73S 47l ity di /58 304

ol 4%, 3 AE", A 3", A A", F F&'
s 3ydtia B33
s QA7]@ATY

-3 5

73 71287 AR A8 AADTEMN LAY oAl FdHEke] =&
Hjhg Rl ot 218§ AN 72 KWAHRDYE ol &3 43
dch gz =2 dAEME= SIMPLEC ged-&, HolwX AYHL k-t GHE
d& AHgscich UAHWA Aade Frld sy Pty zdon ujddAg F
ZIANgeo] ¥ MREFIVEGL 1A dgich. olx37l FhH(parallel
injectionz} nonparallel 30° injection)o] whE <4=A|%jM g 4¥3lo] Ar tracerd]
APEEOl o AdPxEet vzt VY U FREF don oAyl ¢
z} QU JE} A4 whE |53 A3k E43ach

A=

MR AREM SO8t NOx A2 AMd7tast £34F cidU AWK viEdMol
ehe vatad A= §3t BN ol3R), I ¢AY 2 FAAY HolA
che ofuix] =Aldol nis] FFSle YU FE= A FoR AGAow AREHIT gl
th olsige MY ARgol wE VLA AMAvie A BV FUdYos R o
Folx gli=tl 1 RMAY M7} thermal NO:& A aol& 1T Mute] &
5344, MTsiAY WIhEA, J2l2 AP MEQL: FERoeM PJY HAYNE T
WYt ‘slagging combustion’ J|@EoITH o, 1993: X%, 1992: &F,1993). o] FofA
1GCC(Integrated Coal Gasification Combined Cycle), & AM€I7jA3} HEPAL ¢
SHAMY AU T £AF Awla AW $eild XAc) YAVeE
2t wx glcl

gy} o] ICC Vg F ©e S4V|@EA J1F FAY AL Meirlatr] Jle
22 gzizlx] Ao g dFU) MR on} A 4 Jle E2t 4
- 571 F3of W2l YAHY TR dAV @A & Aol Ve U
8ot ohzl A HEoT HAY HANHI I GE-E tadr] A o3& P
she AMlE g de]A glch (Sowa,1987), o] JtARI] dAL tidd W WA
< dEQU Myt & GA4 2lojlox Yol AMXIY MRre] Jjaay F/I| £RS
7t} 2MolM Uojrh= Yol BE S, XY FHAZL Bojsh= By v
248 JGHg o e Ueh}r] oEojcHSwoot et al,1984). o] YHUILS FU
¢ Aawe] 4EA AAE At E combustion cheaistry’ e} Tlo] WFHbof cf
¢ xjao] @7V 3HA a7t A7) dAel oM Usoiat 7l FUN Hste]
o2 GRASY 142 S84 olelo] AZY Mclntoshel Coates®] Yol Zo} &
<4 otk &, ‘7237 FYF =GR A2 WAIL Miie] AYFo] e AP
& A4 =paje] & wlvcls YA Il (Mcintosh and Coates, 1978).



ol EEY =xlolN & oo 73 HuriAle] xd dAE AlAe
AEAg ol AFE 3=of &Rt i NSF dYo] vl 83} ol FAAHAU J}
2371 BY e GiFge] o |2 EME F3AE 4 A& B¢ olzl pilot plant
Folu 4494 =29 3 1 dYdze] oyt 4% a3 FHqES ot FA
Fos g oA nEY AL PFHE ZE2IYWES ulF Brigham Young
University(BYU)2] Smoot I1-82] PCGC-22} lmperical College?] Lockwood I1-Bo] X2
I8S £ M2 § 4 don 19 g2 AgEe] nEMT d4AS 48 =2y
& 71Ysiadr]. Table 1o] 3¢ F=F o] 8T njEids W kAN dAS A
2618 Uehijgich

Table 1. Review of Pulverized Coal-Fired Comrechensive
Computer Program & Applications

Authors Year Destription / Applications
Gib & . ..
M;r::: 1970 2-D 4% tJA %, stream function-vorticity 'Y
1980,1983 | 31¥ 3§ AR =29 A3,
Lockwood et al. | 1984 2D 9% cjAY. AIE By AR
Smith et al. 1981 2-D 43 oi¥Y, 48AHH FE(PCGC-2)
Hill 1983 Nox B9 7p, 2-D 9% ¥ P (PCGC-2)
Boysan et al. 1986 2-D Y= tjAY, Cyclone 948
3D 34 Y 24 das
ﬁg::ih & 1984 (tangentially fired furnace)
ghaia 20mX20m utility boiler.
2-D 9% tAY oFF d4= By ZA MY
Truelove 1984, 1986 253 233 Q7
3-D %H-8 500MF 832 FUYY 4} AL =
Boyd & Kent 1986 10.69X%8.86x3.16m utility boiler
Sowa 1987 BYU f}-’:-i}?'l %ol ¥ Injector Y& A
{PCGC-2)
Gorner & 1988 3-D utility boiler
Zinser brown coal, 300 MW
Jang & 1988 2-D {5 oY d4=
Acharya Hgt Qiat &5 2 =34 43
J &
A:::rya 1991 Fuel Nox 2% 7], 2-D 9% o3y
olA ]
aae Bl | Aasuds Angd 29 39 2

