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Abstract: The fuel segregation distribution sintering process, with a high fuel dosage in upper layer
and a low fuel dosage in bottom layer of the sintering bed, was studied to handle uneven heat
distribution problems in the conventional iron ore sintering process. A mathematical simulation
method was adopted to contrastively study the fuel segregation distribution sintering process and the
conventional iron ore sintering process. The accuracy of the model was verified through the sintering
experiments. In addition, different heights of the upper and bottom sintering beds were discussed
to assess the fuel segregation distribution sintering technology. In contrast to the conventional iron
ore sintering process, the temperature evolution in the sintering bed using the fuel segregation
distribution sintering technology tended to be more reasonable and the heat accumulation in the
upper bed increased, which meant that the melt quantity index increased from 2178 to 2387 K-min~!,
and cooling rate decreased from 360 to 199 K-min~—!. The drawbacks of the conventional iron ore
sintering process, such as the heat shortage in upper bed and excess heat in lower bed, were therefore
improved, which was also proven to promote the sinter quality.

Keywords: iron ore fines sintering; fuel segregation distribution; heat distribution; mathematical simulation

1. Introduction

The iron ore fines sintering process aims to produce high-strength sinter. It generally
involves blending the raw materials containing iron ore, flux, and solid fuel in an agitated
mixer, granulating the blends in a roller, charging the granulated materials in the sintering
bed, igniting the solid fuel, the gradual approaching of the combusting front towards the
bottom of the bed, sintering the iron-bearing materials with the combustion heat together
with air-suction beneath the sintering machine, and obtaining the fired sinters and crushing
them for the blast furnace (BF) process [1]. A diagram of the iron ore fines sintering process
is presented in Figure 1.

A series of physical and chemical processes occur during sintering along with mass
and heat transfer [2]. The bed height can be divided into five zones (from top to bottom):
fired sinter, combustion, preheating, dry, and damp zones. The details of the division and
the corresponding reactions are shown in Figure 2.

As the main iron-bearing material for blast furnace ironmaking, sinter output is
maintained at a high level worldwide. For instance, approximate 1.4 billion tons of sinter
were consumed in China in 2020 [3]. Therefore, to meet the demands for sinter, improving
sinter quality is a major issue. Figure 3 shows the main zones of the conventional sintering
process (CS) considering both the bed height y and width x. It can be concluded that when
the combustion of fuel propagates downward along with the sintering machine travelling
ahead, the heat automatically flows from top to bottom, which results in the accumulation
of heat in the bottom layer. This is because the combustion zone enlarges gradually from
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top to bottom. Consequently, the heat deficiency in the upper section of the sintering bed
and excess heat in the bottom section of that are regarded as the main drawbacks of the CS,

which inevitably causes a difference in the sinter quality between the upper and bottom
sections of the sintering bed [4].
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Figure 1. Schematic of the sintering process.
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Figure 2. Various zones in the sintering bed in the height direction.
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Figure 3. General zone of sintering bed in height and width direction.

To improve the uneven heat distribution in the conventional sintering process, injection
of a combustible gas in the iron ore fines sintering process was proposed to optimize energy
efficiency. Castro et al. [5] stated that gas injection during iron ore sintering could improve
sinter quality and reduce pollutant emissions. Meng et al. [6] established a model to study
the gas fuel injection sintering process, and their results confirmed that this technology can
enhance the combustion zone in the upper bed. Oyama et al. [7] indicated that gas fuel
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injection had a potential to improve sintering energy efficiency. Wu et al. [8] developed
a rapid visual method for gas injection that could provide technical support for gas fuel
sintering technology. Wang et al. [9] reported a flue gas recycling sintering technology and
studied the effects of flue gas recycling on temperature distribution in the sintering bed.
Ni et al. [10] studied coke oven gas (COG) injection technology on a sintering bed surface.
The results of their study indicated that the temperature evolution curves of the sintering
bed were different from those of CS. Gao et al. [4] demonstrated that natural gas (NG)
injection in a sintering bed indeed improved the sinter strength in the upper layer. Zhou
et al. [11] found that injection of a hydrogen-bearing gas during sintering significantly
improves the heat distribution in the sintering bed. An iron ore sintering process using
gaseous fuels has been confirmed to optimize the heat distribution in the sintering bed.
However, the use of gaseous fuels to replace solid fuels, such as coal/coke breezes, is
uneconomical, and this technology requires gas injection equipment that is costly to design
and build. Moreover, gaseous fuel injection has a risk of explosion because of the lower
ignition temperature of gas fuels compared with that of solid fuels. In this context, rare
industrial application of gaseous fuel injection sintering technology has been conducted at
large-scale and low-cost. Therefore, further studies on how to improve the uneven heat
distribution in CS are necessary.

A double-layer segregation distribution of the solid fuel in the sintering process was
proposed. Sumitomo Metals Corporation in Japan [12] conducted studies on the double-
layer segregation distribution of solid fuel and designed a two-stage ignition sintering
process. This technology addressed the uneven fuel distribution between the upper and
bottom bed layers, in which the bottom layer may not combust well and even flameout.
Petrushev et al. [13] also studied the regular distribution and segregation distribution of
fuel in sintering experiments. The findings of their investigation demonstrated that the
temperatures in the upper and bottom layers of the sintering bed differed between the
two sintering methods. Anshan Iron and Steel Group in China [14] conducted sinter pot
tests to study the double-layer segregation distribution of solid fuel in the sintering process
and indicated that oxygen-enriched operation should be applied when the sintering bed
height is more than 1000 mm. Xu [15] reported that the sintering bed height of the upper
and bottom beds affected the sintering quality, and the segregation distribution degree of
the fuel was a key parameter in this technology. In previous studies, no one has assessed
the detailed effect of the fuel segregation distribution dosage on the sintering process
and sinter quality variation between the CS and fuel segregation distribution sintering
(FSDS) processes under similar fuel consumption conditions. In addition, the appropriate
technology parameters of FSDS have rarely been studied and reported. Appropriate
technology parameters, including the fuel distribution in the upper/bottom bed layers and
the heights of the upper/bottom bed layers, are significant in iron ore sintering. Therefore,
the above-mentioned parameters and their effects on sinter quality should be investigated.
Further studies on the FSDS technology are necessary to enhance sinter quality uniformity
in the bed height direction.

