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Popular science summary

The increasing concern over climate change and global warming has led the people all
around the world to consider replacing fossil fuels with renewable sources of energy
which have a lower impact on the environment. A promising source of renewable
energy is biomass which is a large group of organic materials including wood and other
plantbased materials and also residual waste. Biomass became much more popular
in the past few decades because it offers several advantages over fossil fuels. First,
different biomass sources such as wood, forestry residues, crops, agricultural residues,
vegetable oils, and straws are available all around the world. Second, biomass is a
renewable source of energy that can be replenished over a relatively short time. Third,
biomass can be CO2neutral if produced in a sustainable way. This means that the
same amount of CO2 that was captured by the plant during its growth stage will
be released into the atmosphere after the utilization. These unique features have led
to the rapid growth of biomass applications over recent years. Furthermore, there
are several rules and recommendations all around the world, which motivate further
biomass usage. For instance, there is a target of at least 32% renewable energy in the
EuropeanUnion’s energy consumption by 2030. Among European countries, Sweden
has the highest share of renewable energy in gross final energy consumption (around
60% in 2020). The largest source of renewable energy is biomass which accounts for
more than 26% of the total energy in Sweden in 2020. This high share of biomass in
the energy sector motivates further research on biomass utilization process to improve
the efficiency of this technology and reduce the harmful emissions.

Biomass can be converted to energy or other types of fuels through thermo
chemical or biochemical processes. The thermochemical conversion, which is the
main topic of this study, is the act of processing biomass through heat and chemical
reactions. For this purpose, solid biomass is placed in a special device, called a reactor,
which is operated at a relatively high temperature. Depending on the application of
the reactor, some air or other gas mixtures is blown into the reactor which reacts with
the biomass. In some reactors, biomass is directly burned with the oxygen available in
the gas to produce heat. But in other cases, the solid biomass is heated in an oxygen
free environment and is converted to the other types of liquid or gaseous biofuels,
for instance through chemical reactions with water vapour or carbon dioxide. The
liquid and gas biofuels are easier to use and have many different applications in the
transport sector or electricity production. Hydrogen gas (H2) and carbon monoxide
(CO) and their mixtures, called syngas, are among the interesting products of biomass
thermochemical conversion.

Despite many advantages and the wide range of applications of biomass, there
are some drawbacks such as the emission of nitrogen oxides (NOx –which are harmful

vii



to humans and the environment) and the release of unwanted inorganic elements such
as potassium, chlorine, and sulfur (which are abundant in plantbased biomass and
are harmful to the device and atmosphere), which have to be studied in more detail.
The performance of a biomass reactor can be studied by experimental measurement of
important parameters such as temperature or species concentrations at various loca
tions in the reactor. However, measurement techniques are usually expensive, cannot
be applied to every type of reactor, and only a limited number of parameters can
be measured at the same time. Therefore, numerical (mathematical) models are also
developed and used to simulate and study the process of biomass thermochemical
conversion. To develop a numerical model, all the physical processes such as fluid
flow, heat transfer, and chemical reactions, are represented as a set of mathematical
equations which are called governing equations. Solid biomass particles have a porous
structure, so the physical processes inside and outside the particle have to be consid
ered in the governing equations. Typically, these governing equations can be solved
using computers to predict/simulate the biomass conversion process.

In this thesis, the objective is to develop numerical models for the thermochem
ical conversion of biomass and use the models to better understand the physics of the
process. Themain contributions of the thesis are: the development and verification of
a detailed singleparticle model, and a new shrinkage model based on the structure of
the wood; the development of a chemical kinetic model for the release of potassium,
chlorine, and sulfur from biomass particles and applying the model to simulate a real
biomass reactor; the development of a model for conversion of several large particles
at the bottom of a reactor, and study of the NOx emissions and reduction methods in
the reactors. These detailed models contribute to the longterm development of sim
ulation tools that can be used to design and optimize the biomass thermochemical
conversion process and reactors.
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Abstract

The use of biomass as a renewable source of energy has been increasing over the past
few decades, and biomass is regarded as a promising replacement for fossil fuels. Ther
mochemical conversion of biomass is a common approach for biomass utilization with
a relatively short conversion time. Despite the many advantages that biomass offers
over fossil fuels, the thermochemical conversion of biomass has some drawbacks in
cluding harmful emissions such as NO and negative impacts of alkali metals such as
potassium, which need to be further studied. Numerical modelling is a powerful tool
that compliments the experimental measurements for studies on biomass conversion
and its challenges.

In this thesis, numerical models are developed with a focus on different scales
of biomass conversion, ranging from single particles to reactorscale simulations. A
detailed meshbased particle model is developed to study the intraparticle phenom
ena, as well as the reactions surrounding the particle. The model is used to study
the effects of particle shrinkage, anisotropic heat transfer, and the stiff problem of
particlesurrounding gas coupling. Moreover, a new anisotropic shrinkage model is
proposed that correlates the axial and radial shrinkage of particles to the decomposi
tion of main wood components, i.e., cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin. Finally, the
particle model is used to study the stages of hydrogen release during pyrolysis and the
effects of wood inhomogeneities on particle conversion.

Potassium release from biomass can cause numerous problems in the reactors,
namely, corrosion, slagging, fouling, and aerosol formation. A new detailed potassium
release model is developed in the current study, which for the first time, takes into
account the effects of variables such as fuel type and ash composition, conversion
temperature, and surrounding atmosphere. The model is validated against different
experimental measurements from the literature in terms of the prediction of different
types of potassium in residual solid, the total potassium, chloride, and sulfur in solid,
and also the gasphase potassiumcontaining species downstream of reacting particles.
Later, the developed potassium model is used in a CFD simulation of an entrained
flow gasifier to study the gasification process and the potassium release in the reactor.

Numerical studies are also carried out to investigate the performance and NO
emissions from fixedbed biomass reactors. A novel method is proposed to handle the
complicated tar species and their decomposition in the freeboard of a labscale fixed
bed reactor. The model is used to study NO emissions from the same reactor and the
performance of selective noncatalytic reduction (SNCR) for NO reduction. In a later
study, the bed is also included in the simulations with a fastsolving 2D bed model.
The model is based on the detailed simulation of thermallythick particle conversion
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at different conditions. The simulation results are tabulated and then used to extract
the source terms for particles in the fuel bed at different times and locations.
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rm,dif Diffusion limited char reactivity [s−1]
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SA Particle surface area density [m2 m−3]
Sp Source term for momentum in porous bed [kg m−2 s−2]
T Temperature [K]
Ts Particle surface temperature [K]
Teff Effective temperature (bed model) [K]
t Time [s]
U Velocity [m s−1]
V Volume [m3]
XC Char conversion [−]
Yi Mass fraction of species i [−]
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α Thermal diffusivity [m2 s−1]
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β Temperature exponent in Arrhenius reaction rate [−]
β⃗ Longitudinal shrinkage vector [−]
∆⃗βj Empirical shrinkage vector for each wood component [−]
∆ Change in parameter [−]
ϵ Emissivity [−]
ε Porosity [−]
ηNH3 Ammonia utilization efficiency [−]
θ Volume shrinkage factor [−]
κ Conduction coefficient [W m−1 K−1]
κa,e Absorption/emission coefficient [m−1]
μ Dynamic viscosity [kg m−1 s]
ν Stoichiometric coefficient [−]
ρ Density [kg m−3]
σ Stefan–Boltzmann constant [W m−2 K−4]
τ Total stress tensor [Pa]
ΩC Determines CO to CO2 ratio in char combustion [−]
Subscripts
conv Related to convection
rad Related to radiation
drying Related to drying
pyrolysis Related to pyrolysis
char Related to char conversion
reac Related to reactions
dif Related to diffusion
kin Related to kinetics
M Moisture
B Biomass
C Char
eff Effective
ref Reference
tot Total
b Related to bed
p Related to particle
s Related to solid or particle surface
g Related to gas
i, j Indices for different species or reactions
si Indices for solid species
gi Indices for gas species
0 Initial value
∞ Final value or value in surrounding gas
Dimensionless numbers
Bi Biot number
Nu Nusselt number
Pr Prandtl number
Re Reynolds number
Sc Schmidt number
Sh Sherwood number
Abbreviations
WBA World Bioenergy Association
IEA International Energy Agency
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SNCR Selective NonCatalytic Reduction
SCR Selective Catalytic Reduction
EFG Entrained Flow Gasifier
ODE Ordinary Differential Equation
PDE Partial Differential Equation
CFD Computational Fluid Dynamics
HCE Hemicellulose
CEL Cellulose
LIG Lignin
EXT Extractives
MET Metaplastic species
DOM Discrete Ordinate Method
PSR Perfectly Stirred Reactor
NCT Neutron Computed Tomography
TDLAS Tunable Diode Laser Absorption Spectroscopy
PFTDLAS PhotoFragmentation Tunable Diode Laser Absorption Spectroscopy
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivations

Biomass is a renewable source of energy that is widely used as a replacement for fossil
fuels to control global warming and climate change. Biomass offers many benefits
as it is available worldwide, is CO2 neutral, and has a wide range of applications.
Based on the statistics from the World Bioenergy Association (WBA), around 17%
of the gross final energy consumption in 2019 was from renewable sources, where
biomass accounts for 70% of the renewables [1]. This marks biomass as the main
source of renewable energies and the fourth largest source of energy in the world
(after oil, natural gas, and coal) with a share of 12% in the total energy consumption
[1]. Energy production from renewable sources and biomass in specific is expected
to increase even more in the coming years, because of the new environmental laws
and directives all around the world. For instance, the renewable energy directive in
Europe sets a target of at least 32% renewable energy in the EU’s energy consumption
by 2030 [2].

The mentioned directives and other regulations greatly changed the share of
different energy sources over the past few decades. The gross available energy from
different sources from 1990 to 2020 in Europe (data obtained from Eurostat database
[3]) is presented in Fig. 1.1. It can be observed that the share of solid fossil fuels has
been decreasing while the energy from renewable sources has been increasing over
the years. Since 2018, renewables surpassed solid fossil fuels and also nuclear heat
and became the third largest source of energy in Europe after oil and natural gas. In
Sweden, the ambition for utilization of renewable energy sources are even higher than
in the rest of Europe. The gross available energy sources in Sweden [3] are presented
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in Fig. 1.2, which shows that since 2010, the largest portion of Energy in Sweden is
obtained from renewable sources. Based on the data from the International Energy
Agency (IEA) [4], energy from biofuels and waste is the biggest source of renewable
energy in Sweden, and in 2020, it was the second largest source of total energy supply
with 26.6%, only surpassed by nuclear energy with 26.9% share.
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Figure 1.1: Gross available energy from different sources in Europe between 1990 to 2020 [3].
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Figure 1.2: Gross available energy from different sources in Sweden between 1990 to 2020 [3].

The above discussion highlights the significant role of biomass as an energy
source all around the world and especially in Sweden. Based on the trends in en
ergy supply over the past few decades, it is expected that the applications of biomass
in the energy sector will expand even more in the coming years, which motivates fur
ther research in this field. Biomass conversion for energy production is a complicated
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process that should be studied with a focus on different scales. Experimental mea
surements and numerical modelling are the two main tools for the study of biomass
conversion, and the focus is on the latter in the present thesis. The multiscale con
version of biomass and its challenges, and how they can be improved by numerical
modelling are introduced in the next sections of this chapter. Finally, the contribution
of the present thesis is explained at the end of this chapter.

1.2 Biomass conversion

Biomass is referred to organic and usually plantbased material such as wood, agricul
tural residues, forestry residues, grasses and straws, energy crops, or in a wider view,
municipal and food waste can also be considered as biomass [5, 6]. The main source
of biomass is plantbased (also called lignocellulosic) which can be converted to other
types of fuel or energy through biochemical or thermochemical conversion. The ther
mochemical conversion of biomass, which is the main focus of the present work, is
the fastest and the most efficient method for biomass utilization [7]. The main types
of thermochemical conversion are pyrolysis (devolatilization), gasification, and oxi
dation (combustion) which are explained in the following.

Pyrolysis is the decomposition of initial solid fuel in a hot and inert atmosphere
which leads to the release of volatiles and the formation of char. The main volatile
species that are released during pyrolysis (or devolatilization) are water, permanent
gas, and tar. Permanent gas (also referred to as gas or light gas) is a mixture of volatile
species released during pyrolysis which are in the gas phase at room temperature. H2,
CO, H2O, CO2, and CH4 are the main components of gas which are produced dur
ing pyrolysis [8]. Tar is also a mixture of volatile species that are released during
pyrolysis, but tar (also called biooil) species are in condensed form at room tempera
ture. The composition of tar is more complicated than gas and it can contain various
molecules with different molecular weights and properties. The residual solid after
pyrolysis is called char (also biochar or charcoal) which is highly rich in carbon and
is comparable to coal. The pyrolysis process is endothermic meaning it requires en
ergy to progress. However, the gas, liquid, and solidphase products of pyrolysis are
all combustible, and they can be used in different devices to produce energy. The
ratio of gas, tar, and char in the pyrolysis products is dependent on many factors,
such as maximum temperature, heating rate, particle size, and fuel type. Especially,
temperature has a high impact and generally a higher temperature leads to a higher
gas, and lower tar and char production. Torrefaction is a mild type of pyrolysis per
formed at low temperatures to produce char. In some cases, pyrolysis can be used as
an independent technology to produce secondary types of biofuels. However, pyrol
ysis is also studied because it is an important stage of biomass conversion in any other
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technology such as combustion or gasification.

Biomass combustion and gasification are among the most important technolo
gies for biomass utilization. In both combustor and gasifier reactors, the biomass
particles are injected into the hot atmosphere of the reactor to undergo drying and
pyrolysis first. In a combustor, enough oxygen is available for the complete combus
tion of volatiles and char, and the combustors are used for direct energy production.
However, in a gasifier instead of oxygen, the atmosphere is rich in CO2 or H2O. After
pyrolysis, the char reacts with CO2 and H2O which leads to the production of a gas
mixture which is rich in CO andH2. The produced gas which is called synthesis gas or
syngas has a high calorific value and it can be used as a clean fuel in other combustion
devices. Similar to pyrolysis, char gasification is an endothermic process and is used to
produce secondary types of biofuels. The energy required for the gasification process
can be obtained by partial combustion of the char or volatiles. Char gasification and
oxidation are heterogeneous reactions happening between solid and gas phases, at the
surface of the char pores. The heterogeneous char reactions are generally more com
plicated than the homogeneous gasphase reactions, as they depend on many factors
such as temperature, the diffusion rate of the reactant and product gases, particle size
and structure, and concentration of inorganic elements inside biomass which can act
as a catalyst for the reaction [5, 9]. Some of the mentioned parameters such as the
particle size and the operating temperature are determined by the requirements of the
biomass conversion device. Hence, it is important to know the main characteristics
of different devices that are used for biomass conversion.

The combustion and gasification of biomass can be carried out in fixed (or mov
ing) bed, entrained flow, and fluidized bed reactors [9]. Large biomass particles which
have a long conversion time are usually converted in fixedbed reactors. Fixed bed re
actors are relatively insensitive to particle size and moisture content which makes their
design and fuel processing more simple. However, the temperature and heating rate
are relatively low in this design, which promotes tar formation, which is not the de
sired product, especially in gasifiers. Moreover, it is not easy to maintain a stable flame
front in a large bed of fuel particles, so fixed bed reactors are mainly used in domestic
or smallscale industrial applications [9]. In fluidized bed reactors, the biomass par
ticles should be small enough to be suspended by the fluid flow. In addition to the
biomass particles, inert sand particles are also injected into the fluidized bed which
helps to keep the bed temperature high and the process of gasification/combustion
continuous. Fluidized bed reactors have a better mixing and a higher conversion
rate compared to fixed bed reactors, and they have the possibility to be scaled up
to medium and large scale [9]. On the other hand, the design of this type of reac
tor is more complicated and the temperature inside the reactor has to be limited to
avoid sand melting and bed agglomeration. The entrained flow reactors are used for
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largescale systems, in which very small fuel particles are injected into the reactor and
converted at high temperature and low residence time [10]. In this design, the tem
perature can be higher than in the fluidized bed reactors, since there is no sand in the
system and the liquid ash can be removed easily [11]. The high temperature in this
type of reactor improves the carbon conversion efficiency and also leads to the pro
duction of a gas that is almost tarfree, which is highly important for gasifiers [9, 12].
The main drawbacks of entrained flow reactors are the cost of size reduction of fuel
and the problems such as slagging or corrosion associated with the high alkali content
of biomass, which are more significant at higher temperatures.