2y ode g W dFolE 7St HE stA] dA % A &
F2Y 43 sl Y AFE 2= AYRYe] oy Asy Ay g By,
323 MREY daf/del oyt dlolel F3o] 27k ol AT dHos ¥
e dAF s Ay upRS f5%el oY ¢ANY S ¢Rstdct. & Ao

_29_.



A AUy 7ja)y]) BYL BYURAM Metds W 7l23p] Y& H3 ARSE o=
(Memmott, 1977) ©[2}37] F4IYelo] W2 §5F R UAAY B3} Foj7l 2 32
T3 odelcth

=815 o 9 Y

GRS R M AR Al ¢ 2xid {433 E(cylindrical
coordinate)ol A 7tA R-F-& Zl1g3took 3lul ol BAAel, wUFY, FERAN
2 /139U o ZIAagele] 5% Xud-84(Navier-Stokes equation) 22 L}ehJo]
1= 8

S48 2544 (Axial momentum) :

"'37 (puu) + —}.— gr(rvuu)
_ __aP 3 (. _au 1 _a 4 au
- ax t Tax \Me 8x Y Tar\Mr o, o)
v
ax (u‘ ax) r ( ax
A3 25 YUY (Radial momentum) :
2 (ow) + + g,um)
__apP a2 av A _a ¢ v
- ar * Tox \u‘ ax) YT Tar \Wer arz) (2)
L dv), ew _ _2Wv
ax (u‘ 8r) + (ru: ar) T re
Adursy o-5ulA 2l (Tangential momentum) :
aax aar (revw)
_ 9 dw 1 _3 qwy
T ax (u‘ ax! 't 7 Ter (u:r ar ) (3)
_Mew w3 pow
r r ar r

olZ|tt FFUFAUX k-t GREYL A8t A3} K offet A2 Au]
B34& gt

1 _ 2 ey
Fepervel (4)

AN T YUBEASZA AWW(axial), AHWW(radial), APY
(tangential)?] BEF4EFEL BAYDLE IFAUA k W 29 2408 cg 22
UERMI Tos} Sei 2 3484 § of ot B4 Ade} A4 Uehie olg
Table 20§ AABHACLh. AN Geb WRAUAPHE uehdel, o= OF

30—




Prandtl/Schmidt4~§ A|AIRIc) § g FHHA¢(effective turbulent viscosity)

2N qYEEASe u o GRPEAST u o o2 EQH.

A](4)9} o] HUHE YrEA 22 wnlE XugF A & ArSNAME FAL
Ao 7125 |RUxHEY (control-volume based finite difference method)& o]-&3}
o  AM¥AJ  olapPEAE  fxsiirh. olAEAL line-by-line
TDMA(tridiagonal matrix algorithm)ofl 213} 3|& F8}%l.2m Navier-Stokes 53
Aol el 4xo ¢Ee 44 Exle SIMPLEY] E¢AYE HEld
SIMPLEC(Semi-Implicit Method on Pressure-Linked Equations Consistent) YiLg|&FS
218319 tHVan Doormaal and Raithby,1984). ¥ Z=}H Alolg] ¢ole] 34zt 23
2 Power-Law Schemeo]] 2]3] 435 lct.

Table 2. Expressions for I'y and S for k-¢ turbulence model.

® T 2B23%( Ss)
Momontua u o g{c("" g: *% gr(“"r g;)" 33’2
Radial ) L aax(“df 3? *"1' gr(““;r 31;)
Momentum -2114—%4-—%———%%
e | [ | et
,;:::,c k 'Lof_ Gu - pe
Di::izatim € _%;g_ ‘%’(Cl Gu - Cz2p¢)

Ci =14, C2 = 192, 0, = 09, 0, = 122

G = wfe] (34)' (32 (£) ] (58 (=3 2)
- (3]

2

A2t HH ALE HMAME Lagrangian P& BB U=t WA F
71AYEE 2 Fpol vhed AL o2 vehjolrt

du,

my—Sp= Codp 5 Vg - Tyl (oy - Bp)  =mmmm (5)

SNolA Vot vpe 22 UAt /AN SEElY my, A, p, Coe ¢




A9 AF, A< TUEY, 2719 UL, AY KESS F2 Ushdch N(5)&
x-, r- WY SEHE, v, v- SEYLE Yehid olelst gk,

