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Abstract

:

Aiming at solving the problem of high NOx emissions of a down-fired boiler, a new combustion system has been proposed by means of the numerical simulation using Ansys Fluent. The coal-lean stream (tertiary air), which was originally mixed with a separated overfired air (SOFA) stream on the front and rear walls of the upper furnace, was relocated to the lower zone of the furnace after retrofit. The secondary-air slots were transformed into a new annular port type, which was injected into the furnace with a down-tilt angle to increase the residence time of the coal stream. Furthermore, the effect of secondary air distribution and velocity of coal stream on performance was studied. After retrofitting the combustion system, the NO emissions were effectively controlled, decreasing from 906 mg Nm−3 to 576 mg Nm−3, but the carbon content of fly ash increased from 2.46% to 5.78%. Aiming at decreasing the carbon content of fly ash, the effect of coal/primary air velocity on the arch was studied. Less carbon content in fly ash can be observed for the lower arch airflow velocity. The results showed that the NO emissions can be controlled below 595 mg Nm−3, and the carbon content of fly ash was reduced to 3.39% when the velocity was decreased to 18 m s−1.
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1. Introduction


During coal combustion for electricity, nitrogen oxides can be formed and discharged partially into the atmosphere, causing photochemical pollution and acid rain [1]. Lean coal and anthracite coal are of a relatively high degree of coalification, with a relatively low volatile content and low reactivity, making it relatively difficult to ignite and burn out [2,3,4]. In order to utilize lean coal and anthracite coal efficiently, the down-fired boiler was proposed. The down-fired boiler has a unique advantage of high combustion temperature [5,6], thus lowering carbon content in fly ash but resulting in a higher NOx emission. Presently, four main types of down-fired furnace have been developed, including the Foster Wheeler, the Babcock and Wilcox, the Mitsui Babcock Energy Limited (MBEL) and the Stein down-fired furnace, which have been summarized in other works. The main differences among them are the type of burner, the position of coal-lean and coal-rich streams and the distribution of secondary air [7], which can affect coal combustion behavior and NOx emission significantly.



There have been extensive studies on new technology for the NOx control of down-fired boilers [7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16]. A stronger reductive atmosphere in the lower zone of the furnace, a larger circulation area near coal/air injection nozzles, a longer residence time of coal particles within a furnace and a proper temperature distribution are essential for the above purpose. Typically, a coal-lean stream separated from the coal-rich stream has a marked effect on the flow field, temperature distribution and oxidative and reductive atmospheres due to the higher content of moisture and the lower temperatures in the coal-lean stream. Thus, the arrangement of coal-lean stream has been studied extensively. Ma et al. [8,9,10] retrofitted the combustion system of a 600 MW down-fired boiler by moving the coal-lean stream on the arch to the front and rear walls in the lower zone of the furnace, and rearranged the F-layer and the over-fired secondary air, which successfully reduced around 50% of NOx emissions and controlled the carbon content in fly ash. Chen et al. [11] carried out a systematic study on the retrofit of the combustion system of a 600 MW down-fired boiler, including the optimal layout of the coal-lean stream, the downward inclination angle of secondary air and the ratio of over-fired air distribution. It was also found that the preferred position of the coal-lean stream was in the front and rear walls in the lower zone of the furnace and a declination of 20° for secondary air showed the best performance. Li et al. [12] studied the effect of the ratio of secondary air and coal-lean stream on the combustion characteristics of a 300 MW down-fired boiler. The result revealed that the ignition distance was reduced from 1.30 to 0.84 m when the secondary air ratio increased from 30.5% to 42.5%. The SOFA has a significant effect on the NOx emission and combustion efficiency of the furnace. Liu et al. [13] studied the influence of over-fired air ratio on the flow field, temperature distribution and component concentration distribution. The results showed that with the increase in the over-fired air ratio, the outlet temperature of furnace, the carbon content in fly ash and the concentration of O2 increased, but the NOx emissions decreased significantly. Ren et al. [14] studied the effect of different over-fire air ratios on the flow field, combustion characteristics and NOx emissions of a 300 MW down-fired FW boiler through numerical simulation, and found that when the over-fire air ratio increased from 0% to 40%, NOx emissions were reduced, but the carbon content of fly ash increased. A well-organized flow field of coal particles can hinder the primary formation of NOx without sacrificing the combustion efficiency of a furnace. Song et al. [7,15,16] had systematically studied the application of multiple-jet-staged combustion technology in the MBEL down-fired boiler, and thoroughly explored the impact of different schemes on the operation of the boiler. The higher velocity of secondary air surrounding the primary coal/air stream can delay the ignition of coal particles. Moreover, the flame center can also be altered by the velocity of secondary air. Wang et al. [17,18,19] studied the effect of a novel swirl burner with an acentric secondary air arrangement of the combustion behavior of a down-fired boiler and found that the circulation area can be enlarged, which was beneficial to the ignition of anthracite coal particles and stable combustion at low load.