1.3 Challenges of biomass conversion

There are some challenges and complications related to biomass thermochemical con
version and further research is still required to improve the design of conversion de
vices. The main problems can be categorized as those related to emissions to the en
vironment, ash and alkalirelated problems, and conversion efficiency and products.
Such problems and some of the known solutions to overcome them are discussed in
the following.

Similar to any combustion device, biomass reactors and especially combustors
can emit some harmful species into the environment, which has to be controlled.
Compared to fossil fuels, biomass has the advantage of being CO2neutral so it has
a lower contribution to global warming. However, biomass combustion can lead to
harmful emissions such as NOx, SOx, and soot and unburned hydrocarbons. In this
thesis, the main focus is on NO emissions and for other types of pollutants from
biomass combustion, the readers are referred to the review by Williams et al. [13].
Nitrogen oxides which are produced in almost any combustion device are important
because NO and NO2 are acid rain precursors and participate in the generation of
photochemical smog, andN2O is a greenhouse gas [14]. In biomass combustors, NOx
can be formed from the atmospheric N2 in the air (thermal and prompt pathways),
or from the solid fuelbound nitrogen (fuelN). The fuelN is known to be the dom
inant source of NOx from biomass, and oxygen availability and the nitrogen content
of the fuel are among the most significant parameters affecting the NOx formation
[14]. During biomass conversion, the fuelN is released to the gas phase in the form
of HCN, NH3, and HNCO, which can later react in the gas phase to produce NOx.
The gasphase reactions for formation and reduction of NOx in biomass combustors
have been studied and detailed and skeletal reaction mechanisms have been proposed
for the simulation of this process [15, 16, 17]. Three main methods are used for the
reduction of NO emissions which are the use of low NOx burners or oxyfuel com
bustion, selective noncatalytic reduction (SNCR), and selective catalytic reduction
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(SCR) [18, 14]. In the first method, the temperature field and the mixing with oxygen
are controlled in the burner to minimize the NO emissions. In SNCR, ammonia is
injected at a specific temperature range in the burner which reacts with NO to form
other Ncontaining species such as N2. SCR is similar to SNCR but it is applied to
the flue gas at a lower temperature, and a catalyst is used to enhance the ammonia
reactions. SCR is very effective in NO reduction and is widely used in the exhaust
system of motorcars, but the alkali metals from biomass can react with the catalyst
leading to its deactivation. For this reason, SNCR becomes more appropriate for
biomass combustion, and this method is examined as a part of this study.

Biomass has a relatively higher content of alkali metals compared to coal. Espe
cially, biomass has a high potassium (K) content, which together with other elements
such as chlorine (Cl) and Sulfur (S), can cause a lot of problems such as fouling,
slagging, corrosion, and agglomeration of bed media [19]. The KClS elements from
biomass can release into the gas phase in the form of KCl which is highly corrosive and
K2SO4 which facilitates aerosol formation [20]. The release of Kcontaining species
(called Krelease for brevity) is a complicated process and is dependent on many pa
rameters. The type of biomass and composition of ashforming elements play an im
portant role because some elements such as Cl, Magnesium (Mg), and Calcium (Ca)
facilitate, and others such as Silicon (Si) or Aluminum (Al) prohibit the Krelease
[21]. The occurrence form of the elements is also important because they are available
in both organic and inorganic forms, and each form follows a different pathway for
transformation and release [22]. Themajor part of K in different types of biomass is in
the form of inorganic salt namely KCl, K2CO3, and K2SO4. Conversion of biomass
at high temperature increases the evaporation rate of inorganic salts and high H2O
concentration increases the dissociation rate of K2CO3 and K2SO4 which leads to
KOH formation [21]. The release of inorganic salts is highly important in entrained
flow gasifiers (EFG) because the temperature and H2O concentration are very high
in this type of reactor. Other known parameters that are effective on the Krelease
are the size and structure of the particles which affects the diffusion rate, and also the
conversion atmosphere where combustion in O2 increases and gasification in CO2
decreases the Krelease from biomass [22].

The carbon conversion efficiency and the composition of the products are among
the most important parameters of interest in biomass conversion, especially in gasi
fiers. The case of biomass combustion is quite straightforward because, in ideal con
ditions, all of the char and volatiles are oxidized in combustors, so the major products
will be a mixture of CO2, H2O, O2, and N2. The mass fraction of combustion prod
ucts can be determined based on the C, H, and O content of the original fuel. In
pyrolysis, the gasphase products are highly sensitive to temperature and heating rate.
A higher heating rate generally leads to lower tar and char and a higher gas produc
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tion [8]. Furthermore, more hydrogen will be released to the gas phase by pyrolysis
at higher temperatures [23] which is important for the production of H2 or H2rich
mixtures. In biomass gasifiers, both carbon conversion and gasphase products are
important, which are both dependent on the type of the device and operating con
ditions. In fixed bed gasifiers the residence time of the particles are high and in the
EFGs the temperature is high, so near complete carbon conversion is expected in both
devices [9]. However, additional care is required in the operation of a fluidized bed
gasifier to achieve a high carbon conversion, because of the moderate temperature and
residence time [9]. The gas composition that is produced in a gasifier is dependent on
the temperature, heating rate, particle size and residence time, and the partial pressure
of the gasifying agent. One of the main challenges in biomass gasifiers is to produce
a gas mixture that is rich in CO and H2 (syngas), that can be used as a fuel in other
devices.

Further research is still required to improve biomass conversion devices in re
gard to pollutant emissions, alkali release, and product composition. Experimental
measurements and numerical modelling are the main two methods which are used
to increase the current knowledge in this field. Performing experiments provides re
liable information on the matter, but the experiments are usually expensive and only
a limited number of variables can be measured in each experiment. Numerical mod
elling is an alternative approach which complements the experimental measurements.
Model predictions have to be compared with some experimental data for validation of
the model. After that, the model can be used to extract more information about the
process or be used to improve the design or operating conditions of the device. The
most recent numerical models from the literature which are relevant to the objectives
of this thesis are summarized in the next section.

1.4 Numerical modelling

Biomass conversion is a multiscale problem and various types of numerical models
are developed each with a focus on a specific range of time and length scales. The span
of scales involved in biomass conversion is very wide, ranging from fast reactions in
micropores of the solid to very slow char conversion of large particles in an industrial
reactor. The numerical models that are used for the study of biomass conversion can
be categorized into particle, bed, and reactor models. In all models, a kinetic model is
required to simulate the reactions at different scales. A brief overview and the recent
advances in these models are presented in the following.

Single particle models are used to study the thermophysical phenomena inside
and around a single biomass particle. The particle models are categorized into two
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groups based on the conversion regime which is determined by Biot number (Bi),
the ratio of the convective to conductive heat transfer in the particle [24]. The small
particles that have Bi≪1 are converted in a thermally thin regime, which means the
temperature inside the particle is almost uniform. This considerably simplifies the
thermally thin particle models because the particle conversion becomes dependent
on a single temperature. In this case, no spatial discretization is required inside the
particle and all governing equations are expressed as Ordinary Differential Equations
(ODE) with time as the only independent variable. On the other hand for larger par
ticles in the thermally thick regime that have a Bi≫1, the process is more complicated
because the intraparticle heat and mass transfer cannot be neglected. In that case,
spatial discretization is required to solve the partial differential equations (PDEs) gov
erning the conversion of the particles. Interfacebased [25] and meshbased methods
[26, 27] are the two main approaches used for single particle modelling. The mesh
based models are generally more accurate than interfacebased models at the expense
of a higher computational cost. The meshbased modelling can be carried out using
a 1D [28], 2D [29], or 3D [30] domain. The 2D and 3D simulations can include
the anisotropic characteristics of wood (such as heat and mass diffusion and shrink
age) and they can be easily coupled to CFD solvers to model the gasphase reactions
around the particle. One of the main challenges in the simulation of the particle and
the surrounding gas phase is the significant difference between the time scales of the
particle conversion and the combustion of volatiles around the particle. Different
types of particle models can be used in the simulation of the bed or the freeboard of
a biomass reactor.

Bed models are required for the simulation of biomass conversion in a fixed or
moving grate reactor. In most studies, the models have been developed for a batch
(packed bed) reactor, because for a moving grate, the distance travelled over the bed
can be converted to the time spent in a packed bed [31]. The most simple approach
to model the bed is the socalled porous bed model [32, 33]. In the porous bed
model, the bed is considered as a homogeneous media and is discretized (usually one
dimensional) in a way that all fuel particles in a grid cell are assumed to be at the
same temperature. The temperature gradient inside the particles is neglected in this
method, which is a reasonable assumption for small particles in the thermally thin
regime. However, relatively large particles in the thermally thick regime are converted
in fixedbed reactors, so the intraparticle gradients cannot be neglected [34]. To
overcome this problem, simplified and fastsolving interfacebased particle models
are developed to be coupled to the bed model [35, 36, 37]. More expensive mesh
based particle models are also used in some bed simulations, but a coarse grid is used
for both the bed and the particle to make the simulation possible [38]. In general,
the main challenge in bed simulations is the high computational cost of the models.
Therefore, it is not easy to include detailed particle models, detailed chemistry, or 2D
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or 3D discretization in the bed model. Such details are important in some studies
such as the simulation of channelling problem in the bed [39]. More research has
to be done and new methods have to be developed to allow adding more details to
the bed simulations. A bed model can be coupled to a CFD solver of the freeboard
to have a complete model of the fixedbed reactor. Different types of reactorscale
models are introduced in the following.

The largest scale of biomass conversion modelling is the CFD simulation of
biomass reactors. The kinetic, particle, and bed models (for fixed bed reactors) can all
play a part in a comprehensive model of a biomass conversion device. Modelling of
the fluidized bed and entrained flow reactors are considerably different from fixed bed
reactors. In fluidized bed and entrained flow reactors, the most common approach is
to use an EulerianLagrangian approach [40, 41, 42]. In this approach, the dispersed
biomass particles are tracked in Lagrangian and the continuous fluid phase is modelled
in the Eulerian frame of reference. Since the particle size is relatively small in entrained
flow and fluidized bed reactors, the thermally thin particle models are commonly used
in their simulations. The simulation of fixed bed reactors is different in the sense that
particles are stationary (or moving with the grate). It is possible to model the fixed
bed reactors with different strategies. The first approach is to model the bed separately
to get an estimate of the volatiles that enter the freeboard (as a function of time, or
steadystate conditions). Then the mass flow and concentration of the volatiles can
be used as a boundary condition for CFD simulation of the freeboard [43, 44]. A
more advanced method which has a higher computational cost is to couple a bed
model directly to the CFD solver to simultaneously model the reactions in the bed
and freeboard [45, 46]. By this method, a twoway coupling of bed and freeboard
is possible so the effects of gasphase reactions on the bed can also be included in
the model. Reactor scale simulations are commonly carried out to study the overall
performance of the reactor or the composition of the product mixture, especially in
fluidized bed reactors [41]. More research is still required on pollutant emissions and
potassium release, and the possible methods to reduce the problems associated with
them.

In all of the mentioned models at different scales, kinetic models are required to
simulate the reactions related to conversion of solid particles or the gas phase. Some
of the kinetic models related to solid particle conversion are the simple and detailed
pyrolysis mechanisms [47, 25, 23] and the char oxidation and gasification kinetic
models [5]. Furthermore, over the past few years, singlestep and multistep kinetic
models are developed for the release of potassium from solid biomass, e.g., the re
cent models developed in our group [48, 49, 50]. For the gasphase reactions kinetic
models are developed for tar cracking and combustion, NO emissions, and gasphase
potassium chemistry. A detailed kinetic model is developed by the CRECK mod
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elling group for the decomposition and combustion of complicated volatile mixtures
[51]. This reaction mechanism involves 486 species and more than 16,000 reactions
and is computationally expensive for CFD simulations. However, a compact and
reduced kinetic model is derived based on the CRECK mechanism for the decompo
sition of tar species in an inert atmosphere which is suitable for CFD simulations as
well [52]. Detailed [15] and skeletal [16, 17] kinetic models are developed to study the
nitrogen chemistry during biomass combustion. A detailed kinetic model is proposed
for the gasphase reactions of KClS species [53] and a skeletal model is developed
later which can be implemented in CFD simulations [54]. Selecting the appropriate
kinetic model is an important step in numerical modelling of biomass conversion,
because in general, more detailed kinetic models lead to more reliable results at the
expense of a higher computational cost.

Based on the above discussion, significant studies were dedicated to the mod
elling of biomass conversion over the past few decades. However, there are still some
research gaps which require further studies. Some of the research gaps that are inves
tigated in this thesis are: (1) more detailed particle models which include the effects of
anisotropic wood properties and wood nonhomogeneities are still needed for thick
particles; (2) the release of KClS from biomass at different operating conditions is
not very well known; (3) NO emissions and possible methods for the reduction of
NO emissions from biomass devices have to be studied; and (4) more advanced bed
models are required to study the fixedbed reactors in more details. In the next sec
tion, the main contributions of this thesis regarding the mentioned research gaps are
discussed.

1.5 Thesis contribution

The main objectives of the present thesis are to further develop the numerical models
and use the models to study the biomass conversion process. Each paper included in
this thesis covers a part of the knowledge gaps discussed in the last section. The main
contribution of the thesis through each paper is presented as follows.

In Paper I, a detailed meshbased, multiregion particle model is developed and
used for the study of single particle pyrolysis and combustion in a thermallythick
regime. The proposed model can predict the temperature distribution inside the par
ticle, the products of conversion, and temporal mass loss of the particle during various
stages of conversion, i.e., drying, pyrolysis, and char combustion. The model is ex
tensively validated against various experimental measurements from the literature and
then is used to study the effects of anisotropic heat conductivity in the model and also
a possible solution to the stiff problem of coupling the particle model to the surround
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ing gas phase simulation. In Paper II, the same particle model is used to study the
stages of hydrogen release during biomass pyrolysis. A novel anisotropic shrinkage
model is proposed which correlates the particle shrinkage to the conversion of cel
lulose, hemicellulose, and lignin, which are the main components of the wood cell
walls. The model is developed based on the temporal measurement of the axial and
radial dimensions of wood dowels during pyrolysis up to 1273 K. Using the model,
pyrolysis is divided into four different stages with different characteristics related to
hydrogen release and gas phase products.

Another contribution of the thesis is related to the development and validation
of a new detailed model for the release of KClS species from biomass, which is pre
sented in Paper III. The model involves 12 solid species and 13 reactions to simulate
the main pathways of transformation and release of potassium species. The model
prediction for different parameters related to potassium release is compared and vali
dated against different experiments from the literature. Three main parameters related
to KClS release that can be predicted by the proposed model are: (1) the types of
potassium (organic, inorganic, and stable) that remain in the solid after pyrolysis or
combustion at different temperatures; (2) the residual mass fraction of K, Cl, and S
in the solid after combustion at different temperatures; (3) the concentration of the
gas phase Kcontaining species (atomic K, KCl, and KOH) at the vicinity of burn
ing particles. The proposed model is coupled to a reactor scale CFD simulation of a
140 kW EFG to study the Krelease during gasification and the results are presented
in Paper IV. To the best of authors’ knowledge, this was the first attempt to study
the Krelease in a biomass reactor using a detailed Krelease model. In this paper, the
gasification process and the main processes that are active at different locations inside
the EFG are studied. The concentration of water and gas temperature inside the re
actor and also the gasphase composition at the gasifier outlet are compared against
experimental measurements from an earlier study. On the other hand, the concen
tration of gasphase K, KCl, and KOH is compared with experimental measurements
to examine the validity of the Krelease model in reactor scale simulations. Finally,
the model is used to study the different stages and pathways of KClS release during
the gasification process.

