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Ilpu pabome 50epHO20 pedepc-NOMOUHO20 PEaKMopd KepamMuieckue Comosble peeeHepamopsl noo-
sepeaiomces Oeticmsuto mepmoyoapHou nazpysku. C nomowpio npoepammnozo obecnevernus CFX
nposedero Yuciennoe MoOeauposanue S0P memMnepamypuvl U memnepamypHo20 Hanpsxicenus Kepa-
MUYECKUX COMOBbIX peceHepamopos. Hccie006ano usmeneHue memMnepamyp 60 6peMeHu O0as Kepa-
MUYECKUX COMOBbIX PE2eHepamopos ¢ OMeepCmusMu pasiuuHol ¢opmul.  IIpoananuzuposarsl
INIOPLI MEMNEPAMYPHO20 HANPSNCEHUS. PeSCHEPAMOPO8 C PASHLIMU KOHCIMPYKYUOHHBIMU U IKCHIYA-
MAYUOHHBIMU NAPAMEMPAMU. YCMAHOBNEHO, YMO MEeMNepamypHoe HANPANCeHUe Kepamuiecko2o
COM0B020 pezeHepamopa 3asucum onm @Gopmbl OMEepCmuil, NOPUCOCIU U MOJUWUHBL CIEHOK.
Pesynvmamer dannoeo uccnedoganus ciysxcam meopemuyeckou 06a30i 0 ONMmuMu3ayuu Kepamu-
YeCKUX COMOBBIX PeceHepamopos.

Knioueevte cnoea: xepaMU4YecKHil COTOBBIN pereHepaTop, YHMCICHHOE MOJECIHUPOBAHUE,
TEMIIepaTypa, TEMIEpaTypHOE HaNpsLKEHHE.

Introduction. Thermal flow-reversal reactor (TFRR) technology is an effective
technology widely applied to greenhouse gas elimination and heat recovery from ventilation
air methane (VAM) of coal mines [1-5]. This technology is based on flow-reversal
principle. The heat of combustion is first transferred to a solid medium and then the
incoming air, in order to raise its temperature to the ignition temperature of methane. The
solid medium usually consists of a number of honeycomb ceramics. In TFRR operations,
honeycomb ceramic regenerators are exposed to thermal shock load, making their thermal
shock resistance very critical.

Domestic and foreign scholars who studied honeycomb ceramic regenerators mainly
focused on the heat transfer characteristics [6, 7] and paid little attention to thermal shock
resistance of them [8]. Nevertheless, thermal shock resistance is one of the main factors that
control the service life of regenerators. Ou et al. [9] performed a numerical study on the
stress variation pattern at the cellular hole wall surface of honeycomb ceramic regenerators,
and found that frequent switching over between heat accumulation and release processes
will subject the cellular hole wall to tension and extrusion stresses alternately. This finding
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was also confirmed by later research [10]. Thermal shock capability of regenerators
depends on internal thermal stress, which is influenced by the geometric structure and
environmental media [11-13]. Relationship between the geometric properties of regenerators
(holes, porosity and thickness) and thermal stress is studied in this paper.

1. Temperature Distribution of Regenerators.

1.1. Geometric Parameters of Calculation Model. A mullite regenerator was taken as
the study object. Through numerical simulation, the temperature and thermal stress
distributions of honeycomb ceramics were studied. Table 1 lists the structural parameters of
the regenerators used in the paper. In order to establish a simplified mathematical model,
widths and heights of the regenerators were reduced proportionally. Figure 1 shows the 3D
physical model of a typical heat regenerator.

Table 1
Structural Parameters of Regenerators

Serial Hole Wall thickness Length Porosity

number pattern (mm) (mm)
1# Square 0.7 3.0 0.64
2# Square 1.0 3.1 0.57
3# Square 1.0 2.5 0.51
4# Hexagon 1.2 2.17 0.57
S# Round 1.0 4.0 0.64
6# Round 1.3 4.0 0.57
T# Round 1.8 4.5 0.51

Fig. 1. Physical model of heat regenerator.

1.2. Mathematical Model. In order to establish the mathematical heat transfer model
of honeycomb regenerators, following assumptions were made.

(i) The radiation of smoke and air in the channels is ignored, while convective heat
transfer is considered.

(i) The physical properties of the gas are as same as those of air.

(ii1) All physical and thermal parameters of the solid material and gas do not change
with temperature.