Research methods for iron ore sintering generally include experimental research and
numerical simulations. Experimental research is generally performed using sinter pot
tests to simulate a local sintering process. Numerical simulations are conducted via CFD
modelling, which could further enhance the understanding of the sintering process.

Regarding numerical simulation research, Young et al. [16] developed a model to
investigate mass and heat transfer in the sintering layers. Vizureanu et al. [17] estab-
lished a mathematical model of the nanofluid heat transfer to study the dynamics of the
fluid / particle interface based on the fractal space-time theory, which provided empirical
guidance for future research about this issue. Oyama et al. [18] established a model for
the iron ore fines sintering process under an unsteady state. They focused on convective
heat transfer, including coke combustion and water evaporation, in the sintering process.
Ramos et al. [19] reported a numerical model that considers bed structural changes via the
discrete element method. Yang et al. [20] also built a sintering process model that considers
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multiple-phase reactions, such as water drying, limestone decomposition, coke combustion,
and bed layer shrinkage. However, Yang’s model does not consider the melting and solidi-
fication processes in the sintering bed. Castro et al. [5,21] also established a mathematical
model for iron ore sintering, and they referred to most of the chemical reactions in the
sintering process.

Previous mathematical models have mainly focused on conventional sintering pro-
cesses or combustible gas-injection sintering processes. Only a few studies have inves-
tigated the FSDS process. In this study, a model was developed to study the FSDS and
CS technologies contrastively. In addition, different thicknesses of the upper and bottom
bed layers were employed to assess the FSDS technology and determine the appropriate
technology parameters. Parameters such as the cooling rate, melt quantity index, amount
of binding liquid phase, and solid-phase temperature evolution in the sintering bed were
adopted to evaluate the FSDS technology. The aim of this study was to provide reliable
guidance for achieving fuel segregation distribution sintering. It can help to solve the
problem of insufficient heat in the upper part and excess heat in the lower part of the
sintering bed existing in the conventional iron ore sintering process. Furthermore, the
quality of the fired sinter can be therefore improved.

2. Mathematical Model

The iron ore sintering process is occurred at high temperature and complex physical
and chemical changes with two-dimensional (2D) characteristics. The following sim-
plification was made based on the multi-space medium model in the process of model
establishment and heat transfer analysis.

(1) Considering that the physical parameters of the gas phase and the solid phase have
almost no change in the cross section of the material layer, the iron ore sintering
process can be regarded as a 2D unsteady process.

(2) Due to the small particle size and the larger thermal conductivity of the particle,
the temperature inside and outside the particle is regarded as uniform, and the heat
transfer inside the particle is ignored.

(3) The convective heat transfer is considered as a dominant. Therefore, the other heat
transfer modes are ignored in our model.

(4) The solid and gas in the material layer are treated as continuous mediums, and the
material layer is considered as a uniform porous medium. The variation of the sinter
layer geometry size, caused by the gas—solid phase reaction, is simplified into two
parts of porosity and equivalent diameter of mixed particles.

2.1. Gas phase Control Equation

The gas phase control equations were used to determine the temperature, mass,
velocity, and as flue gas components in the sintering bed.
(1) Continuity equation

d(ep )
(atg) + a—xj(epgu,,g) = M; + My, €]

(2) Momentum equation

0 ] 0 oU; ¢ oP
= (epeU; i) + =—(eooU; o Ui o) = =— S =1, 2
o7 (eogUij) + ox; (eogUigUjs) ox; (P‘g 0% ox; &)
For porous media, the resistance source term includes two parts: viscosity resistance
and inertia resistance.

[ 150ug(1 - £)? 1.7504(1 — €)
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(3) Energy equation
The energy equation was used to determine the heat transfer in the sintering bed, as
described in Equation (4).

d d d T,
g <€chp,ng) + Tx] (Spgcp,gui,ng) = Tx] /\g,effaixj + Qcono + Hs + ng/ 4)

(4) Component transport equation
The component transport equation described in Equation (5) was used to determine
the mass fractions of gases, such as O,, H,O, CO, CO,, and Nj.

d(epgXig) , 9 J Xig
o5 + aij(spgui,gxi,g) = aTC] P Dim dx; + Mg+ Mis, ®)
2.2. Solid Phase Control Equation
(1) Continuity equation
o1—e)ps _ _ M, (6)

ot
(2) Energy equation
The energy equation for the solid phase is given in Equation (7).

9((1—€)psCp,sT. 0 dT,
‘ et <)Ls'efff9;> — Qeono — Hs + Qss, @)
]

ot dx i
(3) Component transport equation

(1 — €)psXis)

at = _Mi,S/ (8)

2.3. Sub Models

Sub models can influence the accuracy of the overall model. In this study, the sub mod-
els include models for coke combustion, gas phase combustion, carbonate decomposition,
and volume variations of the bed structure.

2.3.1. Model for Coke Gasification and Combustion

Coke gasification and combustion are important reactions in the sintering process.
These reactions were described based on the unreacted core model. The details were pro-
vided in our previous study [4]. The coke combustion rate (Rcom) is given by Equation (9).

C + Oy= CO,, AH = —3.936 x 10° J/mol,
Condrry’n )
2 1
B+ () 4+ i)

Te elc

com=—

The coke gasification rate (Rgas) is described in Equation (10).