The last two papers that are included in this thesis are focused on the study of
fixedbed biomass combustion. In Paper V, the gasphase reactions in the freeboard
and NO formation and reduction are discussed. To model the boiler freeboard, the
most common volatile (tar and gas) species from biomass pyrolysis are identified us
ing a detailed single particle model from an earlier work. A method is developed to
estimate the mass fraction of volatile species right above the bed in a way that satis
fies the elemental and energy balance in the bed. Two reduced reaction mechanisms
from the literature, one for tar decomposition and one for hydrocarbon combustion
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and NO emissions, are coupled to study the gasphase reactions in the reactor. The
model predictions for major and minor species at different heights along the reactor
are validated with experimental measurements from the literature. The possibility of
SNCR for NO reduction in this specific boiler and the effective parameters on the
performance of this method are investigated. In Paper VI, a tabulationbased model
is developed for the simulation of the fixed bed reactors. The model is based on pre
processing the pyrolysis of thick particles in different conditions using the detailed
particle model presented in Paper I. The temperature range for table generation is re
lated to that in a fixedbed reactor. The generated tables are used to include the intra
particle processes in the 2D bed model, without the need to run the computationally
expensive particle model. The tabulation method is validated for the conversion of a
single particle and three stacked particles and the results are compared to the detailed
particle model. Finally, the tabulation method is used to model the combustion in a
batch reactor and the temperature evolution and the flame propagation speed in the
bed are compared with the experimental measurements. The bed model is coupled to
a CFD solver of the freeboard to have a comprehensive model of a fixed bed reactor.
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Chapter 2

Theory and modelling

Thermochemical conversion of biomass is a multiscale problem and specific models
have been developed and presented for each scale. In this chapter, the mathematical
description of the different models that have been developed for the particle scale,
potassium release, fixed bed, and freeboard simulations are presented.

2.1 Particle models

Biot number, Bi, is the ratio of convective to conductive heat transfer to a particle
and is a decisive parameter in particle modelling. The Biot number can be defined as

Bi =
heffdp
κp

, (2.1)

where dp is the (equivalent) particle diameter and κp is the conductivity of the solid
particle. heff is the effective heat convection coefficient, in which both the radiative
and the convective heat transfer coefficients are considered. The convection coefficient
can be calculated by the Nusselt number, Nu, and the radiation coefficient can be
calculated based on the particle surface temperature, Tp,s, and the radiation source
temperature, Trad. Hence, the effective heat convection coefficient becomes [55]

heff = hconv + hrad =
Nuκf
dp

+ σϵ
(
Tp,s + Trad

) (
T2
p,s + T2

rad

)
, (2.2)

where κf is the surrounding fluid conductivity, σ is the Stefan–Boltzmann constant,
and ϵ is the emissivity factor.
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Based on the Biot number, the conversion of the particle is either in a thermally
thin or thermally thick regime. The temperature gradient inside a thermally thin
particle (Bi ≪ 1) can be neglected which simplifies the problem and the governing
equations for the particle. This is not the case for larger particles in the thermally
thick regime (Bi ≫ 1) and the temperature distribution inside the particle should
be considered. In the following, the governing equations for both types of particles
are presented. The thermally thin particle model is used in Paper III and Paper IV to
study the potassium release from single biomass particles or in an EFG.The thermally
thick particle model is developed and used in Paper I and is later used to study the
anisotropic shrinkage and hydrogen release from a single particle in Paper II.

2.1.1 Thermally thin particle model

For particles in the thermally thin regime, all properties inside the particle can be con
sidered uniform. Therefore, the governing equations for thin particles become a set
of ODEs that are only a function of time. The mass balance and energy conservation
equations for a thin particle can be expressed as

dmp

dt
= ℜ̇drying + ℜ̇pyrolysis + ℜ̇char , (2.3)

mpcp
dTp

dt
= Q̇conv + Q̇rad + Q̇drying + Q̇pyrolysis + Q̇char,s , (2.4)

where mp, cp, and Tp are the mass, specific heat capacity, and temperature of the
particle, respectively. Q̇rad is the radiative heat transfer and is calculated by a radiation
model, and the convective heat transfer to the particle can be calculated by

Q̇conv = hconvAp(Tg − Tp) , (2.5)

where Ap is the particle surface area, and Tg is the gas temperature surrounding the
particle. The other source terms in mass and energy equations are calculated through
submodels for drying, pyrolysis, and char conversion, which are presented in Sec
tion 2.2.

The thermally thin particles are relatively small and in a fluidized bed or en
trained flow reactors, they constantly move by the fluid flow. The momentum equa
tion for the movement of the thin particles is in the form of

dmpUp

dt
= fD,p + g(1−

ρg

ρp
)mp , (2.6)

where mp, ρp, and Up are particle mass, density, and velocity vector, fD,p is the drag
force vector and g is the gravitational acceleration vector.
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2.1.2 Thermally thick particle model

For the thermally thick particles, the temperature and other properties inside the par
ticle are not uniform. Hence, the variables are dependent on both time and location
and the governing equations are in the form of PDE. In this case, the equations and the
computational domain have to be discretized and a computational grid is required.
2D and 3D grids can be used for spherical and cylindrical particles, such as those
presented in Fig. 2.1a–d. Furthermore, the particle region can be coupled to the sur
rounding region as in Fig. 2.1e, based on the multiregion approach that is explained
in Paper I. The governing equations for the thick particle model were presented and
discussed in detail in Paper I, and a summary is also presented here.

Figure 2.1: Different 2D and 3D grids used for uncoupled particle simulations (a–d) or coupled simulations (e).

The biomass particle is a porous media which can contain solid, liquid, and gas
phases at the same time. At low temperatures before the moisture content of the
particle evaporates, the liquid water is trapped within the pores of the particle, and its
movement can be neglected. Neglecting the movement of liquids within the pores,
the governing equations for the solid and liquid phases become similar. The mass
balance equation for the solid and liquid species can be expressed as

∂ρs,i
∂t

= ℜ̇s,i , (2.7)

and the continuity equation for the gas phase is
∂

∂t
(
ερg
)
+∇ ·

(
ερgU

)
= ℜ̇g . (2.8)

In the above equations, ρs,i is the density of the i’th solid or liquid species and ℜ̇s,i
is the source term for the same species due to drying, pyrolysis, or char conversion
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reactions. ρg and U are the density and velocity vector of the gas phase inside the
particle, and ℜ̇g is the total gas formation due to particle conversion. The total gas
formation rate is equal to the sum of the formation rate of different gasphase species,

ℜ̇g =

Ngas∑
j=1

ℜ̇g,j , (2.9)

where ℜ̇g,j is the formation rate of j’th gasphase species due to particle conversion.

The fluid velocity vector inside the particle can be estimated by the Darcy equa
tion,

U = −K
μ
∇p , (2.10)

where p and μ are the gas pressure and dynamics viscosity, respectively, and K is the
permeability of the particle which can be calculated based on the pore diameter, dpore,
and local porosity inside the particle, ε, using [56]

K =
d2poreε3

180(1− ε)2
. (2.11)

Various gasphase volatiles are produced during the particle conversion and the
transport equation for the volatiles inside the porous particle can be expressed as

∂

∂t
(
ερgYj

)
+∇ ·

(
ερgUYj

)
= ∇ ·

(
ρgDeff,p∇Yj

)
+ ℜ̇g,j , (2.12)

where Yj is the mass fraction of the jth volatile species and Deff,p is the effective pore
diffusivity.

The local thermal equilibrium assumption is considered in the model meaning
that the three phases of solid, liquid, and gas have the same temperature, T, at each
specific location inside the particle. Hence, one energy equation can be solved for the
whole particle, which is expressed as(

ρcp
)
tot

∂T
∂t

+ ερgcpgU∇T = ∇ ·
(
κeff∇T

)
+ Q̇reac , (2.13)

where cpg is the heat capacity of the gas mixture and Q̇reac is the heat generation due
to particle conversion. The derivation of the energy equation for the solid particle is
presented in Appendix A.1.

(
ρcp
)
tot can be calculated as

(
ρcp
)
tot = ερgcpg + ρscps = ερg

Ngas∑
j

Yjcpj + ρs

Nsolid,liquid∑
i

Ys,icpi . (2.14)
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The κeff in Eq. 2.13 is the effective heat conductivity in the porous media which in
cludes conduction and pore radiation by

κeff = κcond + κrad , (2.15)

where

κcond = εκg + (1− ε)κs = ε

Ngas∑
j

Yjκj + (1− ε)

Nsolid,liquid∑
i

Ys,iκi , (2.16)

and

κrad =
εσT3dpore

ϵ
. (2.17)

In the above equation, ϵ is the local emissivity inside the particle pores which can be
calculated as a massweighted average of the emissivity of different solid components,
i.e., biomass, char, and ash, so that

ϵ =

Nsolid∑
i

Ys,i,dryϵi . (2.18)

More details on the thick particle model and also the parameters that are used
in the model are presented in Paper I.

2.2 Submodels for particle conversion

Biomass particles in both thermally thin and thermally thick regimes undergo three
main stages of conversion that are drying, pyrolysis, and char conversion. The main
difference between thin and thick particles is related to the temperature distribution
inside the particle, which significantly affects the progress rate of all stages of conver
sion. Therefore, the local temperature inside the particle should be used for the thick
particles, and the particle temperature, Tp, for the thin particles. On the other hand,
the progress of char conversion is also controlled by mass diffusion to the particle,
which is handled differently for thin and thick particles. The details of the conversion
submodels that are used in different papers are presented in the following.

2.2.1 Drying

Drying is the first stage of biomass conversion, during which the moisture content of
the biomass is evaporated and released into the surrounding. Three types of drying
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models are used in the literature, i.e., the heat flux, equilibrium, and chemical reaction
models [27]. It was found that the three methods lead to very similar predictions,
especially at higher temperatures [27]. So it is intuitive to use a method that is easier
to implement in the simulation. A brief description of the equilibrium and chemical
reaction methods, which are used in different parts of this thesis, is presented in the
following.

The chemical reaction model is a simple and stable model for particle drying,
and it is used in Paper I and Paper II to model the drying of thick particles. In this
model, evaporation is considered as a reaction to convert the liquid water to water
vapour, where the reaction rate per unit mass is expressed in the Arrhenius form,

r = Aexp (−E/(RuT)) [1/s] , (2.19)

where A and E are the preexponential factor and the activation energy of the reaction,
respectively. Here, rate constants of A = 5.13× 1010 [1/s] and E = 88 [kJ/mol] are
used to model the drying [57].

The equilibrium model is slightly more advanced than the chemical reaction
model and is used in Paper III and Paper IV to model the drying of thin particles. In
this model, the drying rate is estimated by

ℜ̇drying = hmApMwater(Cwater,S − Cwater,g) [kg/s] , (2.20)

where hm is themass convection coefficient, Ap is the particle surface area, andMwater is
the molecular weight of water. Cwater,S and Cwater,g are the water vapour concentration
at the particle surface and in the gas phase surrounding the particle, respectively. The
Cwater,S is calculated by the saturation vapour pressure of the water at the particle
surface temperature.

For both models, the heat of drying can be calculated based on the drying rate by
Q̇drying = ℜ̇drying∆hvap,water, where ∆hvap,water is the latent heat of water evaporation.

2.2.2 Pyrolysis

Pyrolysis or devolatilization is an important stage of conversion, during which be
tween 60–90% of the particle mass is released as volatiles, and the rest remains in the
solid state in the form of char and ash. The pyrolysis rate and products are highly
sensitive to temperature, and different mechanisms are proposed in the literature to
model pyrolysis. The pyrolysis models used in this thesis can be categorized into a
onestep single reaction, three competing reactions, and detailed multistep models.
A schematic representation of the three pyrolysis models is presented in Fig. 2.2. The
kinetic rate constants for the first two models are presented in Table 2.1.
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Figure 2.2: Different schemes for pyrolysis of lignocellulosic biomass. Single reaction (a), three competing
reactions (b), and detailed multi-step (c) schemes.

Table 2.1: Pyrolysis kinetic rate constants for the single reaction and three competitive reaction models.

Ai [1/s] Eai [kJ/mol] Ref.
Single reaction:
k1: 1.73× 106 106.5 [58]
Three competitive reactions:
k2: 4.4× 109 153 [47]
k3: 1.1× 1010 148 [47]
k4: 3.3× 106 112 [47]

In the onestep single reaction model, the biomass is converted to gas, tar, and
char through a single reaction. The mass fraction of pyrolysis yields, i.e., α1–α3, are
the model inputs which should be predicted by experiments or other more advanced
models. This model is the most simple pyrolysis model with the lowest computational
cost. Therefore, it is commonly used for simulations in the reactor scale where a large
number of particles are involved. This pyrolysis model is used in the modelling of
thin particle conversion in Paper III and Paper IV.

The three competitive reaction model is more advanced compared to the single
reaction model, mainly because it can predict the gas, tar, and char yields relatively
well. The main limitations of this pyrolysis model are that it is not dependent on the
fuel type, gives no information about the composition of the gasphase products, and
it cannot predict the elemental composition of char at different temperatures. This
model is used in Paper I to study the conversion of thermally thick particles, and its
performance is compared against the detailed pyrolysis model.

The most advanced pyrolysis model for lignocellulosic biomass is a multistep
reaction mechanism that is developed over the years by CRECK modelling group
[59, 60, 23]. In this model, the thermal decomposition of main biomass constituents,
i.e., cellulose (CEL), hemicellulose (HCE), lignin (LIG), and extractives (EXT) are
considered as presented in Fig. 2.2c. Each biomass component has its own decompo
sition rate and pathway, and it can be converted to volatiles, char, and intermediate
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species such as metaplastic species (MET), during different stages of conversion. The
initial composition of the biomass can be estimated based on the ultimate analysis of
the fuel (C, H, O, and ash content). The main advantages of this model compared to
earlier pyrolysis models are a more accurate pyrolysis rate at different stages of pyroly
sis, detailed prediction of volatile species, ability to predict the elemental composition
of the residual char, and more realistic prediction of the heat of pyrolysis. This model
is used in both Paper I and Paper II for detailed analysis of biomass pyrolysis. The
main limitation of this model is its high computational cost, so it is cannot be easily
implemented in reactor scale simulations. Nevertheless, the single particle simula
tions with the detailed pyrolysis model can be used as a preprocessing step to predict
the volatile composition, for instance, in the onestep single reaction pyrolysis model.