(iv) Temperatures of hot and cold gas are consistent and stable at the entrance, and do
not change with time.
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The equations are as follows:

V(pU)=0, M
a(g)tU)+UV( U)=-VP+uv20+5, @)
6(5 ) v(pir)=v| L vr |+ o, 3)

<p

P=pRT, @

%=V i;VT , (5)

where p is gas density, ¢ is time, U is gas velocity vector, u is gas dynamic viscosity,
P is pressure, A is the thermal conductivity of gas, T is the temperature, ¢ p is the heat
capacity, @ is the dissipative function, p, is the solid density, A, is the thermal
conductivity of solid, and ¢, is the specific heat of solids.

1.3. Boundary Conditions. A regenerating cycle includes heat storing and releasing.
During the two stages, velocity at inlet entrance is set as boundary, and exit is set as
pressure outlet. Inlet temperatures of the flue gas and the incoming air are 1000 and 27°C,
respectively, with the apparent velocity of 0.6 m/s. Switching time is 60 seconds, thus each
cycle is 120 s. The initial value of: temperature is 27°C, while velocity and pressure were
assumed to attain the initial zero values. The outer surfaces of solid walls are supposed to
be adiabatic, while the contact interfaces of the regenerator and gas are treated as the
fluid-structure interaction boundary.

1.4. Calculation Results and Discussion. In this section, regenerators 2#, 4#, and 6#
in Table 1 with porosity of 0.57 are selected. During calculation, three points (the middle
one and two edges of the regenerators) are chosen, while the average temperature of them
is taken as the temperature of the regenerator.

Figure 2 presents the temperature variation of the selected regenerators with time. It
can be seen the temperature change of the hexagon-hole regenerator is more intense than
that of the square-hole one, while the round-hole regenerator has the mildest temperature
change. Temperature of all regenerators with holes of three different shapes decreases with
time, while the temperature difference between them also decreases gradually. At the
beginning, the temperature difference between the hexagon- and square-hole regenerators is
around 40°C, whereas the respective difference between the hexagon- and round-hole
regenerators is 150°C.

2. Stress Analyses for Honeycomb Ceramic Regenerators. Based on Fluid Structure
Interaction theory, CFX software was employed to calculate the regenerators’ thermal
stresses. Stress distributions of regenerators with different shapes, porosities and wall
thicknesses are studied. Table 2 lists the physical parameters of mullite regenerators.

2.1. Stress Analysis with Different Structural Parameters.

2.1.1. Stress Analysis of Regenerators with Holes of Different Shapes. Figure 3
presents the stress distribution curves of regenerators with holes of three different shapes. It
can be seen that the stress distributions are similar along the length direction. The stresses
are greater at the front of the regenerators, and reduce gradually along the length direction,
but increase significantly at flue gas outlet. At the ends of the regenerators, thermal stresses
are greater and the greatest thermal stresses appear in the high-temperature area.
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Table 2
Physical Parameters of Mullite Regenerators [14]
Expansion coefficient Elastic modulus Density Coefficient of thermal
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Fig. 3. Stress disributions of regenerators with holes of three different shapes.
Fig. 4. Stress disributions of square-hole regenerators with different porosities.

Comparing of the stress distributions of the three regenerators, thermal stress of the
hexagon-hole regenerator is the greatest, and that of the round-hole regenerator is the
smallest. The reason is that with the same porosity and sectional area, hexagon-hole
regenerator has the least holes and the highest rate of flow, thus a large temperature
difference lead to the highest heat stress. On the other hand, the round-hole regenerator has
the greatest number of holes and the lowest thermal stress. This indicates that temperature
is the main reason causing thermal stress.

Overall consideration of the heat transfer and thermal shock resistance of the
regenerators, square-hole regenerator is more appropriate. To avoid stress concentration
caused by the right angle, an arc square hole is designed [15].

2.1.2. Stress Analysis of Regenerators with Different Porosities. Two groups of
regenerators are chosen for calculation. The first group consists of the 1#, 2#, and 3#
square-hole regenerators in Table 1, and the other consists of the 5#, 6#, and 7# round-hole
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Fig. 5. Stress disributions of round-hole regenerators with different porosities.
Fig. 6. Stress disributions of regenerators with different wall thickness values.

regenerators. Figures 4 and 5 present the stress distributions of the two groups of
regenerators.

As shown in the above two figures, thermal stress increases with porosity. The reason
is that the larger the porosity, the stronger the gas liquidity in regenerator channels.
Therefore, larger thermal shock is caused by intense temperature changes. Under the
premise of ensuring the shock stability of regenerator structures, porosity should be
increased as far as possible in the design.

2.1.3. Stress Analysis of Regenerators with Different Wall Thicknesses. For this
analysis, regenerator 2# in Table 1 is selected. Its thermal stress is analyzed with the wall
thickness being 0.7, 1.0, and 1.5 mm, respectively. The stress distribution curves at
different wall thicknesses are illustrated in Fig. 6. It can be seen that the stress decreases
with the increase of wall thickness. That means the bigger the wall thickness, the better the
thermal shock resistance. Yang Gao [16] suggested that the optimal wall thickness is
between 0.5 and 1.0 mm considering the heat transfer and resistance of regenerators. In
conclusion, wall thickness should be designed with stress, heat transfer and resistance taken
into consideration.