Originally, the coal-lean stream was guided into SOFA (so-called vent-to-OFA technology), but proved to be a failure with high NOx emissions and the slagging phenomenon after coal-lean stream injection. To overcome these problems, a new combustion system was proposed in this work by moving tertiary air down to the lower zone of the boiler and mixing with secondary air. Moreover, the air ratio was redistributed and the type of secondary/tertiary air nozzle was redesigned. The speed of the coal/primary coal stream was also optimized to decrease the carbon content in fly ash.




2. Methodology


2.1. Original Combustion System


Figure 1A shows the diagram of the original combustion system. In this system, 36 double-cyclone pulverized coal burners were located on the arch of the furnace. Accordingly, the coal-lean stream was guided out of double-cyclone pulverized coal burners and mixed with SOFA (tertiary overfired air). The coal-rich stream was preheated and injected into the furnace with the assistance of a stream of secondary air. Compared with the traditional pulverized coal burner, the primary coal/air stream was mixed with preheated secondary air in the burner to intensify the ignition (so-called fuel preheat nozzle). C-layer secondary air on the arch was arranged to assist the flow of the coal-rich stream and volatile combustion in the initial stage. The remaining secondary air were horizontally injected into the furnace through the D, E and F slots. The tertiary air/SOFA stream was guided into the furnace with a down-tilt angle of 30°, and a down-tilt angle of 80° was set for double-cyclone pulverized coal burners. The remaining secondary air was horizontally injected into the furnace through D, E and F slots. The original air distribution of the furnace is given in Table 1.




2.2. New Combustion System


For the original combustion system, the NO emission was up to 900–1000 mg Nm−3 due to the unreasonable arrangement of coal-lean stream and secondary air distribution. In the original design, the coal-lean stream was burned in the upper parts of the furnace, resulting in a serious slagging phenomenon in the upper zone. Given the above problems that occurred during the operation, a new combustion system was proposed. The detailed retrofit scheme is described as follows: (1) The original tertiary overfired air nozzles were dismantled and the 72 SOFA nozzles were re-installed. (2) The 36 coal-lean streams were guided into the E-layer with a down-tilt degree of 30°. The outer zone of nozzles was surrounded by secondary air and the inner zone was for the injection of coal-lean stream. (3) The D-layer was removed. (4) The F-layer slots were re-designed as square nozzles with a down-tilt degree of 40°, which improved the rigidity of the flow and penetration depth of coal particles. The double-cyclone pulverized coal burners remained unchanged. Figure 1B presents a schematic diagram of the new combustion system. The guidance of coal-lean stream through the E-layer into the furnace can prevent their combustion in the upper zone of the furnace and prevent incomplete combustion. The D-layer was removed to extend the reductive environment to avoid the primary NOx formation in the outskirt of the burner. The injection of streams at E- and F-layers at a declination angle is beneficial for the penetration of coal stream into the lower position of the furnace, thus resulting in a longer residence time. Table 2 shows the new air distribution after retrofit.