2.2.3 Char conversion

The heterogeneous char conversion can take place after biomass pyrolysis through the
reactions that are presented in Table 2.2. Depending on the atmosphere, the solid
char can react with oxidizing agent O2 (combustion), or gasifying agents H2O, CO2,
and H2 (gasification). The gasification with H2 is very slow in atmospheric gasifiers
and it can be neglected in many cases [9]. Based on reaction R1, char can react with
oxygen to produce CO and CO2. The ratio of CO to CO2 during char combustion
is determined by ΩC which is a function of temperature [61, 25]

ΩC =
2 (1+ 4.3exp[−3390/T])
2+ 4.3exp[−3390/T]

. (2.21)

The char conversion rate or char reactivity is defined as

rm = − 1
mC

dmC

dt
=

1
1− XC

dXC
dt

[1/s] , (2.22)

where XC = 1 − mC/mC0 is the char conversion and mC and mC0 are current and
initial mass of char, respectively. The char reactivity per unit mass is presented in
Eq. 2.22 but the char reactivity per unit surface area, rA [kg/(m2 s)] is also commonly
used in the literature [9]. The two types of reactivity are correlated by

rm = AmrA [1/s] , (2.23)

where Am [m2/kg] is the total active surface area per unit mass. The active surface
area of char changes during conversion, and is reported in the general form of Am =
Am0F(XC), where different functions of F(XC) are proposed in different studies [5].
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The heterogeneous char conversion reactions are more complicated in nature
than the pyrolysis reactions. The pyrolysis reactions are mainly controlled by temper
ature, while many factors related to both kinetics and mass diffusion are effective on
char reactivity. The kinetic rate of heterogeneous reactions is sensitive to the tempera
ture, active surface area of char, partial pressure of the gasphase reactant, and also the
catalytic effects of inorganic matter such as potassium [5]. The mass diffusion of the
gasphase reactant or the products can be limited externally or internally. The external
mass diffusion is dependent on the particle size and the surrounding flow parameters
such as velocity, reactant concentration, and temperature. On the other hand, the in
ternal diffusion rate is affected by the morphological structure of the biomass which
constantly changes during conversion. Based on the above discussion, three differ
ent regimes can be defined for the char conversion: Regime I which is controlled
by kinetics; Regime II which is controlled by internal or pore diffusion; and Regime
III which is controlled by the external diffusion [62, 5, 9]. Only the experiments in
Regime I leads to the measurement of the intrinsic kinetic rates of char conversion,
as opposed to measurements in Regime II and III which provide the overall reactivity
of the char. It was found that the effects of diffusion cannot be neglected even in
particles as small as 60 μm, so most of the experiments in literature are performed to
measure the overall char reactivity [5].

The kinetic rates of the char oxidation and gasification are commonly presented
in a general form of [5]

rm,kin,i = AiTβiexp (−Ei/(RuT)) pnii F(XC) [1/s] , (2.24)

or in some cases, the more simple form of [26]

rm,kin,i = AiTexp (−Ei/(RuT))CiF(XC) [1/s] , (2.25)

where i is the gasphase reactant (O2, CO2 or H2O) and pi and Ci are the partial
pressure or concentration of the same reactant surrounding the particle. It should be
noted that both the overall or intrinsic reactivity of char can be presented in the form
of the above equations. The best approach for char conversion modelling is to use the
intrinsic kinetic rate and model the diffusion rate separately. Different approaches can
be used to model the diffusion rate in thermally thin and thermally thick particles.

In the thick particle models (Paper I), the diffusion of the gasphase reactant to
the surface of the particle is modelled using the Stefan flow correlations [63]. The
diffusion inside the particle is modelled by solving the species transport equation,
which is affected by the local porosity inside the particle.

For thermally thin particles (Paper III and Paper IV) a kineticdiffusion limited
model is used to calculate the overall char conversion rate. The kineticdiffusion lim
ited model is commonly used in the literature [40, 64] and it can be expressed in the
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general form of
rm,i =

rm,dif,irm,kin,i
rm,dif,i + rm,kin,i

[1/s] , (2.26)

where rm,i is the reactivity of char due to reactions with gas species i and rm,dif,i is the
char conversion rate per unit mass [1/s] limited to the external diffusion rate, which
can be calculated by

rm,dif,i =
Appi
mC

Ci
(
0.5(Tg + Tp)

)0.75
dp

[1/s] . (2.27)

In Eq. 2.27, Ci = 4 × 10−12νC,i [s/K0.75] is calculated based on the diffusion
coefficient, and νC,i is the stoichiometric ratio of char to the gasphase reactant (Cal
culations in Appendix A.3). Following the literature, two different sets of kinetic rates
are used for thin and thick particles, which are presented in Table 2.2.

Table 2.2: Kinetic rate of heterogeneous oxidation and gasification reactions. Units in [Pa-J-kmol-m-s-K].

Heterogeneous reactions
R1 ΩC C + O2 → 2(ΩC  1) CO + (2ΩC) CO2

R2 C + CO2 → 2 CO
R3 C + H2O → H2 + CO

Thin particles, rm,kin,i [1/s] ref.
R1 7.06× 105P0.78

O2
exp(−160× 106/(RuT))(1− X) [65]

R2 3.62× 104P0.8
CO2T

−0.8exp(−166× 106/(RuT))(1− X)2/3 [66]
R3 1.773× 103P0.41

H2Oexp(−179× 106/(RuT)) [67]
Thick particles, rm,kin,i [1/s] ref.

R1 0.658MC/ρCνC,iCO2SaTexp(−74.8× 106/(RuT)) [61]
R2 3.42MC/ρCCCO2SaTexp(−130× 106/(RuT)) [68]
R3 3.42CH2OMC/ρCSaTexp(−130× 106/(RuT)) [68]

2.2.4 Shrinkage

Thebiomass particles shrink during various stages of thermochemical conversion. The
particle shrinkage is important because it affects the size, density, and porosity of the
particle, hence the heat and mass transfer to the particle. In the case of thermally
thin particles, a simple assumption of constant density is used for simulations. This
means the particle volume changes at the same rate as particle mass loss. However, a
more advanced shrinkage model is used for the simulation of thermally thick parti
cles. In the case of nearly isotropic particles such as wood pellets, it is assumed that
the shrinkage is also isotropic but the volume change is different at various stages of

24



conversion. Hence, an empirical correlation is used in Paper I to calculate the local

shrinkage factor, θ =
V
V0

[27],

θ = 1+(1−θM)(
ρM
ρM,0

−1)+(θM−θB)(
ρB
ρB,0

−1)+(θB−θC)(
ρC
ρC,0

−1) , (2.28)

where subscriptsM, B and C correspond to moisture, biomass and char, respectively.
The ρM,0 and ρB,0 are the apparent densities at the start of conversion and ρC,0 is the
apparent char density after the pyrolysis stage is finished. θM, θB and θC are empirical
model constants varying between 0 and 1.

The shrinkage of lignocellulosic biomass which has anisotropic properties is
more complicated and is highly dependent on the structure of the wood cell walls.
Based on some earlier observations [69, 70] and also some experimental results pre
sented in Paper II, it was found that wood shrinkage can be different in axial (along
the grain) and radial (normal to grain) directions, and also the shrinkage rate is dif
ferent during decomposition of different wood components (cellulose, hemicellulose,
and lignin). Therefore, a new anisotropic shrinkage model is developed in Paper II
which is explained in the following.

The longitudinal shrinkage vector, β⃗, is defined as the particle length to its initial
length, in each of the x, y, and z Cartesian directions. Here we have defined z as the
axial direction (along the grain) of the particle, and x and y are the radial directions.
The β⃗ is related to the conversion of biomass constituents by

β⃗ = I⃗−
∑
j

∆⃗βj
(
1− mj/mj0

)
, (2.29)

where j represents the particle constituents, i.e., moisture, CEL, HCE, LIG, EXT,
MET, and char. I⃗ is a 1vector, ∆⃗βj is an empirical shrinkage vector for the decom
position of each constituent, and mj and mj0 are the mass and initial mass of each
constituent. More details regarding this shrinkage model are presented in Paper II.

2.2.5 Krelease model

The most simple and common approach to model the Krelease from biomass is to
describe the release rate in the form of an empirical Arrhenius reaction rate. However,
this approach requires experimental measurements for each specific fuel and operating
conditions, because the release rate can be affected by several different factors. A new
detailed KClS release model was developed and proposed in Paper IIIwhich is based
on various experimental measurements over the past two decades. Thismodel includes
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12 solidphase species and 13 reactions which are related to the main pathways of K
ClS transformation and release during biomass pyrolysis and combustion. The effects
of fuel type and ashforming elements, especially K, Cl, S, Si, Ca, and Mg, and also
operating conditions, such as temperature and H2O concentration are included in
the model. A summary of the reactions and the proposed kinetic rates are presented
in Table 2.3. Further details regarding the procedure and assumptions that led to
this model, model validation, and the main limitations of the model are presented in
Paper III. The model is also used in Paper IV to study the Krelease in an EFG, and
the results are compared with the experimental measurements by our collaborators
[71].

Table 2.3: Reactions and the reaction rates used to model the transformation and release of K, Cl, S, and Si-
containing species from Paper III, units in [kg-J-kmol-m-s-K].

Reaction rate
R1 Kinorganic → ϕ1KCl+ϕ2 K2SO4 + ϕ3 K2CO3 5.13× 1010 exp(−88× 106/(RuT))
R2 S2− → Scrystal 5.13× 1010 exp(−88× 106/(RuT))
R3 Scrystal → SO2(g) 1.25× 1011 exp(−125× 106/(RuT))
R4 KCl + RCOOH → RCOOK + HCl(g) 1.25× 1011 exp(−125× 106/(RuT))
R5 RCOOK → charK + CO2(g) 1.10× 107 exp(−112× 106/(RuT))
R6 RCOOK → R + CO2(g) + K(g) 4.40× 109 exp(−153× 106/(RuT))
R7 KCl→ KCl(g) 4.16× 107 exp(−186× 106/(RuT))
R8 K2CO3 → 2K(g) + CO2(g) + 0.5O2(g) 3.25× 1012 exp(−360× 106/(RuT))
R9 K2CO3 + H2O(g) → 2KOH(g) + CO2(g) 3.25× 1014 exp(−360× 106/(RuT)) · pnH2O

R10 K2SO4 → K2SO4(g) 5.93× 106 exp(−261× 106/(RuT))
R11 K2SO4 + H2O(g) → 2KOH(g) + SO2(g) + 0.5O2(g) 5.93× 108 exp(−261× 106/(RuT)) · pnH2O

R12 charK → α K2CO3 + (1α) K2SiO3 2.00× 107 exp(−182× 106/(RuT)) · Xchar

R13 K2SO4 + SiO2 → K2SiO3 + SO2(g) + 0.5O2(g) 2.00× 106 exp(−182× 106/(RuT)) · Xchar

2.3 Fixed bed model

The details of the fixed bed model developed in this study are presented in Paper
VI and a summary is reported here. The main idea is to include more details in the
bed model by separating the drying and pyrolysis stages from the char combustion
stage. Then a tabulation method is proposed to model the drying and pyrolysis stage,
while char combustion can bemodelled by a relatively simple kineticdiffusion limited
model which was used in earlier studies.

2.3.1 Tabulation method for drying and pyrolysis

The major part of particle mass is released during the pyrolysis stage in the form of
several different volatile species. However, a detailed particle model and a detailed
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pyrolysis mechanism cannot be easily used in bed simulations due to their high com
putational cost. The particle drying and pyrolysis are governed by the heat transfer
to the particle. Therefore, it is possible to preprocess the conversion of thick biomass
particles in different thermal conditions and store the results in some tables that can
be used for bed simulation. For this purpose, we have defined three variables which
define the state of the particle and the heat transfer rate to the particle. The three
variables are defined as

c1 = m/m0 , (2.30)

c2 = (Ts − Ts,min)/(Ts,max − Ts,min) , (2.31)

and

Teff =

(
Q̇tot,p

Apσϵ
+ T4

s

)1/4

. (2.32)

In the above equations c1, c2, and Teff represent particle mass, surface temper
ature, and heat transfer to the particle, respectively. m and m0 are the particle mass
and initial mass, respectively. Ts is the particle surface temperature which changes
from an initial value of Ts,min to the maximum temperature in the reactor, Ts,max.
Q̇tot,p is the total heat transfer to the particle, Ap is the particle surface area, σ is the
StefanBoltzmann constant, and ϵ is the emissivity of the particle surface. Based on
Teff definition, a particle that absorbs Q̇tot,p, is similar to a particle that is exposed to
a heating source with black body radiation at Teff.

In the proposed tabulation method, it is assumed that the conversion rate is a
function of the two progress variables c1 and c2, and the effective temperature Teff.
Therefore, the conversion of particles under different Teff conditions is simulated us
ing the detailed particle model, and the variables of interest are stored in tables as a
function of c1 and c2. For each particle in the bed, instead of using the detailed parti
cle model, the total heat transfer to the particle Q̇tot,p has to be calculated first to find
the Teff. Then the governing equations for the progress variables can be solved using
the data from the tables. The governing equations for c1 and c2 can be expressed as

dc1/dt = (dm/dt)/m0 = −ℜ̇sg,p/m0 (2.33)

and

dc2/dt = (dTs/dt)/(Ts,max − Ts,min) = Ṫs/(Ts,max − Ts,min) . (2.34)

In the above equations, the terms ℜ̇sg,p and Ṫs which determine the mass loss
rate and surface heating rate will be extracted from the tables. Based on this approach,
the particle surface temperature and mass loss rate which are the most important
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parameters affecting the gasphase domain are calculated quickly, without solving the
timeconsuming equations of the detailed particle model during the run time. The
total heat transfer to the particle is dependent on the particle surface temperature
Ts, and no information on the temperature distribution inside the particle is needed.
Q̇tot,p is calculated based on the convective, conductive, and radiative heat transfer to
the particle, where the details are reported in Paper VI.

2.3.2 Other submodels for the fixed bed

During drying and pyrolysis, the outward flow of the volatiles from the surface of
the particle (Stefan flow) prevents the oxygen to reach the char surface. Therefore,
char combustion starts after the pyrolysis stage and the rate of char combustion can
be limited by either the kinetics or the diffusion rate of oxygen. In the bed model,
the char reactivity is described as in the Eq. 2.22, but the diffusion rate is calculated
in a more general form compared to thermally thin particles. Since large particles are
being converted in a fixed bed, and the fluid flow is relatively slow, diffusion through
the ash layer should also be considered. For a spherical particle in a fixed bed, the
mass transfer limited rate of char conversion can be expressed in the form of

rm,dif =
(

1
πd22hm

+
d2 − d1

2πd1d2Dash

)−1

× MCρO2

MO2mC
× 1

νO2

[1/s] , (2.35)

where d1 and d2 are the char and particle diameters, respectively. hm is the mass
convection coefficient, Dash is the effective diffusion coefficient in the ash layer, and
MC andMO2 are themolecular weight of char and oxygen, respectively. The derivation
of this equation and more details on the calculation of different terms are presented
in Appendix A.3.

Other submodels that are required for the solid particles in the bed model are
the convective and radiative heat transfer to the particle. The particle surface temper
ature is known because the transport equation for c2 is being solved in the bed. The
convective heat transfer to the particle is calculated by

Q̇conv = hcSA(Tg − Ts) , (2.36)

where hc is the heat convection coefficient, SA is the particle surface area, and Tg is
the gas temperature near the particle.

The radiative heat transfer from the reactor walls to the particles is calculated
by Discrete Ordinate Methods (DOM) [72]. Since radiation is the main source of
heating of the particles, an important parameter in the bedmodelling is the absorption
coefficient. The absorption of gas can be neglected compared to that in the bed of
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solid particles [73]. The bed absorption/emission coefficient is calculated based on
the volume scattering relation proposed by Brewster et al. [74] as a function of bed
porosity and particle diameter

κa,e =
1.5(1− εb)

εbdp
, (2.37)

where εb is the bed porosity assuming nonporous particles. More details on the
convection, radiation, and different definitions of porosity in the bed are reported in
Paper VI. The governing equations for the fluid flow in the porous bed and also in
the freeboard are presented in the next section.

2.4 Gasphase model

The numerical modelling of the flow and reactions in a biomass reactor is different
depending on the reactor type. In fixed bed reactors, the solid particles are located
in the bed and they are not moving with the flow. In this case, the bed is considered
as a porous media and the freeboard does not contain any solid particles. On the
other hand, an EulerianLagrangian model is required to model the fluid flow and
particle movement in entrained flow or fluidized bed reactors. The type of gasphase
reactions to be considered in the model is also dependent on the device, the operating
conditions, and the objectives of the study. In the next sections, first, the general
form of the governing equations for the fluid phase in the porous bed and freeboard
is presented, and then the different gasphase reactions that are considered in different
parts of this thesis are explained.

