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F<2 inlet 1, FA28Q inlet 2, inlet 3, FAA2EQ) inlet 4, inlet 52 z}zte]
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case 1 case 2

C:22.24, H:2.99, 0:16.74, N:0.74| C:22.37, H:3.01, 0:16.8, N:0.74

287 ZA (@
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o) F 7)) 2.04 149
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Fig. 1 Schematic of Pilot Fig.2 Comparison of CO concentration
Plant incinerator. between predicted result and expe-
rimental data (circle with number
is an experimental datum).
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(a) case 1 (b) case 2
[Fig. 3] Comparison of temperature distribution between predicted result and
experimental data (unit:K, circles with number are experimental data)
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