2.3. Numerical Simulation


The proximate analysis and ultimate analysis of pulverized coal used for this furnace are shown in Table 3. It can be seen that the fixed carbon content is more than 80% and the ash content is 26.9%, indicating the coal is a typical anthracite.



The simulation of coal combustion in this furnace was performed by Ansys Fluent. The involved methods and models mainly include the gas-phase turbulent fluid flow (Standard k-ε model [20]), particle movement (stochastic particle method [21]), radiation heat transfer (DO model [22]), coal devolatilization (two-step competition rate model [23]), gas-phase turbulent combustion (mixture fraction/probability density function model [24]), char combustion (diffusion/kinetic model [25,26]) and NOx prediction (Zeldvich mechanism [27]). The prediction of NOx formation was simulated using the post-processing method only considering the contribution of thermal NO and Fuel NO. The formation pathway of Fuel NO can be described by the De Soete mechanism [28]. In this work, it is assumed that the N in the volatile matter is released in the form of HCN and NH3 (HCN/NH3 = 9:1). The N in the char is assumed to be transformed into NO with a conversation rate of 0.32.





3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Verification of Numerical Simulation Reliability


The grid independence verification was initially carried out to ensure the reliability of the geometric model and the grid division scheme. The model was divided into different numbers of cells, including 1.16 million, 2.16 million, 3.01 million, 4.71 million and 5.17 million. The velocity field and the average velocity curve along the height of the furnace is given in Figure 2. It can be seen that the flow field showed good symmetry when the number of cells was 3.01 million, 4.71 million and 5.17 million, respectively. The average velocity distribution overlapped between 4.71 million and 5.17 million cells. Therefore, 4.71 million cells were chosen for the following simulation.



The numerical simulation of the original operation condition is compared with the field experimental result as given in Table 4. The temperature was measured using an infrared thermograph. The NO was measured using a gas analyzer (Testo 350). The carbon content in fly ash is determined by combusting the fly ash sampled using a isokinetic sampling method after the economizer. It can be seen that the simulation result was close to the experimental result, indicating that the meshing method and the model setting method are reasonable.




3.2. Simulation on New Combustion System


Figure 3 shows the particle trajectory diagram and velocity field of the original design and the new combustion system. From the flow field diagram, it can be seen that the coal particle stream was turned upward at around 15 m for the original design due to the injection of secondary air from E and F layers horizontally. Based on the particle trajectory diagram, parts of pulverized coal cannot be effectively lifted for the original design due to the low rigidity of the secondary air from E and F layers. Comparatively, for the new combustion system, the F-layer can effectively lift the coal stream, preventing the coal from entering the slagging discharge port. Moreover, the new combustion system can create a larger recirculation area under the arch. The recirculation area under the arch can suck high-temperature flue gas and promote the combustion of pulverized coal in the initial stage [29].



The temperature distribution of the original system and the new combustion system is given in Figure 4. For the new combustion, it can be seen that the flame moved downward as a whole and the average temperature was higher in the lower zone of the furnace system. All coal particles were combusted in the lower zone of the furnace, thus resulting in a higher average temperature. The two temperature peaks were possibly due to the combustion of coal-lean stream and coal-rich stream, respectively. For the new combustion system, the coal particle stream can penetrate deeper inside the lower zone of the furnace. As a result, more volatiles and char can be burnt in the lower parts of the furnace. Therefore, the average temperature in the lower zone of furnace was increased. Moreover, the circulation zone was enlarged for the new combustion system. The high temperature area of the upper furnace was significantly reduced, which can potentially hinder the occurrence of slagging in the upper furnace.



Figure 5 shows the O2 and CO distribution of the original design and the new combustion system. It can be observed that the average oxygen concentration was lower for the new combustion system due to the better combustion efficiency of coal particles consuming more oxygen than the original system. For the original design, the oxygen concentration was high near the front and back walls, indicating the poor mixing of coal particles with secondary air in the initial stage. Consistent with oxygen and temperature distributions, a higher CO concentration was observed for the areas with less oxygen but higher temperature. Two peaks can be observed for the new combustion system, corresponding to the combustion of coal-lean and coal-rich streams separately.



