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Abstract

This article investigates the use of coupled computational fluid dynamics (CFD) and discrete element
methods (DEM) to simulate fluidization behavior of particle in the fluidized bed. This technique uses the Eulerian
and the Langrangian methods to solve fluid and particles, respectively. The particle motion is coupled with the
volume averaged conservation of mass, momentum and energy equations over discretized domain. The particle-
particle and particle-wall interaction is modeled using the contact mechanics, which applied equations of Hertz-
Mindlin no-slip contact. In this study, phenomenon of minimum fluidization velocity (Up,f) and maximum bed
pressure drops (APmax) were studied with 5 different sizes of particles 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 and 2.5 mm diameters. The
simulation results showed that the U,,s increased with increasing the particle diameters. As the number of particle
increased, the U,,r and APmax increased. The results were found in good agreement with theoretical data available

in the literature.

Keywords: Minimum fluidization velocity, Maximum pressure drop, CFD, DEM

Usdnsnn nszviumsngdladdenissnsinisinaves
omafvzailaglivilfiagluueiiannevgais vie
wgnasueantuainua Usingmsainadlawtunaasdlagld
Tanlunennasd uiiUaoye1nAbildINI9AIUE19YRILUA
nAas vaurfienadiauifiin oynavesudaagliiviud

1 unih

TUNISNTLUIUNITOULIN NISHANTER UWagnI1siadaulin
Sagsemedengdladiuiy mavsudanusasaaves
nsiiangdladiedudmiviaguindneg (Wudsdndu
dmfuniseenuuuszuukaznisidnussuugdlaglid
Received: June 5, 2018
Revised: August 6, 2018
Accepted: August 21, 2018
Available online: October 11, 2018 19



Thai Society of Agricultural Engineering Journal Vol. 25 No. 1 (2019), 19-27

(Fixed bed) ilaifiuaraniiosornialiuniuaufessdu
wils symavesdezBurduiuazasedudniios iFuned
ALEI01NAT mmL%aﬁwqﬁﬂumsLﬁﬂWa?ﬂm%Wﬁu
(Minimum fluidization velocity, Umf) NINLAUAITULSED
yosonatuluBnagyinliiuaverefdununuiiives
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UdUNUS (Interaction) T¥11190UA1AAUBYATA LAY
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D, = (LWT)'/3 (1)

AruamArsailiisuinianiadu 3.52 mmidie
\Wisuiieuraveswuusiass CFD-DEM funuideduiifing
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\Aededlad EJ’H]‘IJ’]LL‘U‘Uﬁﬁaaﬁfﬁﬂﬁ’m’lﬂawﬂﬂﬁWUWWIGI
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(Wangchai, 2017) ¥11n151Aa8931uU 5 augrfansan
nALadY dmiuaAungu (Porosity, £) @nsnAIUIN
1Aa1nANdNIUSIENIIeAUn UL U Tan T IAY
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yuNae¥an (Angle of repose) insalaen1suuan
Pranlususfdegliudadiedousinusssunduasnes
vuiuszuuiininuadauanslu Figure 1(b) yunaatagld
31NNTINAMUNTNTVBFIUNDTANRALAINGIVDINBITAR
warAuIlAaNANUEUNUS (Li et al,, 2017)
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qunaai’aq#an_l (Pnunfregiu/ mnuganestan)

FuUszansusadoaniuain (Coefficient of Static
Friction, u.) ﬁam:mfa1ﬂm3ﬁﬁamwwuﬁuﬁqivmwaa
Lqumiwmmamme Figure 1(c) LLau‘US‘UlJlJLaEN (a )
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Table 1 Material properties and system parameters for
CFD-DEM simulations.