_dup

= Wwe - ow) e (6)
%P- =alvg -v) s (7)

UHold  at 71Nt YA BTIEEE EH= Yo R okl HoE FoiF
=2

. (0

Pp Dp

A(8)2) ust dp= 2z daddASe UAlY A Ushin Re: U
UGS FRTE Reynolds $olth. A(6)3 ()& Bield AN Ak &
Fusel AYo| ofdle} ol vrhact,

o il TR R 7 ) S—— (9)
We =y - T )
dt = avg = vp) + A’ (vy - vp') = oo (10)

4(5),(6)o] Jehd GRAFHBY &, o'(up' - up), BEEL dRoAY y]
AYo] &3] A7l GREGL] dEAQA 24 F A F{W g} AY Aarg
f3Me 18 e B el Fa3ith oj2t BLlY GF 2] = Reynolds
Ao} dRefMe] 1 AEE & 4 ok YA AdodAd Jehbs G F 4
J{ge] Bo] oYy FEE the Yo I Ueh} Qo] qrlMes dFA dert
(Smoot et al,1984: 9F,1987).

A=Y Adtole oM IV o2 I ERRSo W 4%8E 23R ¢
sten FrIAEe, 39, YUY, AYYHE 1128514 Lagrangian Wyol 23 =}
S= % AL 3Tt AL olelg} Fo] Fojich

-%y-t”— = duyg+ g -Qup, = mmmemmmeeeee- (11)
dv 2

_dtL = dpg + -dvp  mmmmmeeeeee- (12)
dw v

g T twg - (cl + —’,L)wp ------------ (13)

A2 Mol pp, Dp, Co= 42 g=i8) Wx, FITHEA, F7ANBASE e}

ch,



dit U EE

Fig.12 ¥ =F2 ooz dyY Memmott(1977)8] AY A EAlxo|cr}
Parallel 4] Y2 Uz} F71st HAWsHA olal 371§ $4U3td 2 nonparallely
2 7hA27] Aol 448 BYY W= AEE AL olx F7E FYsIATh o
wfo] g}, o2l 718 == 22} 30,38ws oldlen FYFA ¢ FEE 10%E
Jlee s MdAstdct. Fig. 2& parallel?}t nonparallel $¢] o] wiel &FAlo
S Ard] AT &l tiy AdA e HEXNE ¥lay Aotk AP A=
A Fyse] gy Uy HAE R4Fa glon oY AP Fig. 39 RAY &F
wrarAal 0,11, 0.18, 0.30melA 8] radial profileo] tj¥t vlaojd % & Yehtz gl
t}h Fig. 42] 8532 nonparallel $4)o] tiil vector plotE Vel Zlo g ofx}
37 FYH- A B¢ Kol 7103 ‘entrainment V2 AV F9& Flo]
BolFa gt 7lel olakg7le £, £UNe i A=, /oAt F712] momentum
ratio, 3%} 7] 9%, gasifier aspect ratio, o]} F7]8 2xF AUt W<
5% H3 9@ 9xt HF AL A3 e Ede AAR] AAE ool
(©1,1995).

AE U YT A7

7IAET] A AT o] AFEA EFF JIAHI] v GF /5% 22D
& U3t ol2} 718 parallel?} nonparallel F4] Al&e] 2gsigict. A4t
A3 Ay} vladle wE2ge FA4E vrhiden £S5 AN d4e] o
€ ¥4 47t EUdes AR e 39S Rach 2y N 9 A AL
old 371 AYHoA Uehhs 3718 At o] =t Ay Aol M
Bivhe w83 ¢F ABE S8Yel i 98 A4 A Bl 23 aHFH
olof & Alyeln] gre o] PFzAMoltt. ol lA%tr] Wl Myt gA AHe FY
& F3o] 7tA8Y] A% Bl Fo¥ AYeE WEI] wiRelch. Az AF A
4tollA Basset U, HAY, FYFo] AYHo gled ot Y& 23N U olF
7t ch7igdel ] Mgt Qlztel F7] WEIY Aolst 10008] FE2 IAA Yeht ol
gEo] FAH 4 917l wiolch.  IJoiu JiUY 7hAIY] B¢ e g wE
AE Aot e GF ZE oA AA HF AdolA o)t de] njXE §
% AE7 A olol ¥ Aolrt.

A2 713

u, v, w: Axial, radial, and tangential velocity (m/s)

X, r . Axial, radial coordinate

k ¢ Turbulent kinetic energy per unit mass (J/kg)

£ : Dissipation rate of turbulent kinetic energy (J/kg-s)

Gt : Turbulent kinetic energy generation per unit volume (J/m’-s)
g : gas

P ! particle

a : coefficient in particle motion equation
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