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Dynamic Simulation of Heat Recovery Steam Generator
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Abstract

A thorough understanding of the transient behavior during load following and start-up is essential in the
design and operation of an heat recovery steam generator(HRSG). During this period of time, material that is
exposed to high temperature and experiences a large temperature variation is subject to high thermal stress.
APESS(Advanced Plant Engineering & Simulation System) is a dynamic simulation software for power plant
which is under being developed by Doosan Heavy Industries & Construction Co., Ltd. This paper present the
introduction of APESS and the result of simulation for an heat recovery steam generator.
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