Figure 6 shows the NO distribution and averaged NO concentration along the furnace height. From the NO distribution graph, it can be seen that a large amount of NO was formed near the tertiary overfired air nozzles for the original design due to the partial combustion of coal in an oxidative atmosphere. Comparatively, the pattern of NO distribution was largely altered for the new combustion system. Only one peak of NO formation can be observed for the new combustion system. In the lower position (<18 m), a higher NO was formed possibly due to the injection of the coal-lean stream, because the coal concentration in the coal-lean stream was much lower. Therefore, a local oxidative atmosphere can promote the formation of NO. With the coal particles moving upward, the NO concentration decreased markedly. For the new combustion system, a stronger reductive atmosphere can be created in the lower zone of the furnace as evidenced by the oxygen and CO distribution. As a result, the formed NO can be reduced into N2 along their pathway. Comparatively, two peaks can be observed for the original system. A large amount of NO was formed near the primary coal/air nozzles due to the combustion of the coal-rich stream. In the original condition, parts of secondary air (C-layer) were introduced into the furnace alone with the primary coal/air mixtures, which is detrimental to NO reduction. Moreover, the primary coal/air stream can be reversed upward due to the smaller circulation area, which can be relatively easily oxidized into NO. In the lower position of the furnace, parts of coal particles encountered the secondary air and were oxidized into NO.



Through the above simulation, the NO emission can be effectively controlled for the new combustion system, reducing from 906 mg Nm−3 to 576 mg Nm−3. After the introduction of the coal-lean stream into the E-layer, the flame center moved downward significantly and the residence time of coal particles within the lower zone of the furnace could be increased. As a result, the oxygen level decreased and the NO reduction effect was promoted. However, this can lead to a higher carbon content in fly ash due to the oxygen-deficient environment [30,31]. For the new combustion system, the carbon content of fly ash increased to 5.78% with respect to 2.46% for the original system. The power plant adopted this new combustion system to meet the NO emission requirement and hindered the coking phenomenon of the upper furnace successfully.




3.3. The Air Distribution of F-Layer and Arch


After moving down the coal-lean stream, the NOx emission could essentially be controlled, but the carbon content in fly ash was still high. In the new combustion system, the secondary air ratio was initially set to 29.5% considering the fact that the ratio of secondary air on the arch can have a great impact on NO and a high ratio of secondary air on the arch may result in a poor NO inhibition effect [32,33]. It is of great significance to study the effect of the ratio of secondary air located on the arch on NO formation. In this part, the ratio of SOFA, tertiary air and E-layer air remained unchanged. Only the secondary air on the arch and F-layer were adjusted to study the effect of deep air-staged combustion. Keeping the total air ratio on the arch and F-layer unchanged, the air ratio on the arch was set to 29.5%, 24.7% and 20%, respectively, as shown in Table 5. To avoid the influence of nozzle velocity, the nozzle velocity was kept constant by changing the size of the nozzle.



Figure 7 shows the temperature distribution for different conditions. It can be observed that the temperature level was lower and more homogeneous at a lower secondary air ratio on the arch. At the condition of a lower secondary air ratio on the arch, the cooling effect can be weakened and the combustion of char and volatiles can be relatively slowly burnt along the pathway [12]. Therefore, the temperature profile was more homogeneous.



The O2 and CO distribution for the original condition and new combustion system are given in Figure 8. The oxygen concentration in the lower zone of the furnace was lower for the condition of the lower secondary air ratio on the arch. Conversely, the CO concentration was larger in the same area. This is because less O2 was available in the lower zone of the furnace for Case-B and Case-C because more secondary air was injected through the F-layer. From this perspective, NO formation can be hindered for the condition of a lower secondary air ratio on the arch.