C + CO,=2CO, AH = 1.78 x 10° J/mol,

Ccopdrrg®n (10)
1

Reas= T3 —
ke 7 ke Epyrepe
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2.3.2. Model for Water Evaporation and Condensation

Water evaporation and condensation significantly influence the permeability of the
sintering bed. Moreover, they consume more than 15% of the total sintering energy. The
water evaporation rate (Reva) is described as follows, and the details were described in our
previous paper [4]:

HyO(1y = HaO(g) AH = 4.06 x 10* J/mol,

BH20S | . (11)
(Pfpo — Pa20)
R¢Tg

Reva= @

2.3.3. Model for Solidification and Melting

Solidification and melting are controlled by the removal and addition of heat, respec-
tively. The solidus temperature of the melting phase (T7) is regarded as a variable, along
with the solid composition, as described in Equation (12) [9]. The liquidus temperature of
the melting phase (T) was set to 1673 K, based on a previous study [9]. Solidification was
considered a reverse process of melting.

Ty = 1280 + 21.22A1,05 + 3.355i0, — 1.8flux, (12)

where SiO,, Al;O3, and flux indicate the corresponding mass contents in raw mix. The
melting fraction is defined in Equation (13) [10] as follows:

. Ts—Tl
Mf_mm(Tz—Tl'1>'Ts > Ti, (13)

2.3.4. Model for Structure Changes of the Sintering Bed

The structural variations of the bed, which are caused by gas-solid reactions, such
as coke combustion and gasification, were also considered in our model. The variations
considered were: (1) sintering bed porosity and (2) equivalent diameter of the granulated
materials [22].

(1) Equation for the changes in bed porosity

Bed porosity has a significant effect on gas and temperature distributions. The porosity
of the sintering bed is described in Equation (14) [22].

_ (po—¢)(1 —eg) (1—gg)A  Amnc(rd —13)
TRt T 007 1-a 3 : (14)
Shape coefficient:
P _TrfO) (_TTl_ n (15)

Shrinkage rate of material layer:

A= (470 - 4’)Amax

T, (16)

Instantaneous radius of coke combustion process:

1
3
Ty =710 (Z;) , (17)

(2) Equation for the changes in the equivalent diameter of mixed particles
The changes in the equivalent diameter of mixed particles were determined in a
previous paper [9]. This can be described by Equation (18).

(Ts = T1) (dp1 — dpo)

Tmax
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2.3.5. Other Models

Other reaction models including dolomite decomposition [23,24], limestone decompo-
sition [25-28], hematite reduction, magnetite oxidation, and combined water release from
Ca(OH); [9] were determined based on previous studies. In addition, the CO combustion
reactions in the sintering process were calculated, as reported by Gao et al. [4].

2.4. Model Solution and Boundary Conditions

(1) Model solution

The control equations were solved using a user-defined function (UDF) and Fluent
software. Variations in energy and mass were considered as the source terms of the control
equations. The SIMPLE algorithm was adopted to solve the control equations. Since each
variable in the material layer changed greatly with time in the sintering process, the time
term of the governing equation was retained and solved by two-dimensional unsteady
state. The turbulence model was adopted in this work. The vorticity dissipation model
of component transport and the chemical reaction in the sintering process were compiled
by UDF and added into the governing equation in form of the heat source terms. When
the energy equation error is less than 107 and the other equations error is less than 1073,
respectively, the model solution process is regarded as convergence. The solution flow is
illustrated in Figure 4.

Set Initial Condition Share Geometry Set Initial Particle Position or Injection Surface
t=0 and Motions t=t,=0

Vol Fracti
Averaging
Distribution &
Momentum
Source Terms

1way:OFE |/ | < 4?2 >

2 way: ON
Save Data at
output Frequency

{[Tertion

N
Converged
Y

Figure 4. Flow chart for the model solution.

(2) Boundary conditions

The model boundary conditions include the ignition temperature, ignition duration
time, moisture content of the mixed materials, initial gas temperature, and initial solid
temperature. The details are presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Boundary conditions.

Average particl diameter; 3 mm Bed height 600 mm
Ignition duration time: 120 s Ignition temperature: 1373 K
Negative pressure during ignition: —10 kPa Negative pressure after ignition: —15.0 kPa
Moisture content: 6.0% Initial temperature of solid: 298 K
Bed porosity: 0.26 Initial temperature of gas: 298 K

Flow rate of gas during ignition: 4 m/s Flow rate of gas after ignition: 0.4 m/s
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The physical model of simplified sinter section was established, the calculation domain
of sinter layer was determined, and a two-dimensional (2D) physical model of 300 mm
width and 600 mm height was established. The model contains 8400 quadrilateral cells,
70 2D velocity inlet faces, 70 2D pressure outlet faces, 240 2D wall faces, 16,610 2D interior
faces, and 8591 nodes. Figure 5 shows a sintering model calculation grid. The pressure
outlet and velocity inlet were used here. The heat loss through the sintering machine wall
was obtained based on other studies [10,26].

Air ¥

Burner
3

| Upper bed i

HHE 350mm S 250mm

Height/mm
600mm
|

600mm

Base layer

306mm
Width/mm

Flue gas
analyzer

(0,,€0,,C0)

Figure 5. Schematic of the model calculation grid.

2.5. Sinter Pot Experiments

Sinter pot experiments were conducted to test the proposed model. A schematic of
the experimental setup is shown in Figure 6. Thermo-couples (T.C) were inserted into the
sintering bed to examine the temperature distribution along the y direction with a bed
height of 600 mm, which was divided into two parts: upper bed layer (heights: 300, 250,
and 350 mm) and bottom bed layer (heights: 300, 350, and 250 mm).