¥iln Wdmes Aty
WUUIAD4
aynA Density (kg/m’) 1450
Poisson ratio 0.25
Shear modulus, Ge( Pa)  3.75 x 10°
Effective diameter,p, 0.5, 1, 1.5,
(mm) 2,25
WD UL Density ( kg/m”) 8000
Poisson ratio 0.3
Shear modulus, Go( Pa) 7.5 x 10"
aUNA- Restitution coefficient, 0.6
2UNA e
Coefficient of static 0.3
friction, us
Coefficient of rolling 0.01
friction, pr
ayﬂ’]ﬂ—ﬁaﬂ Restitution coefficient, 0.5
DULIN e
Coefficient of static 0.2
friction, s
Coefficient of rolling 0.01
friction, yr
Simulation Grid type Hexahedron
Grid number (CFD) 1970
CFD time step (s) 4.5x10”
DEM time step (s) 4.5x 10"
Weight of particles (kg) 0.05
Simulation duration (s) 2.5

duUseansnisauma (Coefficient of restitution, e)
(Teffo et al, 2013)ﬁaé’mwehumﬂﬁaawaqmmqa
sw'jwmmgjwaﬁamﬁamnmﬂﬂizmﬁ”uuazﬂiwauﬁu
Tuwwana (hy,) LLasmmqaéuﬁumaﬁaqdaumﬂﬂswuﬁu
(h;) Rarsanlaain

e = (he/h)** ®

duuszAnsusadoaniunianaed (Coefficient of
rolling friction, U,) ﬁammﬁuﬁuﬁ‘mﬁn?:waﬁa@Lﬁmfﬁu
seinataniutaquieiintussvinetantunils Tufidlédann
N15Us2AUANINNNTIIA8E DEM wagiuSeuiieunasy
nestaniiaenndesiunismaaed (Trial and error) (Tsuii et
al. 1998) wsfiwesineg Aldlunuusrasuandly Table

1 @uN50AUAUNINVRIA At NUITeURe Prakotmak
et al. (2018a)

c) Coefficient of static friction

Figure 1 Experiment setup for material properties.

Figure 2 uansvunalauifinnsunluuuudtasagd
ladiun nn1snaaegUstuansinszuannuiiliiangg
wandnsegaiteddy fuiuansedmdenTuuiinnfnans
WA (Mingming et al., 2013)

ifeantiain1sAuIneuidedieaiiauavun
0.5x0.15x0.015 m 5Us1eAdEuNLUe (Flat plate) wanslu
Figure 2 UaggndiataunAldurIuAudnaIwitfiu 1.5
mm vssgngluiue deluuvudiaesiiadrduldsivun
thuiinsasmeseyniatammawiii 0.05 kg wihiuynideuly
n1531a09 lun1sasrswuudianslaldnn Density way
Volume silsimsnuthmiineymausasiu diwineynie
fravualuuahiy 0.05 kg MeluunazussyounIAInuIl
19513 ayn1a lun1sdnaeudurugudnalavesaynia
YunduY 1wy Mrunradusiugudnaseyaalania
1.5 mm dwineymatudufizanniuie wielilddmn
STAUAIAY 0.05 kg SRIVeLURE LI RET R
it adukuAuEnans
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Figure 2 CFD-DEM domain.
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wiazeunA (index i) 138 m; wazUTuns V; lussuuae
fuanlaglingdefiaesvesiingu (Newton’s second law)

o

a
NU

dv; _ dz‘l”i _ V,:ﬁ
mg— iﬁ——Vin+1—_£(ug—vi)+
mg+Fg;+Fy; (6)

gl v, feminua waz r; Aonnmesianamiuniives
UNA druunseiuandurIesEunIsi (6) Ao AIY
WANANNUDIAIUAU (Pressure gradient) WSIA1UBINTA (Drag)
w5alTae29 (Gravity) WIIFURE (Contact force) WAZUTIFIQA
SYWINIA (Van der Waals) FaussbazldAnlunuusians Tu
ism’mmiLﬂﬁauﬁaqﬂﬂﬂawLﬁmmimuaémamﬂaumi
TuiuduBauded
) dw;

Li—— =T, (7)

e T;Aavesn [; ABluwuAAINLA08YRIOUNIA | dIUAT
FuUszandluluusy B AWINANENNTS (8) Lag (9) lay
MITUIIINAMUNTY € VBIDUNALIUAAIT

