
Direct reduction of iron-ore with hydrogen in fluidized beds: A coarse-grained
CFD-DEM-IBM study

Bin Lana,b, Ji Xub,c, Shuai Lub,c, Yige Liub,c, Fan Xua,b, Bidan Zhaob,c, Zheng Zoub,c, Ming Zhaia,∗, Junwu Wangb,c,d,∗

aSchool of Energy Science and Engineering, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin, 150001, P. R. China
bState Key Laboratory of Multiphase Complex Systems, Institute of Process Engineering, Chinese Academy of Sciences, P. O. Box 353, Beijing

100190, P. R. China
cSchool of Chemical Engineering, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049, P. R. China
dInnovation Academy for Green Manufacture, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100190, P. R. China

Abstract

Hydrogen metallurgy technology uses hydrogen as the reducing agent instead of carbon reduction, which is one of
the important ways to reduce carbon dioxide emissions and ensure the green and sustainable development of iron
and steel industry. Due to the advantages of high gas-solid contact efficiency and outstanding mass and heat transfer,
direct reduction of iron ore in fluidized beds has attracted much attention. In this study, a coarse-grained CFD-DEM-
IBM solver based on hybrid CPU-GPU computing is developed to simulate the direct reduction process of two kinds
of iron ore with hydrogen in fluidized beds, where an unreacted shrinking core model based on multiple reaction
paths is used to model the reduction reactions, a coarse-grained model and multiple GPUs enable the significant
acceleration of particle computation, and the immersed boundary method (IBM) enables the use of simple mesh even
in complex geometries of reactors. The predicted results of particle reduction degree are in good agreement with the
experimental values, which proves the correctness of the CFD-DEM-IBM solver. In addition, the effects of reaction
kinetic parameters and operating temperature on particle reduction degree are also investigated. Present study provides
a method for digital design, optimization and scale-up of ironmaking reactors.

Keywords: Direct reduction; Fluidization; CFD-DEM; Unreacted shrinking core model; Coarse-graining

1. Introduction

The steel industry has played a great role in supporting and promoting national defense, petroleum, shipbuilding,
buildings, and equipment manufacturing [1]. Metallic iron, as one of the main components of steel, can generally
be produced by three process routes [2]: blast furnace, direct reduction and smelting reduction. At present, due
to the advantages of mature technology and high output, blast furnace ironmaking is the dominant process in steel
production [3]. However, the production process of blast furnace ironmaking is complicated, and the carbon dioxide
and sulfur dioxide emissions generated after the combustion of the coke used in smelting are very high, which causes
serious pollution to the environment [4]. In order to alleviate the pressure of ironmaking on environment, resource
and energy, non-blast furnace technology has been paid more and more attention by researchers [5, 6, 7]. Non-
blast furnace ironmaking completely get rid of the dependence on coke and realize the comprehensive utilization of
complex symbiotic iron ore resources while meeting the requirements of environmental protection.

As a typical non-blast furnace ironmaking method, fluidized ironmaking directly uses pulverized ore as raw mate-
rial, which eliminates the process of pelletizing and sintering and helps to realize the efficient utilization of low-grade
complex iron ore [8]. The direct reduction of iron ore in fluidized beds is a promising method for iron making because
of its high heat and mass transfer efficiency and rapid reduction rate [9]. The world’s first Fluid Iron Ore Reduction
(FIOR) process appeared in 1960 and was commercially operated in Venezuela in 1976 until it was shut down in 2000
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[10]. After that, various iron and steel enterprises successively established FINMET, FINEX, Circored, Circofer and
other processes [11]. These processes have one thing in common, that is, the fluidized reduction system is generally
composed of two or more fluidized bed reactors in series, and the gas and particles are in countercurrent contacting
state. The advantages of this design lie in the fact that it can make full use of the waste heat of reducing gas to
preheat iron ore powder to speed up the reaction rate, to reduce the consumption of reducing gas and to improve the
gas utilization rate [12]. Many researchers have conducted experimental studies on the hydrodynamics and reaction
mechanism in fluidized bed for iron ore reduction [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. It was found that fine iron
ore powder (about 100 µm) is easy to stick together when reduced at high temperature [22], thus forming clusters
and depositing at the bottom of the bed, and finally resulting in the occurrence of defluidization. Adhesion and de-
fluidization can be effectively inhibited by granulation [18], solid additive coating [23], carbon deposition-reduction
[24], reducing reduction temperature [25], and/or increasing operating gas velocity [26]. The use of pure hydrogen as
a reducing agent to make iron is known as hydrogen metallurgy, and this technology has attracted much attention in
recent years due to its ability to achieve CO2 emission reduction targets [27, 28, 29].