Air/Natural gas

Burner Cap

Sinter Pot
p3odm_ 1 y=500mm
: g
g 5 s Tc4 . .
g : y=300mm Ignition Device
P —|———— 1C3
3 Sinter
e | &2
Pot y =100 mm
———— TC1
LG Dust
Extraction

Exhaust
Temperature

T AN
— L[l
N

Gas analyzer

Gas analysis
Device

Figure 6. Schematic of the sintering experiments.
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The experimental parameters are listed in Table 1. The compositions of the raw
materials and their corresponding proportions are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Compositions and proportions of the raw materials.

Chemical Composition

Raw Materials Proportion/%
TFe w (Ca0) w (Si0y) w (MgO) w (Al,O3) LOI

Iron ore fines 57.35 0.56 5.85 0.44 1.30 0.19 80.12

Coke breeze 0.02 292 34.02 0.79 2491 85.44 4.50
Quick lime <0.10 84.99 2.56 0.77 0.00 10.31 8.66

Dolomite 0.29 29.88 0.99 22.51 0.31 45.22 2.86

Limestone 0.06 53.22 1.98 0.87 0.65 43.01 2.51
Serpentine <0.10 2.10 39.58 39.90 0.83 14.98 1.35

The sinter pot experiments were carried out as follows:

(1) The mixing machine was used to mix the raw materials (including iron ore fine, fluxes,
and fuel), and then granulate them to the spheroidal particles.

(2) The granulated spheroidal particles with different carbon content were placed into
the sintered pot successively. The detailed parameters, such as bed height and carbon
content, are listed in Table 3.

(3) The sinter pot was ignited and sintering process was conducted. The experimental
data were auto-recorded by a computer. After the experiments, the data were collected
for the further analysis.

Table 3. Experiment and calculation schemes.

Cases Bed Height/mm Carbon Content/% Average Carbon
Upper Bed  Bottom Bed  UpperBed  Bottom Bed Content/%
Base case 300 300 4 4.00 4
Casel 300 300 5 3.00 4
Case II 250 350 5 3.29 4
Case III 350 250 5 2.60 4

2.6. Calculation Schemes

The detailed calculation schemes are also presented in Table 3. What needs illustration
is that all calculation cases were maintained at the same energy consumption with an
average carbon content of 4.0% in mixed sintering materials.

The base case was a CS process with an even fuel distribution in the sintering bed.
Case I was an FSDS process with high and low fuel dosages in the upper and bottom
beds, respectively. Both the upper and bottom bed heights of Case I were set to 300 mm,
and the carbon contents in the upper and bottom bed were maintained at 5.0% and 3.0%,
respectively. Case II was an FSDS process with upper and bottom bed heights of 250 and of
350 mm, respectively, and the carbon contents in the upper and bottom bed layers were
maintained at 5.0% and 3.29%, respectively. Case IIl was an FSDS process with upper and
bottom bed heights of 350 and of 250 mm, respectively, and the carbon contents in the
upper and bottom bed layers were maintained at 5.0% and 2.6%, respectively. The base
case and Case I were chosen to contrastively study the CS and FSDS technologies. Cases I,
II, and III were selected for the determination of the effect of bed heights of the upper and
bottom layers on the sintering process.



Metals 2022, 12, 2126

10 of 22

2.7. Evaluation Indexes for Sinter Quality

(1) Cooling rate (CR) and melt quantity index (MQI)

Figure 7 presents the temperature variation at a certain location in the sintering bed
over time. In addition, 1, t;, and tmax represent the times when the raw materials begin to
melt, solidify, and reach the maximum temperature (Tmax), respectively. The horizontal
line represents the melting point of the sintered material. Based on a previous study [9],
T7 = 1300 K. Some important indexes, such as the maximum temperature (Tmax), residence
time in the melt zone (t; — t1), and cooling time (f, — tmax), can be obtained from this curve.
The cooling rate is given by Equation (19), which was applied to study the cooling of iron
ore fines during sintering. When CR was larger, the residence time in the high-temperature
zone was shorter, which could weaken the sinter strength. In addition, MQ)I, as described
in Equation (20), was used to describe the melt quantity during the sintering process [29].

Tomax — T
CR= -1 (19)
tZ - tmax
[}
MQI — / (T, — Ty)dt, 20)
fy
1600f ,
1400-””””?l 77777777777777777
1200

tz-tI : Residence time at melt zone

1000 -
:
800

t,-t . : Cooling time

600 -

400 -

t t,

200

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
Time/s

Figure 7. Temperature curve of the solid phase sintering bed.

(2) Melt fraction (Mf)
The Mf was defined to describe the amount of the binding phase in the sintering
process, as described in Equation (21).

11(TS > TZ)
Mf= | 2=, (T < T <Tp) , (21)

0, (Ts < Ty)

T, was set to 1300 K based on a previous study [9]. Mf was used to determine the
sinter yield. In fact, an Mf value that is too large or too small will cause over-melting or
under-melting, respectively, during the sintering process. Nath et al. [30] stated that a sinter
was under-melted when Mf < 0.15, and over-melted when Mf > 0.45; thus, a sinter with an
Mf between 0.15 and 0.45 was regarded as a qualified product. This evaluation method
was also adopted in this study.
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Validation of Model Accuracy

The temperature variation in the solid phase of the bed and composition of the exhaust
gas obtained from the model calculations and sintering experiments are shown in Figure 8.
The results calculated using our model were consistent with those obtained from the
sintering tests. For instance, the error of temperature evolution between the experimental

and the calculation results was less than 5%, indicating that the model demonstrated
high accuracy.