2.4.1 Fluid flow in porous bed and freeboard

The continuity, momentum, species transport, and energy equations for the fluid flow
inside the porous bed are expressed in the following form:

∂εbρ

∂t
+∇ · (εbρU) = ℜ̇sg , (2.38)

∂

∂t
(εbρU) +∇ · (εbρUU) = −∇εbp+ εbρg+∇ · (εbτ)− Sp , (2.39)

where
τ = μeff

[ (
∇U+∇UT)− 2

3
∇ · UI

]
, (2.40)
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∂

∂t
(εbρYi) +∇ · (εbρUYi) = ∇ ·

(
ρDeff∇Yi

)
+ ℜ̇g,i + ℜ̇sg,i , (2.41)

and

∂

∂t
(εbρh) +∇ · (εbρUh) +

∂

∂t
(εbρKe) +∇ · (εbρUKe)−

∂p
∂t

= ∇ ·
(
ραeff∇h

)
+ Q̇rad + Q̇reac + Q̇char,g − Q̇conv .

(2.42)

In the above equations, ρ, U, p and h are density, velocity vector, pressure and
the specific enthalpy of the fluid, respectively. ℜ̇sg is the gas production from the solid
particles. In the momentum equation, τ is the total stress tensor, g is the gravitational
acceleration vector, and Sp is the momentum source term from the particles. Yi is
the mass fraction of the i’th species in the gas mixture and ℜ̇g,i and ℜ̇sg,i are the pro
duction rate of the same species due to gas phase reactions and particles conversion,
respectively. In the energy equation, Ke is the kinetic energy per unit mass and Q̇rad
is the radiation source term. Q̇reac is the heat source due to gas phase reactions, Q̇conv
is the convective heat transfer from gas to the solid and Q̇char,g is a share of the heat
generated due to heterogeneous char reactions, which is directly transferred to the
gasphase. The derivation of the above equations is presented in Appendix A.2 and
more details on the calculation of each term are presented in Paper VI.

The parameters εb, ℜ̇sg, ℜ̇sg,i, Sp, Q̇char,g, and Q̇conv are involved in coupling
the gasphase equations to the solidphase particles and their calculation is different
in various parts of this thesis. Other than in the porous bed in Paper VI, εb = 1 is
considered in the fluid flow in the other studies. In Paper I and Paper V, the gas phase
reactions around a particle or in the freeboard above a fixed bed are studied. Therefore,
the particle effects are only added to the fluid domain boundaries, so the source terms
from the particles within the domain are zero. In Paper IV, small particles in the EFR
are tracked with a Lagrangian frame of reference, and the source terms in the fluid
region are calculated by a thermally thin particle model. For fixed bed simulations in
Paper VI, the source terms from the particle are calculated based on the tabulation
method and char combustion model that was explained in the previous section.

2.4.2 Gasphase reactions

Different reaction mechanisms are used in different parts of the present work that are
summarized in Table 2.4 and explained in the following. In Paper I, the GRIMech
3.0 [75] is used to model the combustion of volatiles surrounding a thick particle
during pyrolysis. The focus in Paper II and Paper III are on the solid particles, so the
gasphase reactions are not considered in those studies. In Paper IV a set of global
reactions that are commonly used in gasification simulations [76] are used. The global
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reactions include the forward and backward watergas shift reactions, and combustion
of CO, H2, CH4, and C2H6. A new reaction mechanism is proposed for the simu
lations in Paper V, which is the combination of two other reduced mechanisms, i.e.,
Lovas [16] and Goyal [52]. The Lovas mechanism is used to model the combustion of
C1 and C2 hydrocarbons and also NO emissions and reduction in a biomass combus
tor. The Goyal mechanism includes the pathways for the decomposition of heavy tar
molecules to C1 and C2 species. The performance of the new combined mechanism
is compared against the two original mechanisms for the main variables of interest to
test the validity of the model. Finally, in Paper VI a new set of decomposition reac
tions for the tar species are introduced and a set of global reactions are used to model
the combustion of gases. The method used to extract the tar decomposition reactions
is briefly described in the following.

Table 2.4: Different gas-phase reaction mechanisms are used in various parts of the present study.

Paper Name of mechanism Used for ref.
Paper I GRIMech 3.0 Combustion of volatiles near particle [75]
Paper IV Global gasification reactions Modelling the EFG [76]
Paper V Lovas Combustion and NO emissions [16]

Goyal Decomposition of tar species [52]
Paper VI Global tar decomposition Decomposition of tar species This study

Global combustion reactions Combustion of volatiles in freeboard 

A large variety of volatile species is released during the pyrolysis of biomass par
ticles that has to be included in the gasphase simulations. In an earlier study in our
group, a set of global tarcracking reactions was proposed [56], but the rate of decom
position of different species was unknown. In Paper VI, a detailed gasphase reaction
mechanism with 486 species and more than 16 thousand reactions [51] was used to
estimate the decomposition rate of different tar species. The detailed kinetic model
was used to propose a set of singlestep global reactions for the volatile decomposition,
which are presented in Table 2.5.

Perfectly Stirred Reactor (PSR) simulations are carried out to calculate the de
composition rate of each volatile species in an inert atmosphere at different temper
atures between 600 to 1500 K. The major products of decomposition at high tem
peratures were CO and H2 for most volatiles considered in this study. Other species
such as CH4, C2H2, H2O, and CO2 were also available in the products and used in
the proposed reactions to satisfy the elemental balance [56]. Further details on the
estimation of the reaction rate constants in Table 2.5 are presented in Paper VI.
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Table 2.5: Global single step reactions for decomposition of the volatiles. Units in [kJ, mol, s].

Reactions A Ea
HCOOH → 0.4H2+0.6H2O+0.6CO+0.4CO2 8.10E+14 282.8
CHOCHO → H2 + 2CO 1.02E+14 220.4
CH2OHCHO → 2H2 + 2CO 4.71E+13 253.3
CH2OHCH2CHO → H2 + 2CO + CH4 3.02E+13 208.2
CH3OH → 2H2 + CO 3.47E+14 305.6
CH3CHO → CO + CH4 6.91E+10 204.8
CH3CO2H → 2H2 + 2CO 2.56E+11 228.9
C2H3CHO → H2 + CO + C2H2 7.93E+14 294.5
C2H5OH → H2 + CO + CH4 1.16E+12 248.2
C2H5CHO → 2H2 + CO + C2H2 1.42E+13 240.8
C5H8O4 → 2H2 + 4CO + CH4 7.18E+13 249.2
C6H5OH → 0.5H2 + CO + 2.5C2H2 1.08E+14 307.0
C6H5OCH3 → H2 + CO + 3C2H2 1.33E+11 173.7
C6H6O3 → 3CO + C2H2 + CH4 1.57E+11 190.9
C6H10O5 → 3H2 + 5CO + CH4 7.11E+13 238.2
C7H8O → H2 + CO + 3C2H2 1.98E+14 285.4
C8H8O3 → 1.5H2 + 3CO + 2.5C2H2 3.75E+10 160.9
C24H28O4 → 4H2 + 4CO + 10 C2H2 4.61E+13 224.3
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Chapter 3

Summary of results

A summary of the results and the main findings of the papers included in this thesis
are presented in this chapter. The results are categorized as thermally thick particle
conversion (Paper I and Paper II), potassium release (Paper III and Paper IV), and
fixed bed reactor results (Paper V and Paper VI).

3.1 Thermally thick particle conversion

3.1.1 Paper I

In this paper, the pyrolysis and combustion of a single thick biomass particle are stud
ied. A multiregion approach is used to study the physical phenomena both inside
and surrounding the particle. The model is extensively validated against different ex
periments from the literature but only a few cases are presented here. For instance,
the particle mass loss and particle centre and surface temperature (Tc and Ts) during
fast pyrolysis and combustion are presented in Fig. 3.1 and compared against experi
mental and numerical data from the literature [26, 77, 78]. The prediction of particle
mass loss in both cases and the particle temperature in pyrolysis agree very well with
the experiments. However, the temperature difference is higher in the combustion
case, which can be attributed to both experimental and numerical challenges. In
the experiments, the thermocouples were disconnected from the particle during char
combustion because of particle deformation. On the other hand, submodels such
as soot formation and radiation are not included in this work, which might affect
the particle temperature during combustion. Nevertheless, the model can predict the
conversion rate and the onset of different stages very well.
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Figure 3.1: Model predictions of particle surface and centre temperature and particle mass loss during pyrolysis
and combustion compared to experimental [26] and numerical data from literature [26, 77, 78].

The numerical model is used to study the effects of shrinkage on particle conver
sion. The shrinkage effects are more significant during combustion because shrinkage
affects both heat transfer and mass diffusion to the particle. Two cases are simulated
with and without considering the particle shrinkage and the results are compared in
Fig. 3.2. Based on particle temperature in Fig. 3.2a, shrinkage makes the pyrolysis
faster (end of pyrolysis marked by the sudden rise of Tc around t=50 s), and the char
combustion slower (end of combustion marked by a decrease in Tc around t=80 s).
This can be explained by the porosity, ε, and effective conductivity, κeff inside the
particle that is presented in Fig. 3.2b. Without shrinkage, the particle size is larger,
and also the κeff is smaller, so heat transfer to the centre of the particle is slower and
pyrolysis becomes slower. On the other hand, without shrinkage, the ε is higher so
the oxygen diffusion inside the particle and hence the char combustion will be faster.
This highlights the significant effect of particle shrinkage during biomass conversion.
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Figure 3.2: Effects of particle shrinkage on the particle temperature and thermophysical properties during
combustion.

The effects of anisotropic heat conduction inside the woody biomass are also
investigated by 3D simulations of a single cylindrical particle. The heat conductiv
ity is higher along the fibres of the plant (axial direction) compared to the radial or
tangential directions. Two cases are compared here: an isotropic case with the same
conduction coefficient in all directions; and an anisotropic case with a conductivity
2.5 times higher in axial than in the radial and tangential directions. The average
conductivity in three directions is the same for the two cases. The numerical results
at different times are presented and compared in Fig. 3.3. In the anisotropic case, the
heat transfer rate is higher from the flat sides of the cylinder compared to the curved
side. But in this case, the curved side of the cylinder has a larger surface area, so the
total heat transfer to the particle will be lower, hence the drying and pyrolysis rates
will be lower. This can be observed by the displacement of drying and pyrolysis fronts
that can be identified by water mass fraction, biomass mass fraction, or Qdot fields
in Fig. 3.3.

Figure 3.3: Effects of anisotropic heat conduction on different variables during particle pyrolysis.

In the last part of this study, coupled particlesurrounding simulations are car
ried out, to study the volatile combustion during thick particle pyrolysis. Particle
surrounding coupling is a stiff problem because the time scale of the fluid can be
several orders of magnitude smaller than the particle timescale. Hence, the fluid can
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adapt to changes at the particle surface rapidly and this leads to the idea to update
the fluid field less frequently. A variable frequency scheme (fvar) is proposed that re
lates the fluid solution frequency to the flow rate at the particle surface. Based on
this scheme, when the changes in the flow rate are high, the fluid should be solved
more frequently and vice versa. This leads to a considerably lower computational cost
compared to the normal scheme (f = 1) in which the fluid variables are updated at
each iteration. The combustion of volatiles is simulated both with fvar and the nor
mal scheme (f = 1) and the results at different times are compared in Fig. 3.4. The
gas temperature at a probe location 20 mm above the particle centre is presented in
Fig. 3.4a which shows two distinct peaks around t=3 and 44 s. The evolution of
different variables which shows the flame front is presented in Fig. 3.4b–f. As com
bustion starts around t=3 s, the flame front is close to the probe location, but it moves
further away when the volatile release increases. The results are very similar from 20 s
to 40 s, but after that toward the end of pyrolysis, the flame front moves back closer
to the probe location and that is why we observe the second peak in temperature.
At all times, the results obtained with the variable frequency scheme are similar to
the normal scheme, while simulation time is around 4.4 times faster for the variable
frequency scheme.
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Figure 3.4: Numerical results with normal coupling (f = 1) and variable frequency coupling (fvar) for combustion
of volatiles surrounding particle. Gas temperature over time at probe location (a) and T, H2O,
C6H5OH, and CO2 concentration fields at different times (b–f). In each contour, the left half is from
f = 1 and the right half is from variable frequency fvar simulations.
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3.1.2 Paper II

In this paper, the pyrolysis of lignocellulosic biomass is studied with special attention
to the particle shrinkage, stages of hydrogen (H) release, and effects of wood inhomo
geneities. The thick particle model developed in Paper I is used and the simulations
are based on the recent experiments by Ossler et al. [70].

As explained in Section 2.2.4, a new anisotropic shrinkage model is proposed
that is based on the experimental measurements during the pyrolysis of wood dowels.
Six different cylindrical particles, p1–p6, from pine and beech wood were used in the
experiments. The particle length, L, is defined along the fibre, and diameter, D, is
normal to wood fibres, and the particles had an initial L/D ratio of 0.5, 1, and 2. The
final L and D after slow pyrolysis (10 K/min) up to different temperatures between
300–1273 K are measured and the results are presented in Fig. 3.5. The trends for
all particles are very similar and two interesting observations can be made: (1) the
radial shrinkage starts at a lower temperature compared to axial shrinkage; (2) the
radial shrinkage is higher than the axial shrinkage. Those observations led to the
development of the anisotropic shrinkage model in Section 2.2.4, which is used in
the simulations in this paper.
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Figure 3.5: Effects of anisotropic heat conduction on different variables during particle pyrolysis.

Slow pyrolysis of beech wood dowels is studied. The model predictions of the
mass loss, H mass loss, and particle shrinkage are compared against Ossler et al. [70]
experiments and the results are presented in Fig. 3.6. The model predictions are in
good agreement with the experiments at the whole range of the furnace temperature,
Tf. Furthermore, Fig. 3.7 shows the model prediction of the elemental composition
(C, H, and O mass fraction) of the residual solid at different temperatures compared
to the experimental measurements in this study. Further validation of the shrinkage
model is presented in the supplementary materials of Paper II.
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Figure 3.7: Elemental composition of the residual
solid after pyrolysis at different temper-
atures, compared to experimental mea-
surements presented in Paper II.

Biomass pyrolysis from 300 to 1300 K is divided into four stages as presented in
Fig. 3.8. Stage (I) is from room temperature up to 500 K, during which the pyrolysis
is slow and mass and H mass loss are negligible. Stage (II), 500700 K, is the main
stage of pyrolysis where around 80% of mass and total H is released. Two peaks can
be observed in the H release rate in this stage which is attributed to the HCE and
CEL decomposition, respectively (Fig. 3.8b). In stages (III) and (IV), the mass loss is
very small but the Hmass loss is still considerable. The main difference between these
two stages is the mixture that is released into the gas phase as presented in Fig. 3.9. In
stage (IV), the mixture is mainly made of H2, CO, and H2O.The water can be easily
separated by condensation and the final syngas (CO+H2) has many applications in
different combustion devices.
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Themodel is used to study the pyrolysis of inhomogeneous wood, such as forestry
residues, which have inhomogeneous properties because of the growth rings and also
bark. Three cases are considered, i.e., homogeneous beech (HB), beech twig (BT)
which has bark, and beech dowel (BD) which has growth rings. The initial porosity of
the three cases, in the 2D axisymmetric numerical domain, is presented in Fig. 3.10a.
Also, a Neutron Computed Tomography (NCT) image of pyrolyzed wood is pre
sented in the same figure for comparison. Based on simulations, it was found that
HB and BD have a very similar pyrolysis duration, but BT pyrolysis is faster because
of the lower bark density. On the other hand, the porosity field and the flow pattern
inside the particle, which are presented in Fig. 3.10b, are considerably different in the
three cases. The bark can disturb the flow of volatiles inside the particles toward the
axial direction. Moreover, in the BD the flow rate is higher in the rings with lower
density compared to higher density. The flow pattern is especially important for char
combustion which is limited by mass transfer to the particle.
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(a) Initial porosity of homogeneous beech (HB),
beech twig (BT), and beech dowel (BD)

(b) Porosity field and flow pattern after 30 s py
rolysis

Figure 3.10: Effects of wood inhomogeneities such as bark and growth rings on the flow pattern inside the
particle during fast pyrolysis.

