetic algorithm to an m-TSP: Case study of a
decision support system for optimizing a beverage logistics vehicles routing problem. Electronics 2021, 10, 2298. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.02.039
https://www.historyofinformation.com/detail.php?id=2721
https://www.historyofinformation.com/detail.php?id=2721
https://www.compete2020.gov.pt/destaques/detalhe/Setor_agroalimentar_COMPETE2020
https://www.compete2020.gov.pt/destaques/detalhe/Setor_agroalimentar_COMPETE2020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrefrig.2017.07.013
http://www.unep.org/ozonoe
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13369-021-05924-w
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-019-08710-x
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs14030638
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2018.04.065
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2020.106404
http://doi.org/10.1109/DASA51403.2020.9317100
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2021.107161
http://doi.org/10.3390/app11115029
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2021.107324
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2022.107480
http://doi.org/10.3390/computers11070104
http://doi.org/10.3390/en14113004
http://doi.org/10.1109/DASA51403.2020.9317219
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2014.09.018
http://hdl.handle.net/10400.6/7270
http://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.675-677.1880
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2019.02.063
http://doi.org/10.1109/DASA51403.2020.9317068
http://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10182298


Energies 2022, 15, 8497 20 of 20

30. Ananias, E.; Gaspar, P.D.; Soares, V.N.G.J.; Caldeira, J.M.L.P. Artificial intelligence decision support system based on artificial
neural networks to predict the commercialization time by the evolution of peach quality. Electronic 2021, 10, 2394. [CrossRef]

31. Maciel, V.; Matos, C.; Lima, T.M.; Gaspar, P.D. Decision support system to assign price rebates of fresh horticultural products
on the basis of quality decay, Chapter 23. In Computational Management: Applications of Computational Intelligence in Business
Management; Patnaik, S., Tajeddini, K., Jain, V., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2021; pp. 487–497,
ISBN 978-3-030-72928-8. [CrossRef]

32. Pina, M.; Gaspar, P.D.; Lima, T.M. Decision support system for dynamic pricing of horticultural products based on the quality
decline due to microbial growth. Appl. Syst. Innov. 2021, 4, 80. [CrossRef]

33. Ramos, A. A Investigação e a Inovação na Fabricação de Equipamentos de frio Industrial em Portugal. Master’s Thesis, Instituto
Superior de Engenharia de Lisboa (ISEL), Lisbon, Portugal, 2016.

34. ATM Revolution. Earth The Power of the Planet. Camadas da Atmosfera Terrestre. 2009. Available online: https://atm-
revolution.blogs.sapo.pt/3418.html (accessed on 15 May 2021).

35. Saldanha, P. Dimensionamento de um Circuito Frigorífico a CO2 com Evaporadores Inundados. Master’s Thesis, Faculdade de
Engenharia, Universidade do Porto, Porto, Portugal, 2019.

36. Paul, S.; Sarkar, A.; Mandal, B.K. Environmental Impacts of Halogenated Refrigerants and Their Alternatives: Recent Develop-
ments. Int. J. Emerg. Technol. Adv. Eng. 2013, 3, 400–409.

37. UE. Regulamento (CE) N.º 842/2006 do Parlamento Europeu e do Conselho Relativo a Determinados Gases Fluorados com Efeito de Estufa;
A. M. Guerra, “Apontamentos de Produção de Frio e Refrigeração”; Instituto Superior de Engenharia de Lisboa (ISEL): Lisbon,
Portugal, 2014.

38. UE. Regulamento (CE) N.º 1005/2009 do Parlamento Europeu e do Conselho Relativo às Substâncias que Empobrecem a Camada de Ozono;
Jornal Oficial da União Europeia: Porto, Portugal, 2009.

39. UE. Regulamento (EU) N.º 517/2014 do Parlamento Europeu e do Conselho Relativo aos Gases Fluorados com Efeito de Estufa e que Revoga
o Regulamento (CE) n.o 842/2006; Jornal Oficial da União Europeia: Porto, Portugal, 2014.

40. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente. Políticas de Mitigação. 2021. Available online: http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16
&subref=81&sub2ref=117 (accessed on 13 November 2021).

41. Agência Portuguesa do Ambiente. Protocolo de Quioto. 2021. Available online: http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16
&subref=81&sub2ref=119&sub3ref=500 (accessed on 14 May 2021).

42. Boa, J. Análise Energética de Equipamentos de uma Fábrica de Lacticínios. Master’s Thesis, Universidade da Beira Interior,
Covilhã, Portugal, 2012.

