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Numerical Simulation of Flow and Thermal Performance in the

Municapal Solid Waste Incinerator
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AA 2429 A a2z EAMAIEY A2 dHF0] 2329 A& A=
A FHED ol YL Hotsts AL iy Fast & dFdAes 2= U9 3
Az geAe] d2utgo]l T 1AALNANA HIEH AsA o] A4gs a6 ©E 2%
AxMojHe 2EEXYG FEFFEY W FHE FAT 28719249 #Hgatet H(chan}
Z7)ole] Aautse APHoz A ¥ 2877 Fo)g FYIHA EFH UAgx
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2P0z x, y, z WHY £E u, v, w, FFEFAUA k& 29 248 6, dEH b, d8Y 2
FE & mp, mixture fracion® FAGTE E pd 't Y= &4 A4E 47 vehdn. 4
N HANA 712¢ 43329 Y(finite difference method)oll 98 o]it3aiglon oitz}
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A= AozA WY de PHOENICSS SCRS(Simple Chemically-Reacting System) 2d&
o] &AL A8} 4tAete] wEEo HANLS HF M EBU(eddy-breakup) ®E& A831%
t}.

3. 331 & u@

2EA 2420 2477t FAHAE o 2479 d3A e whg g mestd 272y
9 FEEAH Y 2ZEEH B3y 2V e GO0 7148 E st A3 3gddA
8, 34X g g slddEd I €T YA 2RI, A28 F
1%, 247 9% $& 2eEstd 7HA A4E o] AdE A EH <Table 1> Z
At g 4FNEE Vs B AdedAE oz diA g Ivie FASA fu g3 @
24 F71%E nestch [Fig. 1ol & Aol Agdold A4 HolRE FREY Y
A B AN AEE EAEE Jehiio

<Table 1> A} ¢ 43

casel case2 case3

287 BUF (kg/hr) 2083 2083 2175
14444 371 (m’/s) 3.397 3.397 243
AALEF (keal/kg) 1600 1600 2000
qarzy (0) od 800 900
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At dad 9F A AP F9oF As) IR HA WAyt 72 32 8ol
£33 £33 AR wold 4 AR F7F e YAHE A FYAME £
A7Zd ez ddd [Fig. 3]& case3?l xul 2% FE& vehd zlojd. 23dade &

— 95 —



Ee vdd ¥ EAlY oz 14dLH T RO LERG 9 100K AR ¥ &
E2 d2d 72 wAurted d2d 27 25E% 1200KE 947 ARHoz ojFold A
02 B, 1ARAAYdAME FALFAAN X7t o 1600KE 7+ #A deisa Az
gddMe BANI9E P43 50K WA debsrh [Fig 4l =W dxdedA BelREe &
e AN Z3Y 259 & 4794 A FAHNY AAE 43 vudd Jebd el
1RA2dolA Bgdel A28 €A HA 13 d24de] 2EREe W89 Adx, d4, W
FHE & & Atk AFEFHAA 1AL EFFEY SE7 2O 23ALARe] FUHEO
2 254 2E7F Bt dA 272 24E 227 oA e S Rt o 349
o] AxdMFE Q4= vrjEe] AE% ALt A dojuEA BSAdAEe] 254daA
B TR A7 IYE A2 gddn. A EHold A& case2sh case3o] 1AL A A
A2 H TR BFE 2xVF SolAE AFE Bojd oA yHd oF XAl 9% o
7 Aoz wadr)

4 HE

2EA 2R dojue VAL M, 3XY dFdLNSd B3¢ ddedde] By
e Aladoln e olgon AY HrEY olFH HriEe AX, staf, 3Y R AP
A& Fol gojute g EJ Aot olF A3y AAA AA =ANsE 242 W
32 #FEHY Ed2 AT a2 AR a2yt dade e 2edy
7] 98 diws 2d ¥ EAdAEY 2Ug ey AAEA dxdd 8%, &%
3 FERE ALHAUT. 1A4d2E 371 £ A8 v WA didd & E {E53
WEv} dlov wEFe] Watd wEM xdl LEEXY olF & & AU AdAA= A
% dlolej¢) vty PR oz NEUNE AAF AT EAHIEL JEY FFH oS
9987 dEd #F 4% data® @83t HAAGY AxwrE 2IYE ALHoz By
g Ao

P by |
1. AFE 2771 dEANE T 22 A2¥ A, 194 AF B, 3%, Je7E, 199%6.
2. Patankar, S.V., “Numerical heat transfer and fluid flow”, Hemisphere publishing,
Washington, 1980.
3. Nasserzadeh, V., J. Swithenbank, B. Jones, “Three Dimensional Mathematical Modelling of
Sheffield Municipal Solid Waste Incinerator (35 MW) Using Experimental Data and
Computational Fluid Dynamics”, Journal of Institute of Energy, vol. 64, pp.166-175, 1991.

—96 —



Fig. 1 Real and computational view of combustion chamber
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Fig. 2 The velocity vector plot for municipal solid waste incinerator
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Fig. 3 The two dimensional view of temperature contour
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Fig. 4 Comparison of temperature profiles bhetween computed results and experimental data