2.2. Stress Analysis with Different Operational Parameters.

2.2.1. Stress Analysis with Different Inlet Velocities. Regenerator 2# in Table 1 is
chosen for the study of the influence of inlet velocity. Table 3 lists the three different inlet
conditions applied to the regenerator.

Table 3
Working Conditions

Working condition

Inlet gas velocity (m/s)

Range of temperature (°C)

1
2
3

0.6
0.9
1.2

973
973
973

Stress distributions of the regenerator along the length direction at different velocities
are as shown in Fig. 7. It can be seen that the stress increases with velocity. Velocity
influences the thermal stress of regenerators mainly through two factors. One is the heat
transfer intensity between honeycomb regenerator and gas, and the other is the movement
speed in the temperature field. Both heat transfer intensity and movement speed increase
with the velocity. Thus, greater thermal shock is caused by intense temperature change. The
higher the velocity, the greater the thermal stress.
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Fig. 7. Stress disributions at different velocities.
Fig. 8. Stress disributions for different switching times.

Gas velocity not only influencstress of regenerator but also plays a certain role in
temperature efficiency and resistance loss of regenerators. With the decrease in velocity, the
temperature efficiency will increase, while the resistance loss will decrease. In such
conditions, the velocity should be set as low as possible in practice. However, in order to
keep sufficient supply of gas, larger cross-sectional area is required for lower inlet velocity,
while a larger cross-sectional area implies increases in the volume of regenerator and
higher installation and maintenance costs. Therefore, the minimum gas inlet velocity should
be limited for the actual situations considered.

2.2.2. Stress Analysis with Different Switching Times. Regenerator 2# is selected for
the analysis of the effects of different switching times in a cycle on the regenerator’s
thermal stress. With the same entry conditions and temperature, switching time is set to 60,
90, and 120 s, respectively. Figure 8 presents the stress distributions in situations with
different switching times.

As shown in Fig. 8, switching time has a feeble influence on the thermal stress. Even
at the ends of the regenerator, stress variation with switching time is not obvious.

Conclusions. This paper presents a numerical study on the thermal stress distribution
of honeycomb ceramic regenerators with different parameters. The following findings were
obtained.

1. Temperature variation of the hexagon-hole regenerator is the most intense, followed
by the square-hole regenerator, and that of the round-hole regenerator is the mildest.

2. With the same cross-sectional area, porosity and inlet condition, the hexagon-hole
honeycomb ceramic regenerator has the greatest thermal stress, and the round-hole
regenerator has the smallest. The stress increases with the increase of porosity, and
decreases with the increase of wall thickness.

3.Thermal stress of regenerators increases with the increase of gas inlet velocity.
Switching time has a feeble influence on the thermal stress.
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Pe3ome

[Tpu poboTi simepHOTO peBepc-TIOTOKOBOTO peakTopa KepaMidHi CTUTBHHKOBI pereHepaTopu
3a3HAIOTH il TEPMOYJAAPHOTO HaBaHTAKEHHS. 3a JAOMOMOIOI0 MPOTpaMHOro 3a0e3meueHHs
CFX mnpoBesieHO uMcenbHE MOJICIIOBAHHS €II0p TeMIepaTypH i TeMIepaTypHOTO Harpy-
JKEHHS KepaMiuyHUX CTiUTBHHKOBHX pereHeparopi. JlocmimkeHo 3MiHy TemIeparyp y daci
JUISL KepaMiuyHHMX CTUIPHMKOBHX pereHeparopiB 3 OTBOpamH  pi3HOi ¢opmu. [Ipoanami-
30BaHO EMIOPU TEMITEPAaTypHOTO HAMPYKCHHS PEreHEPaTopPiB i3 Pi3SHUMHU KOHCTPYKIIHHIMHI
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W eKCIuTyaTallifHUMK MapamMeTpamMu. Y CTaHOBJICHO, 1[0 TEMIIEPATYPHE HAMpPYKEHHS Kepa-
MIYHOTO CTUIBHMKOBOT'O pEereHepaTopa 3aleKUTh Bill (JOPMHU OTBOPY, MOPUCTOCTI 1 TOBIIHU-
HU CTiHOK. Pe3ynbTaTé MaHOTO IOCHTIDKCHHS € TECOPSTHYHOK 0a3010 IS ONTHMI3arii
KEepaMiYHUX CTIJIBHUKOBUX PEreHEpaTopiB.
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