22

(1-e?n
Bergun = 150 Tsé +1.75(1 — €)Re, £ 0.8

(8)

3 (1—8) ng

ZCDRep €=>0.8 9)

Bwengyu = 2265 g: =

1A8AFUUTEANTLIIAUAIUIUANUYIVDBS O LUAR UL UDS
(Rey,)

2o
CD =
0.44

1+0.15Rep 687
Rep

) Re, < 1000,
 Re,, > 1000,

106 Re, = epg|u, — v|d,/n, 9 € Ao dadanuids
Usunsvevedlva

dmTudunsizenseniteeunInIzasuIeMmERUUTIaDY
Hertz-Mindlin (Mindlin and Deresiewicz, 1953) LLS9ULay
Aamdlunisvuiureseuniauiazfizgniiuliludauds
ey ileusnmLILANASTEINNMSIAANS TR IRLAA
flUBUNIA LaraUNIATUNTIIDI0UWIAY

dmsuvedlvaarinnsanlieglusumsivauvuseiilos
(Continuum) viBsulezgnLUslugULuUATIelATIINY
(Mesh) nsiadeuiivesvedlnaazgnduinilagnisiade
USu1ms (Volume-averaged) 91n@1n15 Navier-Stokes ha
a1N13 continuity el

2 (¢py) + V- (pgeug) = 0 (1)
wsaeuluglaunisaunaluuudy

%(epg“g) + V- (pgeuguy) = —eVp, — V-
(e‘rg) +pgeg— S, (12)

aunsanuiutiuvesvediva (Turbulence) Wuwuu k —
e uwaranuruluvatlvaldsueglugurosmueesianiail

Tg =~ (Ag _3779) (V-ug)l—mng ((V ‘ug) +

(v “g)T)

(13)

dmiuredlvan Bulk viscosity (4,) fvualisiandueud

Figure 3 WAAINANAITAIUIUYDIIS CFD-DEM f78
Tassthedmdondaunu mesh dnsulamuvesivauagsed]
YWIALANIIBUNIA 3 whituly oynaliseldosazindeud
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NIU MIAUINAEREIWBIUTUINSTYR AR (Particle
volume fraction, €,) Mlalagn13sauduiu Ny luusiag
FNLNUYDY mesh Tue FEuUng

Ng Np
N_pzi—lv
8 =

. (14)

Veeul

1§18 Ve ADUIHIMSRS mesh uaz N, Aediuiueynin
famanglu mesh aynieluvosouuiaduiatioudsis
¥11an15lnadedidninasdoninuiivesvedluaiisiiy
oynaazgnitilfassdunazmnasfonsiiudasvedan
vuzifsafufianisuazaiusivesoynialdsundas
nasanadasninmsvuiuiueyniaduy annsadeuls
ogluguves S, (Momentum exchange) titeldunuanadly
aunnsi (12)

o

P 01 g( u, — v;)D(r —r))dV

Vcell cell

(15)

Tnauailsidunisnszaresveanssiinssyiuuvesua
(D) #18 Eulerian grid Tuauideiisnans CFD-DEM #ae
TUsUNIHN Ansys Fluent 1ag Coupling Aulusinsy EDEM
N197UKkUU Shared memory parallel (SMP) vuLAeq
Workstation Xeon E5-2665 411421 16 cores 32 Thread
b3d 32 GB

AmMSURUUSIa89 DEM i3 1859057158937
aunImaIunsaduAulaann Hobbs (2009), Wahyudi et.al.
(2016) wag Prakotmak et al. (2018b)

CFD mesh

" finite volume element

...hz
o 00

Particle forces

e 2 N

Weight, t .
€1, momengum Sample points
Solid volume fraction

Discrete volume

O

Interactions

contact modets element, |particle

Momentum sink & exchange

Fluid forces

lift, drag

Figure 3 Simplified principle of CFD-DEM simulations.