43. Bandarra, D.E.P. Uso de Fluidos Alternativos em Sistemas de Refrigeração e Ar Condicionado: Artigos Técnicos. Tendências do Uso de
Fluidos Refrigerantes Alternativos em Sistema de Ar Condicionado Automotivo; Instituto do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais
Renováveis, Ministério do Meio Ambiente: Brasília, Brazil, 2011.

44. INTARCON. F-Gas or the Prohibition of Fluorinated Gases. 2021. Available online: https://www.intarcon.com/en/f-gas/
(accessed on 16 March 2021).

45. Dufrio, R. Fluído Gás Refrigerante: Saiba Como Escolher a Melhor Opção. Dufrio Refrigeração, 29/07/2021. 2021. Avail-
able online: https://www.dufrio.com.br/blog/ar-condicionado/fluido-gas-refrigerante-saiba-como-escolher-a-melhor-opcao/
(accessed on 30 June 2022).

46. Fonseca, M. Transformação de Variáveis Qualitativas em Quantitativas; Um Estudo de Caso; Dissertação para a obtenção do grau
de Químico com atribuições Tecnológicas; Instituto de Química da Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro: Rio de Janeiro,
Brazil, 2017.

47. Rosa, D. Instruções If . . . Else em C Explicadas. 2022. Available online: https://www.freecodecamp.org/portuguese/news/
instrucoes-if-else-em-c-explicadas/ (accessed on 12 August 2022).

48. Pavkovic, B. Refrigerants—Part 2: Past, present and future perspectives of refrigerants in air-conditioning applications. REHVA
Eur. HVAC J. 2013, 50, 28–33.

49. Aldifrio Gás Refrigerante R-449 (Opteon™ XP40) Substituto R-404A/R-507. 2022. Available online: https://aldifrio.com/index.
php/2018/05/01/novo-refrigerante-concebido-substituir-r-404a-r-507/ (accessed on 5 September 2022).

50. Tazzetti Fluidos Refrigerantes. R422A. 2022. Available online: https://www.tazzetti.com/pt-pt/products-and-services/fluidos-
refrigerantes/R422A (accessed on 5 September 2022).

51. ACR. Que Problema con el Refrigerante de los Coches. 2008. Available online: https://www.acrlatinoamerica.com/20080325456/
noticias/empresas/ique-problema-con-el-refrigerante-de-los-coches.html (accessed on 5 September 2022).

http://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10192394
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-72929-5_23
http://doi.org/10.3390/asi4040080
https://atm-revolution.blogs.sapo.pt/3418.html
https://atm-revolution.blogs.sapo.pt/3418.html
http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16&subref=81&sub2ref=117
http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16&subref=81&sub2ref=117
http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16&subref=81&sub2ref=119&sub3ref=500
http://www.apambiente.pt/index.php?ref=16&subref=81&sub2ref=119&sub3ref=500
https://www.intarcon.com/en/f-gas/
https://www.dufrio.com.br/blog/ar-condicionado/fluido-gas-refrigerante-saiba-como-escolher-a-melhor-opcao/
https://www.freecodecamp.org/portuguese/news/instrucoes-if-else-em-c-explicadas/
https://www.freecodecamp.org/portuguese/news/instrucoes-if-else-em-c-explicadas/
https://aldifrio.com/index.php/2018/05/01/novo-refrigerante-concebido-substituir-r-404a-r-507/
https://aldifrio.com/index.php/2018/05/01/novo-refrigerante-concebido-substituir-r-404a-r-507/
https://www.tazzetti.com/pt-pt/products-and-services/fluidos-refrigerantes/R422A
https://www.tazzetti.com/pt-pt/products-and-services/fluidos-refrigerantes/R422A
https://www.acrlatinoamerica.com/20080325456/noticias/empresas/ique-problema-con-el-refrigerante-de-los-coches.html
https://www.acrlatinoamerica.com/20080325456/noticias/empresas/ique-problema-con-el-refrigerante-de-los-coches.html

	Introduction 
	The Problem under Study and Its Relevance 
	Evolution of the Refrigerants 
	Substitution Strategies 
	Properties of Alternative Refrigerants 

	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	Methods 
	Coefficients 
	Refrigerant Properties 
	Restriction of the Refrigerants 


	Case Studies 
	Case Study One 
	Case Study Two 
	Case Study Three 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	General Conclusions 
	Specific Conclusions 

	References