From the NO distribution in Figure 9, it can be seen that the NO formation in the lower zone of the furnace can be largely hindered for Case-B and Case-C due to the stronger oxygen-deficient environment created by the deep air staging. However, more NO was formed above 20 m for Case-C. Possibly, the burnout rate of char was low for Case-C in the lower zone of the furnace. Therefore, parts of N in char can be released as NO in the oxidative environment of SOFA in this condition.



The simulation results of different working conditions are summarized in Table 6 and drawn in Figure 10. It can be seen that when the secondary air ratio on the arch increased from 20% to 24.7%, the emission of NO decreased markedly, possibly due to the stronger reductive environment. An increasing secondary air ratio on the arch indicates that less secondary air will be provided in the lower zone of the furnace, which can create a local reductive atmosphere forming less NO, as evidenced by the lower O2 and higher CO concentration in the lower zone of the furnace. From Figure 10, it can be seen that the carbon content in fly ash did not increase, indicating that increasing secondary air ratio on the arch from 20% to 24.7% hardly affected the combustion of coal-particle stream in the lower zone of the furnace. However, when the secondary air on the arch was further increased to 29.5%, the NO and carbon contents in fly ash both increased. In this condition, the secondary air ratio in the lower zone of the furnace decreased markedly, which is detrimental to the combustion of coal particles. Therefore, parts of coal will be combusted in the upper zone of the furnace and nitrogen in the unburnt char will be released as NO. The higher carbon content in fly ash also indicted the delayed combustion of coal particles.




3.4. The Influence of Velocity of Arch Airflow


After studying the influence of the air distribution ratio between the arch and F-layer on combustion behavior, the effect of the velocity of arch airflow was further simulated to obtain optimal values. In the above simulation, the velocity of arch airflow was set as 25 m s−1 to maintain the rigidity of the coal-particle stream. The excessively high air velocity may affect the residence time, ignition and the burnout of the pulverized coal in the furnace. Therefore, different velocities of arch airflow of 18, 20, 22, 25 and 28 m s−1 were chosen for the following simulation, while keeping the air distribution ratio unchanged.



Figure 11 shows the temperature distribution at different velocities of arch airflow. It can be seen that the average temperature in the lower zone of the furnace reduced, but increased above the arch. This is because, as the velocity of coal-particle stream increased, the ignition of the coal-particle stream could be delayed. The average temperature was thus decreased in the lower zone of the furnace.



The oxygen and CO distribution at different velocities of arch airflow are given in Figure 12. From the oxygen distribution curve, it can be observed that the averaged oxygen concentration at a higher arch airflow velocity was slightly larger than that at smaller velocity conditions in the lower zone of the furnace, and a reversed trend can be observed for CO in the same zone. In general, more CO and less oxygen were formed at a location above 13 m at lower velocities of arch airflow. In contrast, the CO concentration in the position below 13 m was higher with the increase in arch airflow velocity. This is because the higher the velocity of arch airflow, the more pulverized coal can penetrate deep into the lower position of the furnace and form more CO. At around 20 m, a higher CO concentration can be observed for a lower arch airflow. At a lower arch airflow velocity, more of the coal-particle stream can be burnt near the nozzle, thus creating a stronger reductive atmosphere, showing a better effect on suppressing NO formation [34]. Upon injecting the SOFA into the upper zone of the furnace, the oxygen concentration increased markedly and a final higher oxygen emission could be observed for a higher velocity of arch airflow. It indicates that the utilization of oxygen at a higher arch airflow velocity was weakened, resulting in a poor burnout performance of pulverized coal. Therefore, the lower arch airflow velocity can consume more oxygen and produce more CO and thus a better burnout performance due to the optimal flow field.