3.2 Potassium release

3.2.1 Paper III

The Krelease model that is proposed in this paper (Table 2.3) can predict different
aspects of KClS release during and after the combustion and pyrolysis of biomass
particles. The initial composition of the fuel and ashforming elements are among
the most important parameters that are included in the model. First, different types
of K left in solid residue after pyrolysis and combustion at different temperatures are
studied. The numerical simulations are carried out for the conversion of wheat straw
(WS) based on Huang et al. [22] experiments and a comparison of the numerical
and experimental results are presented in Fig. 3.11. Three different types of potassium
are available in biomass, i.e., inorganic (H2Osoluble), organic (NH4ACsoluble),
and stable (acid or nonsoluble) [22]. Only a small fraction of K is released after
pyrolysis at 673 K which is attributed to the release of atomic K from organic R
COOK (R6). At this temperature, also a part of inorganic KCl is converted to organic
RCOOK through R4, which explains the peak of organic K at this temperature.
Higher temperature favours the release of atomic K (R6) over charK formation (R5).
Therefore, by increasing T (for T>673 K) the amount of organic K in solid decreases.
Two sudden changes are observed in the inorganic K curve, around 900 and 1100 K,
which are attributed to KCl and K2CO3 evaporation. During pyrolysis, the amount
of stable K remains almost constant.

Similar to pyrolysis, different types of potassium after the combustion of WS
are presented in Fig. 3.11b. The total K release is higher after combustion compared
to pyrolysis, which can be explained by the release of charK (R12) and also a slightly
higher particle temperature. During combustion, the fraction of stable K can increase
due to the reaction of potassium with the aluminosilicate matrix (R13). This last
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reaction is only expected in fuels with high Si content (Sirich fuels).
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Figure 3.11: Types of residual K in solid particles after conversion in N2 (a) and N2-O2 (b) atmospheres at dif-
ferent temperatures. Experimental data from Huang et al. [22].

The release of K, Cl, and S elements from two different types of biomass is
studied by the model and the results are compared to experiments [21] in Fig. 3.12.
The two fuels are wheat straw (WS) and carinata (CA) which are rich and lean in Si,
respectively Fig. 3.12. It was observed that the release of ashforming elements is con
siderably different in Sirich compared to lean fuels. Fig. 3.12a shows the normalized
mass of KClS after the combustion of WS at different temperatures. In this case, Cl
is released in two steps which are related to HCl (R4) and KCl (R7) release, respec
tively. The organic S was released at a relatively low temperature (<673 K), while the
inorganic S from K2SO4 was released later. The release of inorganic S in Sirich fuels
is enhanced due to the reaction of K2SO4 with aluminosilicates (R13) which leads
to the trapping of K and release of SO2 t. A small amount of K was released before
673 K that is attributed to organic K. Release of K is related to KCl evaporation up to
1100 K, and evaporation/dissociation of K2CO3 at higher temperatures. The release
of KClS from Silean CA is presented in Fig. 3.12b. The major difference between
WS and CA is the fact that R13 is not active for the latter. Hence, a part of K and S
can remain stable in form of K2SO4 until very high temperatures.
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Figure 3.12: Residual K, Cl, and S in solid after combustion of WS (a) and CA (b) at different temperatures.
Experimental data from Knudsen et al. [21].

The model was also used to study the release of gasphase potassium species
and the model predictions are compared against experimental measurements [79] in
Fig. 3.13. The concentration of Kspecies was measured downstream of the sample
during the combustion of spruce bark (SB) at different temperatures (only two are
presented here). At T=1123 K (Fig. 3.13a), the concentration of atomic K is high
during the pyrolysis stage (t ≤ 3 s) which is attributed to the release of organic K (R6).
During the combustion stage (3 to 25 s), the sample temperature is high enough for
KCl evaporation. The KCl evaporation continues even after char combustion (during
ash cooking) but at a lower rate. At this temperature, the concentration of KOH
and atomic K are low during the char combustion and ashcooking stages, which is
predicted by the model. Similar trends are observed at T=1223 K (Fig. 3.13b), but
the concentration of KOH is higher in this case because the dissociation of K2CO3
or K2SO4 becomes more important at higher temperatures.
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Figure 3.13: The concentration of gas-phase K-species downstream of the sample during combustion at differ-
ent temperatures. Experimental data from Sorvajarvi et al. [79].

Based on the model that was proposed in this study, the main pathways for the
transformation and release of KClS can be identified in the schematic presented in
Fig. 3.14. The elements that are initially in organic, inorganic, or stable form follow
different routes depending on the ash composition, temperature, and type of con
version (pyrolysis or combustion/gasification). This schematic presents a summary of
what was discussed above, the main reactions that are active at different conversion
stages, and the main species that are expected to be in solid particles or released to the
gas phase at various temperatures.
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Figure 3.14: The main pathways for the transformation and release of K-Cl-S species. The schematic is based
on the reactions in the proposed K-release model (Table .2.3).

3.2.2 Paper IV

In this paper, an EulerianLagrangian approach is used to study the gasification of
biomass particles in a 140 kW EFG.The model predictions are validated against TD
LAS measurements of temperature and H2O concentration at two different ports
[80], which are presented in Fig. 3.15a. Furthermore, Fig. 3.15b shows the compar
ison between model and experimental measurements of mole fraction of the major
gas species at the reactor outlet. The model predictions both inside EFG and at the
outlet are in good agreement with the experimental measurements.
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Figure 3.15: Comparison of the model predictions and the experimental measurements Sepman et al. [80].

The model is used to study the main phenomena that occur in different zones
inside the reactor as presented in Fig. 3.16. Zone I is the drying zone, in which the
liquid water evaporates from the particles and the particles undergo pyrolysis in zone
II. Zone III is the combustion zone which provides the energy (heat) for the operation
of the gasifier and the particles and gas are at their maximum temperature. The flame
is stabilized by the recirculation zone IV, which is formed around the centre of the
reactor. The gasification of char in zone V is the main active process in a large part
of EFG downstream of the combustion zone. In this zone, the unburned char in
the solid particles reacts with H2O and CO2 to produce H2 and CO. The particles
at the centre of the reactor have a higher momentum and a lower residence time
(Fig. 3.16h), which leads to a lower carbon conversion at the same height (Fig. 3.16g).
The distribution of the reactants (H2O and CO2) and products (H2 and CO) of char
gasification are presented in Fig. 3.16i–l.
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Figure 3.16: Numerical predictions of different fields related to fluid and solid particles. The regions marked
in the figure are (I) drying, (II) pyrolysis, (III) combustion, (IV) recirculation, and (V) gasification
zones.

The potassium release model from Paper III is integrated into the CFD model
in this work to predict the distribution of gasphase Kspecies inside the EFG. The
model predictions and the PFTDLAS measurements at port 2 [71] are compared in
Fig. 3.17. At the operating conditions of the EFG, the major fraction of K is in KOH
form, and the fraction of KCl and atomic K are considerably lower, which is predicted
very well by the model.
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Figure 3.17: The concentration of gas-phase K-species and comparison to experimental measurements at port
1 [71].

Finally, the model is used to study the distribution of the gasphase Kspecies
and the residual K, Cl, and S elements inside the fuel particles, which is presented in
Fig. 3.18. The distribution of different species can be explained by the reactions in
the Krelease model (Table 2.3). The atomic K (Fig. 3.18a) is released at the lowest
temperature which is attributed to the release of organic K (R6). The KCl evaporation
(R7) starts at a higher temperature and almost all of the KCl and solid Cl content is
released around the combustion zone (Fig. 3.18b and d). The dissociation of K2CO3
and K2SO4 (R9 and R11) starts at a very high temperature in the combustion zone,
which leads to the formation of KOH (Fig. 3.18c). The KOH release continues in the
gasification zone because the temperature and H2O concentration are still high, and
K and S are still left in the solid in form of K2SO4 (Fig. 3.18e and f ).

Figure 3.18: Distribution of gas-phase atomic K (a), KCl (b), and KOH (c). Normalized mass of residual Cl (d), K
(e), and S (f) in solid particles.
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3.3 Fixed bed reactor and freeboard

3.3.1 Paper V

In this study, the gasphase reactions in the freeboard of a fixed bed reactor and NO
emission and reduction are investigated. The reactor is a labscale 8–11 kW reactor
that was investigated in earlier studies [81, 82]. 3D simulations of the freeboard are
carried out without including the fixed bed in the model. The products of biomass
conversion in the bed are estimated by single particle studies and the mass, element,
and energy balance in the bed.

The model prediction for temperature and major species at 8 and 11 kW oper
ating conditions are validated against the experiments. Figure 3.19a and b show the
temperature and O2 mole fraction over the centre axis of the reactor. CO2 and CO
mole fractions are also validated against the experiments, but the results are not re
peated here. Finally, the NO concentration which is one of the main topics of this
study is presented in Figure 3.19c and compared with experiments. Based on the
model, more than 70% of total NO emission is originated from the fuelN whereas
the rest is coming from the atmospheric N2.
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Figure 3.19: Comparison of the model predictions over the centre vertical axis of reactor against the experi-
mental measurements by Wiinikka et al. [82].

The application of selective noncatalytic reduction (SNCR) on NO emissions
is studied in the present work. In SNCR, NH3 is injected at a specific height and
temperature range to reduce the NO emissions. SNCR performance is very sensi
tive to the injection height because injection at very high temperatures can lead to
a further increase in NO emissions, while injection at very low temperatures is in
effective because the reduction becomes too slow. In this study, NH3 was injected
at seven different heights from z=0.2 to 0.8 m. The NO concentrations for differ
ent cases are presented in Fig. 3.20a and compared against the original case with no
SNCR. Furthermore, the NO reduction by injection at different heights is presented

48



in Fig. 3.20b. It was found that in this specific reactor, maximum NO reduction can
be obtained by injection at z=0.4 m.

The next parameter that is effective on the performance of SNCR is the Nitrogen
Stoichiometric Ratio (NSR), which is defined as the molar ratio of injected NH3 to
NO at the outlet of the original case [18]. Simulations with different NSRs in the
range of 0.5 to 7 are carried out and the ammonia utilization efficiency, ηNH3 , and
NO reduction as a function of NSR are presented in Fig. 3.20. The ηNH3 is defined
as

ηNH3 =
NOinitial − NOfinal

NOinitial × NSR
× 100 , (3.1)

where NOinitial and NOfinal are the NO concentration at the outlet before and after
applying SNCR. It was observed that by increasing NSR, the NO reduction continu
ously increases, but ηNH3 increases and then decreases. Operating at NSR=1.5 seems
like an appropriate choice, as it has a relatively high NO reduction and ηNH3 . NSR
higher than 1.5 does not lead to significant NO reduction but significantly reduces
the ammonia utilization efficiency.
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Figure 3.20: Performance of SNCR method for NO reduction.

The NO formation and reduction and the most important reactions that are
active in different parts of the reactor are studied by the model. The NO formation
rate with and without SNCR are presented in Fig. 3.21a. Two distinct peaks for
NO formation can be observed which can be explained by O2 and T distributions at
the bottom of the reactor (Fig. 3.21b). The first peak is around z=0.1 m, where the
combustion started, so the temperature is very high, and O2 is still available. Slightly
higher, theO2 concentration is very low, so theNO formation rate is very low. Further
downstream close to z=0.22 m, the temperature is still relatively high and the O2
concentration is also high because of the introduction of the tertiary air, which leads to
the second peak in NO formation. In the SNCR case, the NO decreases downstream
of z=0.4 m, because of the ammonia injection at that height. Based on the model, the
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top 10 active reactions which had the highest impact on NO formation and reduction
in each case were selected and their summation is presented in Fig. 3.21a. It can be
observed that the selected 10 reactions are the main reactions affecting NO formation.
A schematic of the fate of fuelN is presented in Fig. 3.21c, which is based on the 10
selected reactions in this study.
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Figure 3.21: Performance of SNCR method for NO reduction.

3.3.2 Paper VI

In this paper, the tabulation method is used to model the combustion of thermally
thick particles in a fixedbed reactor. To evaluate the performance of the tabulation
method, two cases with single and three stacked particles as displayed in Fig. 3.22 are
considered. In each case, the pyrolysis of particles in an inert atmosphere is first mod
elled using the detailed method. Then, the heat transfer to the particle is calculated at
each time and the tabulation method is used to estimate the particle conversion rate.

Figure 3.22: The geometry and mesh surrounding the particles for the comparison of the tabulation method
and the detailed model. (a) One-particle case and (b) three-particles case.

The particle surface temperature for the two cases predicted by the tabulation
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method is compared to the detailed particle model in Fig. 3.23a and b. In the single
particle case, the radiation from the walls to the particle is dominant so Teff is almost
uniform and the tabulation method can accurately predict the surface temperature.
However, in the three particles case, the particleparticle interactions also play an
important role. In this case, the middle particle (P2), is partially blocked by the
neighbour particles P1 and P3. Therefore, as presented in the Fig. 3.23c, it absorbs
less radiative heat from the walls, and it has the lowest temperature. Moreover, the
P1 at the bottom is closest to the cold inlet and is being cooled by convection, so
it has the second lowest temperature. The tabulation method can predict the same
trend for the temperature of the particles. However, the temperature at the surface
of the particles is not uniform and Teff changes over time, which leads to some errors
in the tabulation method. This small error is reasonable, especially considering the
significant speedup obtained by using the tabulation method.
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Figure 3.23: Particle surface temperature in (a) one-particle case and (b) three-particles case. (c) Temperature
inside and around the particles predicted by the detailed model at t=120 s.

The tabulation method is used to simulate the biomass combustion based on
Shin et al. [31] experiments. In the experiments, cubic particles with a size of 20 mm
are placed in a batch reactor with heaters set at 1123 K. Air is flowing with a velocity of
0.12 m/s from the bottom of the reactor. The combustion starts at the top of the reac
tor and propagates toward the bottom. The flame propagation speed was measured by
placing eight thermocouples, G2–G9, inside the bed. The measured temperatures are
presented in Fig. 3.24a and the results of the 1Dmodel of Shin et al. [31] are presented
in Fig. 3.24b. The temperature profiles predicted using the present bed model, which
are shown in Fig. 3.24c, are comparable with the experimental and numerical results
of Shin et al. [31]. Furthermore, the flame propagation speed predicted by the present
model is 0.83 cm/min, which is equal to that obtained through measurements.
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Figure 3.24: Temperature history at the location of thermocouples G2–G9 in the bed. (a) Experimental mea-
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Chapter 4

Conclusions and outlook

4.1 Main conclusions of the papers

The first part of the results (Paper I and Paper II) in this thesis was related to biomass
conversion at the particle scale. A detailed multiregion model was developed for
the conversion of thick biomass particles and validated against various experimental
data related to particle temperature, mass loss, hydrogen release and char compo
sition, shrinkage, and gasphase products from biomass pyrolysis and combustion.
Anisotropic shrinkage of different wood samples during slow pyrolysis was measured
experimentally and a new anisotropic shrinkage model was developed that correlates
the particle shrinkage in different directions to the decomposition of cellulose, hemi
cellulose and lignin. Simulations of thermally thick particles during pyrolysis and
combustion were carried out to investigate the effects of anisotropic heat conduc
tion, effects of particle shrinkage, volatile combustion surrounding the particle, stages
of hydrogen release during pyrolysis, effects of heating rate, and effects of inhomo
geneities such as bark and growth rings in the wood. The simulations at the parti
cle scale led to several conclusions which can be summarized as follows: (1) Particle
shrinkage increases the heat conduction and reduces the mass transfer inside the par
ticle, hence it leads to faster pyrolysis and a slower char conversion. (2) Based on
experiments on particles from different sources of wood with different initial dimen
sions, it was found that the radial shrinkage (normal to the grain) is higher and starts at
a lower temperature than the axial shrinkage (along the grain). The proposed model,
in which the radial shrinkage is mainly attributed to cellulose and hemicellulose de
composition and axial shrinkage is related to the lignin decomposition, could predict
the anisotropic shrinkage of the wood very well. (3) The anisotropic heat conduction
in the solid plays an important role in the pyrolysis stage. Using the average value of
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heat conduction with an isotropic heat transfer model does not necessarily produce
the same results. (4) Simultaneous modelling of a thick particle and surrounding
fluid is a stiff problem because the timescale of the particle is orders of magnitude
greater than the fluid. A solution to this stiff problem is to solve the fluid region less
frequently when the changes at the particle boundary are small. (5) The hydrogen
content of biomass is released in four stages during pyrolysis. Stage I (300500 K) is
the heatup stage and stage II (500700 K) is the main stage where around 80% of
total mass and H mass are released. In stage III (7001000 K) and stage IV (1000
1300 K), the mass release is small but the H release is still considerable. The main
difference between the two stages is the fact that products of stage IV are mainly CO,
H2, and H2O, which are easier to work with. (6) It was shown that a higher heating
rate during pyrolysis can modify the temperature distribution inside the particle and
shift the H release toward higher furnace temperatures. (7) Wood bark has a different
density compared to wood which leads to a different pyrolysis time. Both wood bark
and growth rings of wood affect the flow pattern inside the particle, which influences
the internal mass transfer and char conversion.