1750 F . Calculated via model (a) 025 (b) ——0, Calculated via model S
o Tested via Sint t
1500 I ested via Sinter pot y=300mm y:zoomln y:loomm COZ Calculated via model ---------
S0 y=4g0mm :“33, :“"uu 020 ——0, Tested via Sinter pot
= a % e By %"% 5 —— (O, Tested via Sinter pot
@ 1250 - % s %0y
= % E qii: N
E A ST SR s 0I5 A REE RS SAETTEER
21000 |- 5 Y i = oy
£ A 8 0 % S -
= E e K 9 010 B -
H 22 E 5 b 200000000000000, oo, L
g 750 |- L ﬁg’ [ . . %0 omOOomOOOOOMoo
o Y gt
1
500 0.05
250 - - : P S S \ W
0 300 600 900 1200 1500 . o @ ol
Sinter Time/s

1200 1500
Sinter time /s

Figure 8. Results obtained from the model calculation and experimental tests. (a) temperature
evolution at different bed heights; (b) exhaust gas composition.

3.2. Comparison of the CS and FSDS Technologies with the Same Heights of the Upper and
Bottom Bed

The temperature fields in the sintering bed were simulated to compare the CS and

time at vertical centerline of the material layer for the base case (CS) and case I (FSDS) are
shown in Figure 9.

FSDS technologies. The detailed results of temperature distribution along with sintering
0.6

1600
1400
1200

1000
800
600
400
200
T/K

Height /m

500

] 1000 1400
Timels

Figure 9. Temperature field in the sintering bed. (a) base case; (b) case I.

As shown in Figure 9a, iron ore sintering was conducted together with exothermic
fuel combustion. The temperature of the combustion zone gradually increased from the

upper to the bottom of the sintering bed, owing to the heat shift from the upper to the
bottom of the bed. In addition, the combustion zone widened when fuel combustion
propagated downward. The accumulation of heat occurred in the bottom of the sintering
bed, indicating that the lack of heat in the upper bed and the excess of heat in the bottom
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bed occurred in the CS technology, which resulted in a difference in the sinter quality
of the upper and bottom beds. In Figure 9b, the high-temperature area and maximum
temperature in the sintering bed increased in the upper layer bed and decreased in the
bottom layer bed when the FSDS technology was implemented, indicating that the heat
was distributed more uniformly. This result was in accord with the conclusion reported by
Feoktistov et al. [12].

(1) Thickness of high-temperature zone

The temperature sections of the sintering bed at 300, 500, 700, 900, and 1100 s are
shown in Figure 10.

Width/m

0.3m

F S—— ---

E

0.(‘1"1

Height/m

1600
1400
—

1000
t=300s =500s =700s 1=900s t=1100s 300

— — 600
200
T/K

Figure 10. Temperature distributions at various times. (a) base case; (b) case I.

(b) ——

Base case and Case I were chosen to contrastively study the two sintering technologies:
CS (Figure 10a) and FSDS (Figure 10b). As shown in Figure 10, compared with the CS
technology (base case), the thicknesses of the high-temperature zone using the FSDS
technology (case I) at 300, 500, and 700 s increased gradually as the sintering positions
were located at the upper sintering bed. This confirmed that the FSDS technology could
extend the maintenance time of the high-temperature zone in the upper sintering bed and
improve the sinter quality in the upper layer of the bed. Moreover, at 900 and 1100 s, the
thickness of the high-temperature zone using the FSDS technology gradually decreased
as the sintering positions were located at the bottom bed. This indicates that excessive
heat could be avoided. These variations are caused by the low fuel dosage of the FSDS
technology in the lower layer and high fuel dosage in the upper layer of the sintering bed.

(2) Sintering bed temperature at different heights

The solid-phase temperature curves of the sintering bed are regarded as a significant
factor for understanding the sintering process, which influence the yield and quality of
the fired sinter. Consequently, a quantitative investigation of the solid-phase temperature
evolution process is necessary. The temperature distribution curves for the CS and FSDS
technologies are shown in Figure 11. In contrast to the base case (CS technology), the
peak temperatures of the upper bed (y = 0.5, 0.4, and 0.3 m) for case I (FSDS technology)
gradually increased, and those in the bottom bed (y = 0.2 and 0.1 m) tended to decrease.
Considering the position y = 0.4 m as an example, the temperature difference between the
CS and FSDS technologies nearly reached 300 K. In addition, the high-temperature zone
residence time for the upper bed increased correspondingly, which was confirmed by the
broadened curves of the temperature distribution. These changes can help in addressing
the heat deficiency in the upper bed of the CS technology.
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Figure 11. Temperature evolution curves of CS (Base case) and FSDS (Case I).

(3) Cooling rate and melt quantity index

Ni et al. [10], Loo et al. [31], Zhang [32], and Liu et al. [33] proved that the MQI is
directly proportional to the tumbler strength of a fired sinter. Based on the temperature
distribution shown in Figure 11, the corresponding CR and MQI values at different bed
heights were obtained, as shown in Figure 12. From Figure 12, it was concluded that MQI
decreased with increasing bed height. Because the MQI represented the degree of heat
accumulation in the sintering bed, a smaller MQI could cause the temperature to drop more
quickly, leading to a gradual increase in CR. In fact, CR appears to be inversely proportional
to MQI. Therefore, CR and MQI are generally adopted to assess sinter quality. As shown in
Figure 12, the sintering bed was divided into the upper layer and bottom layer bounded
from the height of y = 0.3 m. Compared with the CS technology (base case), the MQI of the
upper layer (y = 0.5, 0.4, and 0.3 m) for the FSDS technology (case I) gradually increased,
and that in the bottom layer (y = 0.2 and 0.1 m) tended to decrease. The CR of the FSDS
technology was lower than that of the CS technology. This difference was caused by the
low fuel dosage in the lower layer and high fuel dosage in the upper layer for the FSDS
technology, which provided sufficient heat in the upper layer and prevented excessive heat
in the lower layer.
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Figure 12. Comparison of CR and MQI for FSDS and CS technology.
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Parameters such as maximum temperature (T'max), residence time of melt zone, and
MQI and CR at bed heights of 0.4 m (upper bed) and 0.1 m (bottom bed) for the CS and
FSDS technologies are presented in Table 4.