23 msldaunIsaunswigaiiiiiiiangdlaiwdy (Uy,,)
auswnanilidnuangdladilunsfiwesdifny
lunseenuwuusruLkarn1sidenvuInuraInuinay

(Blowen) Lips91nsnsinisivaveserniaiilsimanzaneia
viltanmeluuadiannziusimiongaasnoonluainiua
nsmmuaaivinliAavgslastulasnisdiass
anmzmainwhldreuthien esnauwsuvesian
IuwﬂW@JﬁimsﬁﬁmMmﬁLLaz"LaJLLu'uau #3113 Ergun (Ergun
et al, 1952) WuaunisiaeuRisfa (Semi-empirical) 1iu
aumsidesllunisiuanmanuidigeaivivlfiAangd
oty aun1stuseneulufemeunisgapdoniududy
ewnanaudsaniusuvesiva (Viscous drag) wag
ilesnanmisgapdendsnuaa (Kinetic losses) il

1.75 (dpumfpf)z

filf@s u

dipr(ps—prlg 0
p2 N

150(1_5mf) (demfPf) _
En 03 u

(16)

&y BYBIIN9NELULUA (dimensionless) ps ADAI
MMUNYRIUNIA (ke/m”) pp ADANUNUILILYRILYA
(ke/m’) d), AorduruAuInaIsvetaynIA (m) B Aounn
WoTIUIveteRNIA u AoANuniladuysnivesvesiva
(Pars) HMMIIUAT €,,r VINNITNAGDY ANLNTAAILIUNIAT
Uns 16 1a8gn15unuAT Reynolds number Lay
Archimedes number f4a1n15 (17) hag (18) AIUEIAY
uwnuarasluaun1sd (16) aglé aunisit (19)

(17
Re. = dpUnmspy
° 1
5 (18)
4 dyps(ps — pr)g
= e
(19)
ClRes + CzReS - AT = O
Tnedi C, = L75 way C, = M 1NUNAIY
1 ‘gmeS z grgnfws

299 Wen uag Yu (1966) wui C; way C, danmsiluig
0:001 < Rep iy < 4000 logvivungen Up, ¢ il
WeuuuiInggu 34% a1 C; way C, dmiuauniavuing
lanazLdun (Fine) wazwunlug (Coarse) uanslu Table 2
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Table 2 Values of coefficients of modified Ergun’s

equation (eq. 19).

Particle size
Fine Coarse
Wen & Yu (1966) Chitester et al.
(1984)
LG 33.7 28.7
2C,
1 0.0408 0.0494
G

WNUAASTIAN Table 2 WAIANIUMAT Upyr 938015
whauns (19) Tngldmds fzero lulusinsu Matlab™ agla
Joyauandlu Figure 8

3 wawazdsal

Figure 4 WamIAUEURUSIENI19ANLSI0INARY
ANRUATENLUA (Pressure drop) WioABe fiAILLE7
oA dmsfIudsvesUaLiodananisiadoudives
oymaideuly dy= 2 mm $rurusyaialuiun 8232
oun1A Han1ITasanUIvaEieInadidinnagan
oyniaazlaivduiaf Figure 4(A) Anwngvosiuniduil
Boniuails (Fixed bed) olfinauiiiveseinia A
ﬁum’aummﬁqﬁﬁ%ﬁwﬁuﬁ;am anmzianudilunisiva
i (Superficial velocity) agdifntfasnitnuiiinign
Tun1sifevigdlaledu d1finamsiveseoiniasuds
anuiisedunis Tagoziuvdudnazdadegiaiy
seifou 13eninngdlawdudign (Minimum fluidizing
velocity, Upf) 919 Figure 4(B) ﬁqmﬁmmﬁu%ﬁﬁwqﬂqm
dleuinainumsroniadeluauiidngendn Unyy anudu
ASBNLUAILAARIAY Figure 4(C) 1?wﬁfﬂmaﬁaqgﬂiaﬁuima
nszuaveslva JanaziuAsunginssunisiadoudioud
Snuwazadeiuvetina TnswgAnssuiiinangavesuss
MneMATinszviviotan
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TusuAdeisiassnisfangdlawduiiddivdnues
aun1A 005 kg tiafunnnsdl tilesarnvuraidusiiu
AudnatsvesaynIaivuadaiulann 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 uag
2.5 mm Feddurueyninluluniiniu 526857, 65857,
19513, 8232 WAy 3824 A1Ua16U N1581899151911015
ussyianadluiun udrldevainmelilyadnnesuanves
wa Tagifinaa1ui$90101@990 0 — 1.4 m s’ anelu
5ruE1981 2 s lnesivuananusie nad L uagefds
User defined function (UDF) w&a¥nannuduuuuiadsiiui
naoantndnvIsluusMwlsuunsraNgeINAManTee
(P1) fuusnalndmseeniun (P2) 9Nt LImAALT
anATeaY (Pressure drop) A18A1SHINARTS P1-P2
Wasuwlasluauauiionnia uasuaniauduius
sewieufunnasenLazA et MATidGluad
Figure 4
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Figure 4 Effect of superficial air velocity on pressure