In the second part of the thesis (Paper III and Paper IV), the potassium re
lease from biomass was studied. A multistep predictive model was proposed with
12 species and 13 reactions, that includes the main pathways for the transformation
and release of K, Cl, and Scontaining species from solid biomass. The effects of the
elemental composition of the fuel, the origin of the elements (organic/inorganic), and
the conversion atmosphere are also considered in the model. The model was used to
study the organic, inorganic, and stable K that is left in solid residue after pyrolysis and
combustion at different temperatures and the results are compared with experimental
data from the literature. The residual KClS in two types of biomass (rich and lean
in Si) after combustion were studied next and compared with experiments. Finally,
the production of gasphase Kcontaining species during the combustion of biomass
at three different temperatures was simulated and compared against experiments. The
validated model was used to investigate the Krelease in a 140 kW atmospheric EFG.
The EFGmodel was validated using tunable diode laser absorption spectroscopy (TD
LAS) measurements of H2O and temperature at two ports along the reactor, and also
the mole fraction of major species at the outlet. The following can be concluded from
the main findings of the two papers on potassium release: (1)The Krelease model can
predict the main solid and gas phase potassiumcontaining species during and after
conversion at different temperatures. (2) Total Krelease is higher after combustion
compared to pyrolysis, which can be attributed to higher particle temperature or the
release of charK. (3) Release of atomic K starts at lower temperatures (early pyroly
sis) due to the decomposition of the organic matrix. KCl evaporation starts at high
temperatures during combustion and its evaporation continues at a lower rate during
the ash cooking stage. KOH is mainly formed through the dissociation of inorganic
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K2CO3 and K2SO4 with water at very high temperatures. (4) Based on the model,
five different zones can be identified in the EFG, i.e., drying, pyrolysis, combustion,
recirculation, and gasification zones. (5) Based on various experiments from litera
ture, the gasification with H2O can be slower or faster than with CO2. Nevertheless,
the watergas shift reaction is very fast in the gasifier conditions in the present study,
so this reaction determines the balance between the gasification products. (6) Release
of atomic K, KOH, and KCl in a gasifier can be predicted by the Krelease model,
and it was shown that the model has low sensitivity to the model parameters such as
the ratio of organic/inorganic elements in the raw biomass.

In the last part of the thesis (Paper V and Paper VI), the combustion of biomass
in fixedbed reactors was investigated. In Paper V, the focus was on the freeboard, so
the composition of the gasphase products from the bed was estimated by using the
results from single particle modelling and some simple assumptions to preserve the el
emental and energy balance in the bed. Two reaction mechanisms (Lovas and Goyal)
were combined to include the decomposition of complex tar species as well as com
bustion and NO chemistry in the model. The gasphase reactions and NO formation
in the freeboard were studied using the new mechanism and the performance of selec
tive noncatalytic reduction (SNCR) for this specific boiler was analysed. In Paper VI,
the focus was on developing a computationally efficient numerical model for the bed
which can be coupled to CFD solvers. The tabulation method was proposed for the
drying and pyrolysis stages, and three main controlling variables are defined to gener
ate the tables. The tabulation method was compared with the detailed particle model
for two different cases with one and three stacked particles. Finally, the bed model
was used for 2D simultaneous simulation of the bed and freeboard in a batch reac
tor. The temperature profiles and the flame propagation speed in the bed had a good
agreement with the experiments. The results from the study of biomass combustion
in fixed bed reactors have led to the following conclusions: (1) Using the detailed tar
composition and reaction mechanism that was proposed in this study, the utilization
of global reactions for combustion of hydrocarbons is avoided, which leads to a more
accurate temperature and hence NO prediction. (2) FuelN is the main source of NO
emission and its contribution to total NO is three times higher than the atmospheric
N2. (3) SNCR can be applied by NH3 injection at a specific height downstream of
the bed to reduce the NO emissions, and up to around 60% NO reduction was ob
tained by proper utilization of this method. (4) Using the tabulation method leads to
a significant speedup compared to the detailed particle model, and it leads to results
with acceptable accuracy. (5) The tabulation method is not sensitive to the grid size,
and it allows using detailed chemistry or performing 2D/3D simulations, which are
important for some studies such as bed channelling.
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4.2 Future outlook

In this thesis, models have been developed for the study of biomass conversion and
potassium release at the particle and reactor scales. Some research gaps in the literature
were identified and addressed in each part of the thesis. There are still several questions
that can be investigated in future works to better understand the topics presented in
this thesis. Some suggestions for future work are:

• More advanced measurements and models are still required to study the char
conversion stage at the particle scale. More reliable experimental data is re
quired regarding the particle temperature, the evolution of structure and sur
face area of char during conversion, the diffusion rate of gasphase reactant to
and through the char, and also intrinsic kinetic rates of char conversion. Some
measurements have been done in earlier studies but the level of uncertainties
is very high. New measurements can be used to develop more accurate and
predictive models for char conversion.

• Shrinkage of different wood particles during pyrolysis was studied, but more
information is required regarding the drying and char conversion stages.

• A kinetic model was proposed for the release of potassium species from biomass,
in which the rate constants were estimated based on experimental observations
from the literature. Amore accurate model requires experimental measurement
of kinetic rates at different temperatures andH2Oconcentrations, especially for
important reactions such as evaporation or dissociation of inorganic salts.

• Detailed and skeletal mechanisms are available for modelling combustion in
freeboard, but global reactions are commonly used for the simulations of gasi
fiers. A detailed kinetic model has to be developed specifically for the gasifier
environment, which can be used for better prediction of temperature, species,
and radicals distribution inside the reactor. This also helps with the modelling
of the gasphase nitrogen and potassium reactions, which requires the concen
tration of the radicals.

• In entrained flow and fluidized bed reactors, because of the large number of
discrete particles, a simple thin particle model with very basic submodels for
drying, pyrolysis, and char combustion was used in the present work and most
other recent studies. More detailed particle models can be developed in future
works to improve the reactor scale simulations. Preprocessing of the particle
conversion at different conditions, such as what was used for the fixed bed
simulations in this thesis, is another option that can be used for entrained flow
or fluidized bed reactor simulations.
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• Experimental measurement of species and temperature at several points inside
each zone of gasifiers are required to study the main processes in each zone.
This data will be also valuable for model validation, because in most numerical
studies, only the products at gasifier outlet are compared against the experi
ments.

• Measurements of the SNCR application in a biomass reactor are scarce. More
measurements are needed to measure the actual effectiveness of this method
and also to validate the model predictions.

• More progress variables can be included in the bed model to improve the ac
curacy of the tabulation method. When the number of variables is high, a
machine learning algorithm such as an artificial neural network can replace the
tables to extract the conversion rate of the particles. The tables or the neural
network can also be used in EulerianLagrangian simulations for a more accu
rate description of the solid particles.
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Appendix A

Derivations (Appendix)

A.1 Energy Equation

The derivation of the energy conservation equation for continuous fluid and also for
thick biomass particles is presented in this section. The energy equation is derived
following Bai’s lecture notes [83], based on the first law of thermodynamics in an
open control volume (CV). According to the first law, the total energy per unit mass,
etot, in a CV is changed due to the energy transfer at boundaries, heat transfer from
radiation, and heat generation due to viscosity. The total energy per unit mass is equal
to etot = h−p/ρ+U2/2where h, p, ρ, andU are the enthalpy, static pressure, density,
and velocity vector in the control volume. The conservation of energy based on the
first law can be expressed in the form of

∂

∂t
(ρetot) +∇ · q⃗tot = Q̇rad + Q̇vis , (A.1)

where q⃗tot is the total heat flux vector. Q̇rad and Q̇vis are heat sources in the CV due
to radiation and viscosity, respectively.

The total energy flux over an open CV boundary is the sum of the heat trans
fer due to gas and species transfer through boundaries, temperature gradient at the
boundary, and heat transfer due to concentration gradient at the boundary (Dufour
effect) which is small in most cases other than binary gas mixtures and is neglected
here. The remaining terms in the total energy flux can be expressed as

q⃗tot =
[
ρU(h− p

ρ
+

1
2
U2)

]
+ [−κ∇T] +

[
ρ
∑

(YiUihi)
]
, (A.2)
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where the three terms on the righthand side are the energy flux due to convective
flow, heat conduction, and species diffusion, respectively. By defining Ke = U2/2,
placing every term in Eq. A.1, and reordering the energy equation we obtain

∂

∂t

[
ρ(h− p

ρ
+ Ke)

]
+∇ · (ρUh) +∇ · (ρUKe)−∇ · (Up) =

∇ ·
[
κ∇T− ρ

∑
(YiUihi)

]
+ Q̇rad + Q̇vis .

(A.3)

The objective is to derive the energy equation in terms of h for the fluid region
but the diffusion term is a function of T. Based on the definition of enthalpy of a
mixture we can write

∇h = ∇
∑

(Yihi) =
∑

(Yi∇hi) +
∑

(hi∇Yi) . (A.4)

Enthalpy of species can be calculated by hi = h0i +
∫ T
Tref

cpidT, therefore∇hi = cpi∇T.
Placing in Eq. A.4 yields

∇h =
∑

(hi∇Yi) +
∑

(Yicpi∇T) =
∑

(hi∇Yi) + cp∇T . (A.5)

Reordering the last equation and multiplying both sides to κ we can write

κ∇T =
κ

cp

[
∇h−

∑
(hi∇Yi)

]
. (A.6)

Based on the above equation and Fick’s law, we can rewrite the diffusion term of the
Eq.A.3 so that

κ∇T− ρ
∑

(YiUihi) = ρα∇h− ρα
∑

(hi∇Yi) + ρ
∑

(Dihi∇Yi)

= ρα∇h− ρα
∑[

(1− Di

α
)hi∇Yi

]
.

(A.7)

Assuming unity Lewis number, Lei = α/Di = 1, the last term on the righthand
side of the above equation will be zero, which simplifies the diffusion term to ρα∇h.
Substitution in the Eq. A.3 and neglecting the heat generation due to viscosity yields

∂

∂t
(ρh) +∇ · (ρUh)− ∂p

∂t
−∇ · (Up) + ∂

∂t
(ρKe) +∇ · (ρUKe)

= ∇ · (ρα∇h) + Q̇rad .
(A.8)

The last three terms on the lefthand side of the above equation are small for low
Mach flows and can be neglected. Following the standard OpenFOAM solvers, only
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the term ∇ · (Up) is neglected here. Finally, the energy equation for the gas phase,
with unity Lewis number and neglecting the viscosity heat generation, will be in the
form of

∂

∂t
(ρh) +∇ · (ρUh)− ∂p

∂t
+

∂

∂t
(ρKe) +∇ · (ρUKe) = ∇ · (ρα∇h) + Q̇rad .

(A.9)

The above equation is the energy equation that is solved for the gas phase in
different solvers used in this study. The form of the energy equation that is considered
for the solid particle is quite different. The solid particle is a porous media which
contains both solid and gas and thermal equilibrium is assumed to be established
between the two phases. Therefore, it is easier to derive the energy equation in terms
of the temperature instead of the enthalpy. Unity Lewis number assumption is used
and the viscous heat is neglected in this part as well. Furthermore, it is assumed
that the terms related to pressure and kinetic energy are negligible inside the particle
(low Mach number), and the effect of radiation is included in the conduction term.
Therefore, the energy equation for the solid particle can be simplified to

∂

∂t
(ρh) +∇ · (ρUh) = ∇ · (κeff∇T) , (A.10)

where κeff is the effective conductivity which includes radiation effects and is discussed
in the thesis in more detail. The solid velocity is equal to zero, so the energy equation
can be expressed as

∂

∂t
(ρshs) +

∂

∂t
(ερghg) +∇ · (ερgUhg) = ∇ · (κeff∇T) , (A.11)

where ε is the porosity andU is the gas velocity vector. Subscripts s and g represent the
properties of the solid and gas, respectively. It should be noted that the solid density,
ρs is the apparent density which includes the porosity. Hence, before shrinkage ρs =
(1 − ε)ρs,true, where ρs,true is the true (intrinsic) density of biomass. We can expand
the above equation in the form of[

ρs
∂hs
∂t

+ hs
∂ρs
∂t

]
+

[
ερg

∂hg
∂t

+ hg
∂ερg

∂t

]
+
[
ερgU∇hg + hg∇ · (ερgU)

]
= ∇ · (κeff∇T) .

(A.12)

Based on the definition, h =
∑

Yihi and the fact that ∂hi/∂t = cpi∂T/∂t and
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∇hi = cpi∇T, we can rewrite the equation in the following form[
ρs

Ns∑
Yicpi

∂T
∂t

+ ρs

Ns∑
hi
∂Yi
∂t

+ hs
∂ρs
∂t

]

+

ερg Ng∑
Yicpi

∂T
∂t

+ ερg

Ng∑
hi
∂Yi
∂t

+ hg
∂ερg

∂t


+

ερgU Ng∑
Yicpi∇T+ ερgU

Ng∑
hi∇Yi + hg∇ · (ερgU)

 = ∇ · (κeff∇T) ,

(A.13)

where Ns and Ng are the number of solid and gas species, respectively. From the
continuity equation for the solid species we have

∂ρs,i
∂t

=
∂ρsYi
∂t

= ℜ̇s,i , (A.14)

and by summation we obtain

∂ρs
∂t

=

Ns∑ ∂ρs,i
∂t

=

Ns∑
ℜ̇s,i = ℜ̇s . (A.15)

Substituting into the first term in the Eq. A.13 we obtain[
ρs

Ns∑
Yicpi

∂T
∂t

+ ρs

Ns∑
hi
∂Yi
∂t

+ hs
∂ρs
∂t

]

= ρscps
∂T
∂t

+

Ns∑
hi
(
∂ρsYi
∂t

− Yi
∂ρs
∂t

)
+ hs

∂ρs
∂t

= ρscps
∂T
∂t

+

Ns∑
hi
(
ℜ̇s,i −�

��Yiℜ̇s

)
+�

��hsℜ̇s

= ρscps
∂T
∂t

+

Ns∑
hiℜ̇s,i ,

(A.16)

Similarly, we can use the continuity and species transport equations for the gas
species in the form of

∂

∂t
(
ερg
)
+∇ ·

(
ερgU

)
= ℜ̇g , (A.17)
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and
∂

∂t
(
ερgYi

)
+∇ ·

(
ερgUYi

)
= ∇ ·

(
ρgDeff,p∇Yi

)
+ ℜ̇g,i (A.18)

to simplify the second and third terms in Eq. A.13. By substitution into thementioned
terms and neglecting the enthalpy transfer due to diffusion of gas species, we obtainερg Ng∑

Yicpi
∂T
∂t

+ ερg

Ng∑
hi
∂Yi
∂t

+ hg
∂ερg

∂t


+

ερgU Ng∑
Yicpi∇T+ ερgU

Ng∑
hi∇Yi + hg∇ · (ερgU)


= ερgcpg

∂T
∂t

+

Ng∑
hiℜ̇g,i + ερgUcpg∇T .