Table 4. Some parameters from temperature curves for the CS and FSDS technologies.

Residence Time of

-mi .min—1
Cases Tmax/K Melting Zonels MOQI/(K-min) CR/(K-min—1)
y=04m y=01m y=04m y=01m y=04m y=01m y=04m y=01m
Base case 1390 1540 59 140 2178 3895 360 67
Casel 1466 1461 122 155 2387 3500 199 63

The following conclusions can be drawn from Table 4. (1) The Tax at the upper bed
(y = 0.4 m) and bottom bed (y = 0.1 m) were 1390 and 1540 K, respectively, for the base
case, and the temperature difference between the T« for the upper and bottom layer was
150 K. For the FSDS technology (case I), the Tmax of the upper bed quickly increased to
1466 K and that of the bottom bed decreased to 1461 K; the corresponding temperature
difference of the Trax was 5 K, indicating that the sintering bed temperature was more
even when using the FSDS technology. (2) Compared with the CS technology (base case),
the residence times of the melting zone under case I increased in the upper bed, which
indicates that the reactions that occurred during sintering were adequate; more binding
liquid phase were generated, which enhanced the sinter quality. (3) Compared with the
CS technology (base case), the MQI in Case I increased in the upper bed and decreased in
the bottom bed. This was due to a longer high-temperature zone, which increased the fuel
dosage in the upper bed. The enhanced MQI indicates that the strength of the sinter in
the upper bed was improved. In addition, the CR values for the upper and lower layers
decreased. For instance, the CR quickly decreased from 360 to 199 K-min~!. The decreasing
CR signifies that the rapid cooling, which is detrimental to the quality of the sinter, was
restrained, thereby improving the component uniformity of the fired sinter.

(4) Melting fraction (Mf)

The iron ore sintering process aims to achieve fine ore consolidation via cohesive
action of the binding phase to attain a high-strength sinter. Thus, the amount of the binding
phase generated between the fluxes and iron ore under high-temperature conditions is
considered as an important parameter. In general, calcium ferrite minerals formed from
the reaction between CaO-bearing fluxes and iron oxides are considered to be the main
binding phase. Hence, the binding phase amount was investigated in this study. The Mf
distributions for the base case (CS) and Case I (FSDS) in the sintering bed are shown in
Figure 13. As shown in Figure 13a, the Mf increased gradually in the base case when the
sintering process propagated from top to bottom and reached a maximum value at the
bottom layer of sintering bed. However, compared with the base case (CS), the Mf in case I
appeared to be more adequate in the upper layer and apparently decreased in the bottom
layer. This result confirmed that the FSDS technology not only increased the amount of
binding phase in the upper layer of sintering bed, but also reduced that of the bottom
layer. Therefore, the FSDS technology could make sinter quality more uniform in the entire
sintering bed.

The detailed Mf values at different bed heights for the two technologies are shown
in Figure 14. As shown in Figure 14, there was a sudden decline in the Mf values for both
the Base case and case I during the initial sintering stage. This was due to the quantity of
room air that entered the sintering bed during ignition, which caused a sharp temperature
drop. The maximum Mf appeared at the bottom bed for the base case and at a bed height
of 0.3 m for case L
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Figure 13. Melting fractions for the CS and FSDS technologies: (a) base case; (b) case I.
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Figure 14. Mfs for CS (base case) and FSDS (case I) in sintering bed.

Some of the parameters obtained from Figure 14. are listed in Table 5. In our work,
the sinter with an Mf value between 0.15 and 0.45 was regarded as the acceptable product.
Table 5 showed that the maximum Mfs (Mfnax) of the two technologies were similar.
Compared with the base case, the over-melted sinter (Mf > 0.45%) increased from 22.75% to
33.33%, and the under-melted sinter (Mf < 0.15%) disappeared when the FSDS technology
(case I) was used. This caused the amount of the qualified sinter to increase from 61.82% to
66.67%. The sinter yields obtained from the sintering experiments for the base case and
case I were 60.7% and 65.8, respectively, indicating that the calculation results of the model
were well consistent with the test results of the sintering experiments.

In summary, the FSDS technology can positively affect iron ore fines sintering. The
high-temperature zone residence time in the upper bed can be extended, and the heat can
be used well in the upper bed. Moreover, problems existing in the CS process, such as
excess heat accumulation in the bottom bed and lack of heat distribution in the upper bed,
can be restrained. Therefore, the distribution of combustion heat is more even along the
bed height direction. This conclusion is verified by the changes in Mf, as shown in Table 5.
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In addition, the fired sinter yield was improved after adopting the FSDS technology, which
was due to the uniform heat distribution in the bed height direction.

Table 5. Analysis of the Mf for the two technologies.

Cases M Under-Melted/%  Over-Melted/% Qualified Sinter/% Qualified Sinter/%
max (Mf < 0.15) (Mf > 0.45) (0.15 < Mf < 0.45) (Laboratory Trials)
Base case 0.504 1543 22.75 61.82 60.7
Casel 0.521 0 33.33 66.67 65.8

3.3. Influence of the Different Heights of the Upper and Bottom Layers of the Sintering Bed on
FSDS Technology

In this study, the FSDS technology was used and we studied the difference between
the CS and FSDS technologies with same heights of the upper and lower bed layers, as
discussed in Section 3.2. In fact, the heights of the upper and lower bed layers together also
positively or negatively influence the FSDS technology. Therefore, different thicknesses of
the upper and lower bed layers were designed and discussed, to comprehensively assess
the FSDS technology and determine the appropriate technology parameters. Cases I, 1I,
and III with upper bed heights of 300, 250, and 350 mm, respectively, were designed to
study the influence of the upper and bottom bed heights on both the fired sinter quality
and iron ore sintering process.