The NO concentration distribution at different arch airflow velocities is given in Figure 13. It can be seen that the NO concentration was the highest at around 13 m, possibly due to the combustion of the coal-lean stream in the oxidative atmosphere. At higher arch airflow velocities, more NO was formed at zones below SOFA. This is because more coal particles can penetrate the lower position at higher arch airflow velocities, which can be combusted with the assistance of F-layer air, forming more NO. Comparatively, at lower velocities, more coal particles can be consumed in the higher position of a lower zone of the furnace, thus creating a stronger reductive atmosphere and promoting the reduction in NO. Upon the injection of SOFA, the NO concentration was dropped markedly due to the dilution effect of SOFA. With the continuous combustion of pulverized coal, the NO concentration gradually increased along the furnace height. As the arch airflow velocity decreased from 25 to 18 m s−1, the NO concentration at the outlet showed an upward trend. This indicates that extra NO can be formed upon the injection of SOFA, which is stronger at a lower arch airflow velocity.



To further understand the effect of arch airflow velocity, the variations of temperature, oxygen, NO and carbon content in fly ash with respect to arch airflow velocity are summarized in Figure 14. In summary, more NO and a higher carbon content in fly ash can be observed at higher arch airflow velocities, but a reduction in temperature and oxygen concentration are seen at the outlet of the furnace. A higher carbon content in fly ash and a higher oxygen concentration, yet with a lower temperature at the outlet of the furnace, indicate a poor combustion efficiency at higher arch airflow velocities. At a higher arch airflow velocity, more of the coal-particles stream can penetrate the lower position of the furnace and be burnt at lower temperatures, which is not conducive to the combustion of pulverized coal [35]. Thus, the carbon content in fly ash increases. Due to the lower combustion extent of char after the SOFA, less N in char can be released as NO, and thus, a lower NO emission occurs at a higher arch airflow velocity.





4. Conclusions


In this work, a new combustion system has been proposed and simulated using Ansys Fluent. The effect of the arrangement of the coal-lean stream, the distribution of secondary air and the velocity of arch airflow on combustion performance were studied. Upon moving the coal-lean stream downward and combining it with E-layer air, the flame center was lowered. Only one NO formation peak could be observed for the new combustion system with respect to two NO formation peaks at the original operating condition due to the stronger reductive atmosphere. As a result, the NO emissions were effectively controlled, decreasing from 906 mg Nm−3 to 576 mg Nm−3, but the carbon content of fly ash increased from 2.46% to 5.78% after a retrofit of the combustion system. Decreasing the secondary air ratio on the arch to 24.7% can decrease carbon content in fly ash and NO emission slightly by creating a stronger reductive atmosphere in the initial stage of combustion. Further, the velocity of arch airflow velocity was also optimized to reveal their effect on combustion behavior. With the increase in velocity, the residence time of coal particles was extended overall, but stayed at a lower temperature zone for a longer time. Therefore, the burnout rate of coal was hindered at a higher arch airflow velocity and more char was consumed after the injection of SOFA, releasing more NO in the oxidative atmosphere.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of original and new combustion systems. (A) Original system; (B) New system. 
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Figure 2. Flow field and average velocity curve along the height of furnace. (A) 1.16 million; (B) 2.16 million; (C) 3.01 million; (D) 4.71 million; (E) 5.17 million. 
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Figure 3. Particle trajectory diagram: (a) Original operating condition; (b) New combustion system. Flow field diagram: (c) Original operating condition; (d) New combustion system. 
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Figure 4. Temperature distribution and temperature evolution: (a) Original operating condition; (b) New combustion system; (c) Averaged temperature evolution with furnace height alone. 
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Figure 5. O2 distribution: (a) Original operating condition; (b) New combustion system; (c) Averaged O2 evolution with furnace height alone. CO distribution: (d) Original operating condition; (e) New combustion system; (f) Averaged CO evolution with furnace height alone. 
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Figure 6. NO concentration diagram and averaged NO concentration curve: (a) Original operating condition; (b) New combustion system; (c) Averaged NO concentration with furnace height alone. 
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Figure 7. Temperature distribution diagram: (a) Secondary air ratio on arch, 29.5%; (b) Secondary air ratio on arch, 24.7%; (c) Secondary air ratio on arch, 20%. 
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Figure 8. Averaged O2 and CO concentrations along the furnace height: (a) Oxygen; (b) CO. 
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Figure 9. NO concentration diagram: (a) Secondary air ratio on arch, 29.5%; (b) Secondary air ratio on arch, 24.7%; (c) Secondary air ratio on arch, 20%. 
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Figure 10. Comparison of calculation results under different secondary air ratio on the arch. 