drop and snapshots of solid flow (d},= 2 m).
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flouansauifiuazanufuveseinainersmadoud
ueun1Anelulun Figure 5 wanenisanumiznisiviaves
9IMARIUDLAATIIAT 1 s Y8INITT1ABY WUTIBYAANGY
flogduuurasunviufiasedununszuanisinaves
91 daueynafiegiuarweaundaieiidniuegng
MUY

Streamiine
2.86

Velocity } ‘ | I |
2.15

1.43

0.72

0.00
[m s*-1]
a) Stream line

Velocity
Contour 1

2.86
2.62
2.39
2.15
1.91
1.67
1.43
1.19
0.95
0.72
0.48
0.24

0.00
[m s*-1]

b) Velocity contour

Pressure
527.78

395.84 |

263.89

c) Pressure contour

Figure 5 Stream line, velocity and pressure contour of
airflow and particle flow fields for d,=1.5mm at 1 s of

simulation.

Figure 5(a) wandidu Stream line 2090 N 1A luv LT
douiiiiungueynia wuiteiniaiinanusinase
fufiniidelunsazseuarugelndiAssiu dau Figure
5(b) @A Contour YBIAULFIBINIANUINAAAINSED
g9an (awnadung) Mvnaiuuresunlaeianilurig
2.6-2.8 m/s @untisiesauuivenniadinnnuinieuilu
Aug

910 Figure 5(b) syn1ANguTlagfuULgAYDsLUALAA
nsusnsuazgnenlsiaessienszuaninia lngerniadiie
rueynIAnguitaIEI0glugae 1.1-16 m/s (ainad
) msaesiiiAetulunauiainnissieneandsey
datiuarluiimnmstutureseyniafiogluunieluds
ﬁmmL?auasm’mﬁummmmﬂqﬁ A0NARDINU Figure 5(c)
wansANFLUIEARnT LI MAuA AT UG sTiAn
FuUszuIal 500 Pa LAYAINAUIZADE|aNAIIUDIND
AIUVY NEIINBUNIANGUATUUUADEAD AUNTUVBI
oynaneluluamIndu 81N AaIIsaLnINFLaziAn
wlosenmieluviaun sunanguasisiidesindlianunsn
indeufiauAnusngmsaingdladisdulunansesn

Figure 6 wuineyaAffidurtuguénalndnazila
ANUAUANATBNLUAGINILEUNUAUENA1vWIA LY e
d,=0.5 mm fAuFuAToNLUAGINI dp=2.5 mm
Uszaad 65.6 Pa Lilasannisdniiesiiveseynavunndn
fYeaindluuntdesniinisiiesdivesayninvuinlvg
a1mAladsuldsnniauiuiadaigs

700

0.5 mm
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/.5 mm
AN

600
© 500
400
300
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Pressure drop (Pa)

-
o
o O

0.0 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16
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Figure 6 Effect of superficial air velocity on pressure
drop with 5 different sizes of particle diameters.
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Figure 7 Effect of superficial air velocity on pressure
drop with 2 different total mass in fluidized bed (d,=1.5

mm)
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