The temperature fields were studied. The detailed results of temperature distribution
along with sintering time at vertical centerline of the material layer for Cases I, II, and III
are shown in Figure 15.

1600
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1200
1000
800
600
400
200
T/K
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0 500 . 1000 1400
Timels

Figure 15. Temperature fields for FSDS technology with different bottom bed heights. (a) case I,
(b) case II; (c) case III.

The following conclusions can be drawn from Figure 15. (1) The high-temperature
zone area in the upper bed for case II was similar to that for case I (FSDS technology with
similar upper and bottom bed heights) because the carbon content in the mixed sintering
materials was maintained at 5.0%. (2) The high-temperature area in the bottom bed for case
I (with a thicker upper bed and thinner bottom bed) was smaller than that for cases II and
I because the carbon content for case III in the bottom bed was lower than those for cases II
and L.

(1) Sintering bed temperature at different heights

The temperature distributions at different bed heights for cases I, 11, and III are pre-
sented in Figure 16. The peak temperatures of the upper sintering bed (y = 0.5 and 0.4 m)
for cases I, II, and III were consistent because the carbon content in these cases were 5.0%, as
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shown in Table 3. The peak temperature at a bed height of y = 0.3 m for case II (upper bed
height = 250 mm and bottom bed height = 350 mm) was lower than those for cases Il and I
because the location of y = 0.3 m for case Il was in the bottom layer of the sintering bed with
low carbon content. The peak temperature at a bed height of ¥ = 0.1 m for case III (upper
bed height = 350 mm and bottom bed height = 250 mm) decreased significantly compared
to cases II and I, indicating that the heat at the bottom bed in case III decreased significantly.
Therefore, the heat distribution was also unreasonable using the FSDS technology when
the upper bed height was greater than that of the bottom bed.

1600} — Casel =0.3m
Case I1

—— Case III

y=0,4m

400

200 : : : : :
0 300 600 900 1200 1500

Time/s

Figure 16. Temperature evolution curves of Case I, Il and III.

(2) Cooling rate and melt quantity index

The MQI and CR for different heights of the upper and lower beds are shown in
Figure 17. The heights of the upper and bottom beds mainly affected the MQI of the bottom
bed. Compared with case I with equal upper and bottom bed heights, the MQI for the
bottom bed shows a further decrease for case II, indicating that the issue on excessive heat
was resolved. However, the MQI for case III at the position y = 0.1m was too low, which
weakened the sinter strength in the bottom bed. In addition, the heights of the upper and
bottom beds had little influence on CR based on our calculation. In summary, case II, with
a 250 mm upper bed height and 350 mm bottom bed height, showed better results based
on the FSDS calculation.
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Figure 17. CR and MQI at different bed heights for case I, I and III.
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The parameters such as the maximum temperature (T'max), residence time of melt
zone, MQI and CR at a bed height of 0.4 m (upper bed) and 0.1 m (lower bed) for the FSDS
technology with different heights of upper and lower bed layers are presented in Table 6.

Table 6. Some parameters obtained from the temperature curves for cases I, II, and III

Residence Time of

-mi .min—1
Cases Tmax/K Melting Zone/s MQI/(K-min) CR/(K-min—1)
y=0.4m y=01m y=0.4m y=0.1m y=0.4m y=01m y=04 y=01
Casel 1466 1461 122 155 2387 3500 199 63
Case Il 1466 1478 122 150 2387 3200 199 62
Case III 1466 1397 122 120 2387 1426 199 59

The following conclusions can be obtained from Table 6. (1) At an upper bed height of
y = 0.4 m, the Tmax, residence time of melting zone, MQI, and CR for all the calculation
cases had no differences because the carbon content in these cases were similar. (2) At
a bottom bed height of y = 0.1 m, case II exhibited higher improvement owing to lower
Tmax, shorter residence time of melting zone, and smaller MQI value. This was because
the excess heat in the bottom bed was controlled. The corresponding parameters for case III
at a position y = 0.1 m were unreasonably reflected in the excessively low Tmax owing to the
excessively low fuel dosage in the bottom sintering bed. This change was also detrimental
to the quality of the sinter.

(3) Melting fraction (Mf)

The Mf distributions for the FSDS technology with different thicknesses of the upper
and bottom beds are shown in Figure 18. As shown in Figure 18, the maximum Mfs for
cases I, II, and III were 0.521, 0.484, and 0.548, respectively. The position producing the
maximum Mf for all cases was at the lower edge of the upper sintering bed. Some of
the parameters obtained from Figure 18 are listed in Table 7. The under-melted sinter
disappeared for all calculation cases. The quantity of over-melted sinter (Mf > 0.45%) in
case IIl was larger than those in cases I and II, which caused the amount of the qualified
sinter in case III to be smaller than those in cases I and II, and even in base case (CS). Based
on our study, compared with the CS (base case), the amount of the qualified sinter increased
by 4.85% for case I and 21.66% for case Il and decreased by 3.44% for case Il case Il had a
higher amount of qualified sinter (82.2%). Therefore, to obtain a higher amount of qualified
sinter for the FSDS technology, the upper bed height should be smaller than the bottom
bed height. In addition, the sinter yields obtained from the sintering experiments for cases
I, II, and III were similar with those calculated by the model, indicating that the model
calculations were accurate.
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Figure 18. Mfs for cases I, II, and III at different bed heights.
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Table 7. Analysis of Mf for case I, I and IIL
Cases MF Under-Melted/%  Over-Melted/% Qualified Sinter/% Qualified Sinter/%
max (Mf < 0.15) (Mf > 0.45) (0.15 < Mf < 0.45) (Laboratory Trials)
Casel 0.521 0 33.33 66.67 65.8
Casell 0.487 0 16.67 83.33 82.2
Case III 0.553 0 41.67 58.33 59.1

Based on the model results, the heights of the upper and bottom layers of the sintering
bed can positively or negatively influence the FSDS technology. The heat distribution using
the FSDS technology may be also uneven when the upper bed height was larger than the
bottom bed height, as confirmed by the calculation for case III. The quantity of the qualified
sinter for case III was the lowest among all the cases. Therefore, for better utilisation of the
FSDS technology, the upper bed height should be smaller than the bottom bed height.