Figure 10. Comparison of calculation results under different secondary air ratio on the arch.



[image: Energies 16 06837 g010]







[image: Energies 16 06837 g011a][image: Energies 16 06837 g011b] 





Figure 11. Temperature distribution: (a) Velocity of 18 m s−1; (b) Velocity of 20 m s−1; (c) Velocity of 22 m s−1; (d) Velocity of 25 m s−1; (e) Velocity of 28 m s−1. 
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Figure 12. Distribution curves of oxygen and CO along furnace height: (a) oxygen; (b) CO. 
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Figure 13. NO concentration: (a) Velocity of 18 m s−1; (b) Velocity of 20 m s−1; (c) Velocity of 22 m s−1; (d) Velocity of 25 m s−1; (e) Velocity of 28 m s−1. 
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Figure 14. Comparison of calculation results under different wind speeds at the arch. 
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Table 1. Original secondary air distribution.
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	Mixed Air
	C-Layer
	D-Layer
	E-Layer
	F-Layer
	Tertiary Overfired Air
	Leakage





	Temperature (K)
	556
	630
	630
	630
	630
	543
	



	Ratio (%)
	23.9
	5
	4.6
	6.9
	34.5
	20.1
	5



	Velocity (m s−1)
	23.8
	40
	14.3
	14.3
	14.3
	26.5
	










 





Table 2. The air distribution after retrofit.
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	Mixed Air
	E-Layer
	Tertiary Air
	F-Layer
	SOFA
	Air Leak





	Temperature (K)
	582
	630
	393
	630
	630
	



	Ratio (%)
	36.9
	5.9
	7.4
	14.8
	30
	5



	Speed (m s−1)
	25
	30
	25
	30
	30
	










 





Table 3. Proximate analysis and ultimate analysis.
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Proximate Analysis (wt.%)

	
Elemental Analysis (wt.%)




	
Moisturear

	
Volatile Matterdaf

	
Fixed Carbondaf

	
Ashar

	
Car

	
Har

	
Nar

	
Sar

	
Oar *






	
7.9

	
20

	
80

	
26.9

	
55.0

	
2.2

	
2.0

	
4.0

	
2.0








* daf: dry-ash free basis; ar: as received basis.













 





Table 4. Comparison of experimental and simulation results.
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	Temperature (K)
	NOx (mg Nm−3, 6% O2)
	Carbon Content in Fly Ash





	Experimental
	1530
	900–1000
	2–3



	Simulation
	1609
	906
	2.5










 





Table 5. Air distribution with different secondary air on arch (%).
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	Condition
	Secondary Air on Arch
	Mixed Air
	F-Layer
	E-Layer
	Tertiary Air
	SOFA
	Air Leak





	Case-A
	29.5
	36.9
	14.8
	5.9
	7.4
	30
	5



	Case-B
	24.7
	32.2
	19.5
	5.9
	7.4
	30
	5



	Case-C
	20.0
	27.4
	24.3
	5.9
	7.4
	30
	5










 





Table 6. Calculation results under different secondary air ratio on arch.
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	Secondary Air on the Arch
	Temperature (K)
	Oxygen Fraction (mol.%)
	NO (mg Nm−3)
	Carbon Content in Fly Ash (%)





	20%
	1513
	5.3
	612
	5.5



	24.7%
	1516
	5.2
	568
	5.5



	29.5%
	1517
	5.3
	576
	5.8
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