(A.19)

Finally, we substitute Eqs. A.16 and A.19 into Eq. A.13 to obtain the energy
equation for the solid particle in the form of

(
ρscps + ερgcpg

) ∂T
∂t

+ ερgcpgU∇T = ∇ · (κeff∇T)−
Ns∑

hiℜ̇s,i −
Ng∑

hiℜ̇g,i .

(A.20)

We define the total heat capacity as
(
ρcp
)
tot = ερgcpg+ρscps and heat of reactions

as Q̇reac = −
∑Ns hiℜ̇s,i −

∑Ng hiℜ̇g,i. Finally, the energy equation for the porous
particle can be expressed in the form of

(
ρcp
)
tot

∂T
∂t

+ ερgcpgU∇T = ∇ ·
(
κeff∇T

)
+ Q̇reac . (A.21)

A.2 Momentum equation in porous media

The region inside a particle or in a fixed bed is a porous media consisting of both
the solid and the gas phases. Depending on the definition of the velocity and the
assumptions that have beenmade (such as constant porosity), the governing equations
of the fluid flow in the porous media are reported in different forms [84]. To avoid
any confusion, the derivation of the general form of the continuity, momentum, and
species transport equations is reported in the following. For any control volume inside
the domain with a total volume of V, the porosity or void fraction is defined as

ε = Vg/V = 1− Vs/V , (A.22)
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where Vg is the volume of the gas and Vs is the volume of the solid. The porosity
is used to derive the governing equations for the porous media. Here, we start by
deriving the continuity and the momentum equations in a porous media.

We can write the mass conservation equation for a small control volume (CV)
with centre coordinates at (x, y, z), with a volume of V = ∆x∆y∆z and porosity
of ε, such as the one depicted in Figure A.1. Each side of the control volume is
partially blocked by the solid material. For instance, the two sides that are normal
to the x direction have an area of A = ∆y∆z = Ag + As, where Ag and As are the
areas corresponding to the gas and solid on each side. It can be shown that for a
homogeneous porous media, the ratio between Ag to A is equal to the porosity [85]

Ag/A = 1− As/A = ε . (A.23)

Figure A.1: A control volume in the porous media with the inward and outward mass flow rate in the x direc-
tion.

Therefore, we can write the mass flux along the x direction as ṁ = ρgUxAg =
ερgUxA. Based on Figure A.1, for a onedimensional flow in x direction, the mass
conservation equation for gas in a small timestep of ∆t becomes

∆mg

∆t
= ṁin − ṁout + ℜ̇gV , (A.24)

wheremg = ρgVg is the mass of gas in the CV, ṁin and ṁout are the mass flux at the two
sides of the CV, and ℜ̇g is the gas formation rate per unit volume due to conversion
of solid to gas. Based on the definition of each term, Eq. A.24 becomes

∆(ρgVg)

∆t
= (ρgUxAg)x−∆x/2 − (ρgUxAg)x+∆x/2 + ℜ̇gV , (A.25)

which then by using Eq. A.22 and Eq. A.23 becomes

∆(ερgV)
∆t

= (ερgUxA)x−∆x/2 − (ερgUxA)x+∆x/2 + ℜ̇gV . (A.26)
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Dividing the two sides by the volume, V, andmoving everything other than the source
term to the lefthand side yields

∆(ερg)
∆t

+
(ερgUx)x+∆x/2 − (ερgUx)x−∆x/2

∆x
= ℜ̇g , (A.27)

which by assuming infinitesimally small ∆t and ∆x, can be converted to a partial
differential equation (PDE) in the form of

∂(ερg)

∂t
+

∂(ερgUx)

∂x
= ℜ̇g . (A.28)

Generalizing the Eq. A.28 to three dimensions leads to

∂(ερg)

∂t
+

∂(ερgUx)

∂x
+

∂(ερgUy)

∂y
+

∂(ερgUz)

∂z
= ℜ̇g , (A.29)

or identically
∂(ερg)

∂t
+∇ · (ερgU) = ℜ̇g . (A.30)

The Eq. A.30 is the general form of continuity equation in a porous media with the
conversion of solid to gas. The U is the actual velocity vector of the gas phase and
should not be confused with the superficial velocity Us = εU.

Similarly, we can write the momentum equation for the same control volume as
in Figure A.1. The momentum vector of the gas phase is mgU and based on Newton’s
second law of motion, the change in the gas phase momentum ∆(mgU) over a short
period ∆t, is equal to the summation of the momentum of the fluid entering the con
trol volume plus the summation of the forces acting over the mass or the boundaries
of the control volume, ΣF. Therefore, the momentum equation for the CV on the x
direction is

∆(mgUx)

∆t
= (ṁUx)in − (ṁUx)out +ΣFx . (A.31)

Using the definition of ε and assuming a onedimensional flow in the x direction we
get

∆(ερgUxV)
∆t

= (ερgUxAUx)x−∆x/2 − (ερgUxAUx)x+∆x/2 +ΣFx , (A.32)

and by dividing to V and moving every term except the boundary force to the left
hand side we obtain

∆(ερgUx)

∆t
+

(ερgUxUx)x+∆x/2 − (ερgUxUx)x−∆x/2

∆x
=

ΣFx
V

. (A.33)
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Assuming infinitesimally small volume and time step, we get the PDE form of the
momentum equation in the x direction

∂(ερgUx)

∂t
+

∂(ερgUxUx)

∂x
=

ΣFx
V

. (A.34)

By repeating the same process for the y and z directions, we can finally get the general
momentum equation in vector form. The vector form of the momentum equation
that has to be solved in three separate directions is

∂(ερgU)
∂t

+∇ · (ερgUU) =
ΣF
V

. (A.35)

The vector ΣF in the above equation is the summation of the gravity force acting on
the mass of the gas and pressure and viscous forces acting on the boundaries of the
control volume. Hence,

ΣF = Fgravity + Fpressure + Fviscous . (A.36)

The gravity force is equal to mgg, where g is the gravitational acceleration vector.
Therefore, the gravity force is equal to

Fgravity = mgg = ερgVg . (A.37)

The pressure force is acting on the Ag = εA on the boundary that is occupied by the
gas phase. For instance, the pressure force in the x direction is equal to Fpressure,x =
(εpA)x−∆x/2 − (εpA)x+∆x/2, where p is the gas phase pressure. Assuming an in
finitesimally small volume, and multiplying and dividing the pressure to V, we get
Fpressure,x = −V∂(εp)/∂x. Repeating the same procedure in the three directions gives
the vector of pressure force in the form of

Fpressure = −V∇(εp) , (A.38)

where∇ is the gradient operator.

The final force in the momentum equation of the gas phase is the viscous or
the friction force, Fviscous. In a porous media, the friction force on the boundary is
due to both the viscous stress from the neighbour fluid and also the friction from the
neighbour solid. The viscous force between the fluids can be calculated similarly to
the pressure force, and that is equal to

Fviscous,fluid = V∇ · (ετ) , (A.39)
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in which τ = μeff
[ (

∇U+∇UT) − 2/3∇ · UI
]
is the viscous stress tensor. The

viscous force due to the friction between the fluid and solid is commonly calculated
by the DarcyForchheimer equation [86]

Fviscous,solid = −V
(
με
K
U+

ρεCF|U|√
K

U
)

, (A.40)

where K = (d2pε3)/(180(1− ε)2) is the permeability [87] of the porous media based
on pore diameter, dp, and CF = 1.75/(150ε3)1/2 is the Forchheimer coefficient [86].
Finally, the total viscous force is equal to the fluid and solid terms, so we have

Fviscous = Fviscous,fluid + Fviscous,solid = V
(
∇ · (ετ)− με

K
U− ρεCF|U|√

K
U
)

. (A.41)

Substituting the Eqs. A.37, A.38 and A.41 into the Eq. A.35 leads to the general
momentum equation for the gas phase in the porous media

∂(ερgU)
∂t

+∇ · (ερgUU) = ερgg−∇(εp) +∇ · (ετ)− με
K
U− ρεCF|U|√

K
U .

(A.42)

The species transport equation can also be derived similarly to the continuity
equation, but the effects of species diffusion have to be considered as well. The change
of mass of gas species in the control volume can be expressed as

∆mgi

∆t
= ṁgi,in − ṁgi,out + ℜ̇giV , (A.43)

wheremgi = mgYgi is the mass of species gi, and Ygi is the mass fraction of that species.
The mass flux includes a convective and a diffusive term which is calculated based on
Fick’s law. For instance, the inward mass flux of species gi in x direction will be

ṁgi,in =

(
ερgUxAYgi − ερgA

DAB

τtor

∂Ygi
∂x

)
x−∆x/2

, (A.44)

where DAB is the binary coefficient of the fluid and τtor is the tortuosity of the porous
media, which is defined as the ratio of the actual path length of flow in the porous
media to the straight distance between two points. The tortuosity can be estimated
by τtor = 1/ε [56]. The outward mass flux is also described as similar to the inward
mass flux in Eq. A.44, and by inserting the terms in Eq. A.43 we obtain

∆(ερgVYgi)
∆t

=

(
ερgUxAYgi − ερgA

DAB

τtor

∂Ygi
∂x

)
x−∆x/2

−
(
ερgUxAYgi − ερgA

DAB

τtor

∂Ygi
∂x

)
x+∆x/2

+ ℜ̇giV .

(A.45)
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By dividing the above equation to V and assuming small ∆t and ∆x and moving the
convective terms to the lefthand side we get

∂(ερgYgi)
∂t

+
∂(ερgUxYgi)

∂x
=

∂

∂x

(
ρg
εDAB

τtor

∂Ygi
∂x

)
+ ℜ̇gi . (A.46)

Now, we can define an effective diffusivity as Deff = εDAB/τtor = ε2DAB and rewrite
the equations in three directions in the vector form. Finally, the species transport
equation in the porous media can be expressed in the form of

∂(ερgYgi)
∂t

+∇ · (ερgUYgi) = ∇ρgDeff∇Ygi + ℜ̇gi . (A.47)

A.3 Mass transfer limited char conversion

The char combustion and gasification reactions can be controlled by either the chem
ical kinetics or the mass transfer of the gasifying agent (O2, H2O, or CO2). The
derivation of the mass transfer limited rate equations for a spherical particle with a
diameter of dp is presented in this section. For nonspherical particles, the dp is re
placed with the equivalent diameter, deq, which is the diameter of a sphere with the
same volume as the nonspherical particle.

Figure A.2: Schematic of the electric current analogy for convection and diffusion of the gasifying agent from
the surrounding gas to the char surface.

In general, the gasifying agent is transferred from the surrounding atmosphere
to the surface of the particle through mass convection and then diffuses through the
ash layer to reach the char surface. The mass transfer rate of the gasifying agent can be
calculated based on the electric current analogy as presented in Fig. A.2. In this case,
two variables, R1 and R2 [m3/s], can be defined as the resistance to convection and
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diffusion of the gasifying agent, respectively. For a spherical particle with diameter
dp, the convective mass flow rate ṁgi,conv [kg/s] of gas species gi to the surface of the
particle can be expressed as

ṁgi =

(
Cgi,∞ − Cgi,c

)
Mgi

R1 + R2
, (A.48)

where Cgi,∞ and Cgi,c are the concentration of species [kmol/m3] in the surrounding
gas and at the char surface, respectively. Mgi [kg/kmol] is the molecular weight of
the gasifying agent. The resistance to convection, R1, can be calculated using the
definition of mass convection coefficient ṁgi,conv = hmAp

(
Cgi,∞ − Cgi,s

)
, where Cgi,s

is the gas concentration at the particle surface. This gives

R1 =
1

Aphm
, (A.49)

where Ap = πd2p [m2] is the particle surface area, and hm [m/s] is the mass convection
coefficient. hm can be calculated based on the Sherwood number (Sh) definition

hm =
ShDAB

dp
, (A.50)

in which DAB [m2/s]is the binary diffusion coefficient. Based on Fick’s law of diffu
sion, the resistance to diffusion in the porous ash layer in a spherical particle can be
expressed as

R2 =
dp − dC

2πdpdCDeff
, (A.51)

where dC is the char diameter and Deff = ε2ADAB is the effective diffusion coefficient,
as explained in Section A.2, and εA is the ash porosity. In mass transfer limited con
ditions, all of the gasifying agents will be consumed at the char surface, which gives
Cgi,c = 0. Hence, we can finally rewrite Eq. A.48 to calculate the mass transfer rate
of the gasifying agent to the char surface in a spherical particle as

ṁgi = Cgi,∞Mgi

[
1

πdpShDAB
+

dp − dC
2πdpdCε2ADAB

]−1

. (A.52)

In the case of small fuel particles which are moving with the fluid, such as in
the fluidized or entrained flow reactors, the mass transfer rate equation can be more
simplified. First, it is assumed that the ash is quickly removed from the surface of the
particle by the airflow, so R2 becomes zero. Second, it can be assumed that the relative
velocity between the particle and surrounding fluid is zero, which leads to Sh = 2.
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On the other hand, the binary diffusion coefficient at the particle surface temperature
can be estimated from the following correlation [88, 45]

DAB = DAB,ref

(
Ts

Tref

)1.75

, (A.53)

where DAB,ref is the diffusion coefficient at a reference temperature, Teff, and Ts is the
gas temperature at the particle surface. Furthermore, from the ideal gas law we can
write

Cgi,∞ =
pgi
RuTg

, (A.54)

in which pgi and Tg are the partial pressure of the gasifying agent and gas temperature
near the particle surface, respectively, and Ru is the universal gas constant. Based on
the above assumptions and Eqs. A.53 and A.54, the mass transfer rate of the gasifying
agent will be simplified as

ṁgi =
pgiMgi

RuTg

[
2
Ap

dp
DAB,ref

(
Ts

Tref

)1.75
]
. (A.55)

Based on the above equation, and assuming Tg is close to Ts, the char conversion
rate can be expressed in the form of

ṁC = ṁgi
MCνC,gi

Mgi
=

(
2MCDAB,refνC,gi

RuT1.75
ref

)
Appgi

T0.75
s
dp

. (A.56)

where MC is the molecular weight of char and νC,gi is the stoichiometric ratio of the
char to the gasifying agent. The value in the parenthesis is a constant for each gasifying
agent, so we can define a constant Cdiff,i such that

Cdiff,i =
2MCDAB,refνC,gi

RuT1.75
ref

. (A.57)

This simplifies the char conversion rate for fluidized particles to

ṁC = Cdiff,iAppgi
T0.75
s
dp

, (A.58)

where in some studies, Ts is estimated by the average temperature of the particle and
surrounding gas, 0.5(Tp+Tg) [40]. Furthermore, the value of Cdiff,i can be estimated
by assumingDAB,ref = 3×10−5 atTref = 300K.This leads toCdiff,i = 4×10−12νC,gi
which is comparable to the values reported in the literature [40, 89].
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This graphical abstract shows the key elements and also some challenges of 
sustainable energy production through biomass thermochemical conversion. 
The main source of the energy is the sun and the whole process is CO2-neutral 
because the same amount of CO2 that was absorbed by biomass (the plant) 
will be released into the atmosphere again. Solid biomass can be oxidized 
to directly produce energy, or it can be converted to other types of liquid or 
gaseous biofuels. Two of the main challenges for biomass utilization are the 
NOX emissions and potassium (K) release from the solid fuel. NOX is harmful 
to the environment and potassium can damage the conversion device or 
lead to particulate matter (PM) emissions. In this thesis, numerical models 
are developed to study biomass conversion at the particle, fuel bed, and 
reactor scales. The release of potassium from the solid fuel and also the NOX 
emissions from the reactor are investigated using the models. The simulation 
results help to better understand the process of biomass conversion, and also 
to find solutions for the mentioned problems associated with potassium and 
NOX emissions.
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