4. Evaluation of the FSDS Technology

Comparison between the CS process with even fuel distribution in the sintering bed
and FSDS processes with high and low fuel dosages in the upper and lower bed layers,
respectively, demonstrated that the FSDS technology can address the drawbacks of the
CS technology, including the shortage of accumulated heat in the upper bed layer and
excessive heat in the lower bed layer. In addition, the temperature distribution in the bed
tended to be even and the accumulation of heat in the upper bed increased, which was
confirmed by the increase in the MQI and decrease in the CR. Moreover, the residence
time in the high-temperature zone in the upper bed increased correspondingly. The FSDS
not only enhanced the amount of binding phase in the upper bed but also reduced it
in the bottom bed, which made the quality of the fired sinter more uniform. Moreover,
different thicknesses of the upper and lower bed layers positively or negatively affected
the sinter quality. For instance, as the thicknesses of the upper and bottom beds were 250
and 350 mm, respectively, the sinter yield increased by 21.66% compared with CS, and this
value decreased by 3.44% when the thicknesses of the upper and bottom beds were 350 and
250 mm, respectively. Therefore, reasonable heat distribution and uniform sinter quality
can be realised by properly utilising the FSDS technology. The aim of this work was to
provide reliable guidance for the application of the FSDS technology.

5. Conclusions

A calculation model was built to contrastively study the conventional iron ore sintering
process with even fuel distribution in the sintering bed (CS) and the fuel segregation
distribution sintering process with high fuel dosage in the upper layer and low fuel dosage
in the bottom layer of sintering bed (FSDS). The main findings are summarized as follows:

(1) The accuracy of the calculation model was verified by using the results of the sintering
experiments. The error of temperature evolution between the experimental and the
calculation results is less than 5%. The FSDS technology can address the drawbacks
of the CS technology, including inadequate heat distribution in the upper sintering
bed and excessive heat accumulation in the bottom sintering bed.

(2) Some evaluation indices were adopted to assess the sinter quality, such as the MQ],
CR, and Mf. Compared with the CS, the temperature evolution in the bed height
direction for FSDS exhibited a more even heat distribution. The heat accumulation
in the upper bed increased significantly, which demonstrated that the maximum
temperature at y = 0.4 m (upper bed) increased by 76 K, the MQI increased from 2178
to 2387 K-min, and the CR decreased from 360 to 199 K-min~!. In addition, the heat
surplus issue in the lower bed was improved, which demonstrated the maximum
temperature at y = 0.1m (lower bed) reduced by 79 K and the MQI decreased from
3895 to 3500 K-min.
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(3) The different thicknesses of the upper and bottom beds affected the sintering process
and sinter quality. For instance, when the thicknesses of the upper and bottom beds
were 250 and 350 mm, respectively, the sinter yield increased by 21.66% compared
with CS, and this value decreased by 3.44% when the thicknesses of the upper and
bottom beds were 350 and 250 mm, respectively. Therefore, in order to effectively
utilize the FSDS technology, the upper bed height should be designed to be smaller
than the bottom bed height.
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Nomenclature

Cpg specific heat of gases Jkg 1K1
Cps  specific heat of solids Jkg 1K1
Co2 concentration of O, mol-m—2
Ceo2 concentration of CO, mol-m~2
De mass diffusion coefficient of the gas phases m-s~!

Dim effective diffusion coefficient _

dp equivalent diameter of the mixture particle m

dpo initial particle equivalent diameter m

dp1 equivalent diameter of solidified particles m

En effectiveness factor of coke and carbon dioxide _

Hs enthalpy of newly formed gas in gas-solid heterogeneous reaction  _

Ij momentum source term in the x, y and z directions Ns-m~—2

ke coke combustion reaction rate constant m-s—1

ke gasification reaction rate constant m3-kg 157!
k¢ mass transfer coefficient of the gas boundary layer m-s~!

ke mass transfer coefficient of the gas boundary layer m-s~!

M, mass of gas produced by gas-solid reaction kgm=3.s71
M, mass of gas produced by homogeneous reaction of gases kgm3.s71
M s mass of gas components produced by gas-solid reaction kgm3.s71
Mg mass of gas components produced by gas-gas reaction kgm 3571
n number of coke breezes per unit volume m~3

Qss heat of gas-solid reaction entering solid phase J

Qsg heat of gas-solid reaction entering gas phase J

Qconv  heat of convection

Rg universal gas constant J-mol~1.K~1
i) initial radius of coke breezes m

Ic un-reacted part radius of coke breezes m

S specific surface area m?2.m—3

T solidus temperature of the melting phase K

Ty liquidus temperature of the melting phase K

Ts solid phase temperature of the sintering bed K

Tmax highest temperature of sintering process K

t time s

Uig gas apparent velocity m-s~!

mass fraction of gas components

ig
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BH2o mass transfer coefficient m-s~!
€ porosity of the bed _
£o initial porosity of the bed -
[0) shape coefficient _
o shape coefficient before melting _
b1 shape coefficient at the end of solidification _
© polynomial correlation of the characteristic drying curve for iron _

ore particles
Agef  effective thermal conductivity of the gas
Aseff  effective heat conduction of solid phase
Amax ~ maximum bed shrinkage rate

Hg dynamic viscosity coefficient Ns-m 2
Pg gas density l<g~nf3
Ps solid density 1<g-m*3
Pc density of coke kg'm™3
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