In addition to experiment, numerical simulation has gradually become an important means to study the direct
reduction of iron ore [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40]. Among many numerical calculation methods for re-
duction reaction, CFD-DEM method is popular. The DEM model can provide information of force, velocity, position,
temperature, reaction rate and other important data on the particle scale, which are difficult to obtain by experiment.
Therefore, DEM simulation is extremely helpful for researchers and engineers to understand the hydrodynamics, heat
and mass transfer as well as chemical reaction characteristics of particles in the reactor. Natsui [33] adopted CFD-
DEM method to simulate the process of direct reduction of large hematite particles (with a particle size of 4 cm) to
iron in three-dimensional packed bed, and observed that the heterogeneity of the reaction rate and the temperature
distribution was affected by particle arrangement. Dianyu [41] found that with the increase of operating pressure
(below 5 atm), the reduction rate of single hematite pellet increased significantly, and the entire reduction process
under non-isothermal conditions was slower than that under isothermal conditions. Xu [42] used a coarsed-grained
CFD-DEM model to study the simplified reduction reaction of iron ore accompanied by coke gasification in blast
furnaces. In the gas-solid chemical reaction, the particles may shrinking or expansion, and their surfaces may form
an outer layer of solid products. Shrinkage/expansion in a reaction is often described by the shrinking core model
(SCM) and the unreacted core model (UCM) [43]. In iron ore reduction reactions, these two phenomena complement
each other and are represented by the unreacted shrinking core model (USCM) [31]. Kinaci [44, 36, 37] combined
the USCM reaction rate model with the CFD-DEM method, and simulated the reduction reaction of centimeter-level
iron ore particles.

Although the USCM model has been widely used in numerical studies of reaction flows, a complete resistance
network (reaction path) that considers the effects of particle structure, reduction gas concentration, and reaction tem-
perature during the reaction has not been found in the literature. The reduction resistance network is directly related
to the reaction resistance and thus affects the reaction rate. Therefore, the accurate construction of mathematical and
physical models of iron ore direct reduction is the key to predict the hydrodynamics, mass transfer and heat transfer
behavior of gas and solid in the reactor based on CFD-DEM method. In this study, the USCM model is coupled to
a coarse-grained CFD-DEM method, where the motions of gas phase and of iron ore particles are described by the
continuum model and the soft sphere model, respectively. Immersed boundary method (IBM), which enables the use
of Cartesian meshes for complex geometries of reactors, is coupled to CFD-DEM method. This can conveniently
implement the boundary conditions of velocity, pressure, temperature and gas composition. At the same time, the
pseudo-turbulence models for hydrodynamic, heat and mass transfer are closed using correlations that are generated
from particle-resolved direct numerical simulations. In addition to the application of coarse-grained method, the cal-
culation of particles is GPU-based, and the calculation speed of solid phase is significantly accelerated. The kinetic
parameter of the reaction (pre-exponential factor) is determined by means of experimental data correction rather than
directly from the literature. The reduction process of two different kinds of iron ore in bubbling bed is simulated, and
the effects of kinetic parameters and operating temperature on the reduction degree, reaction resistance and porosity of
particles are investigated. The rest of the article is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the reaction model. The
CFD-DEM governing equations and constitutive relations are given in Section 3. Section 4 shows numerical method
and simulation setup. In Section 5, the simulation results are analyzed and the reduction degree are compared with
the experimental data available in literature. The conclusions are drawn in Section 6.
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Table 1: Hematite reduction by steps [47].

Reaction ∆H Equation
3Fe2O3 + H2 → 2Fe3O4 + H2O <0 R1

Fe3O4 + H2 → 3FeO + H2O >0 R2
FeO + H2 → Fe + H2O >0 R3

Magnetite

Wustite

Iron

Gas film

Hematite

rp

Figure 1: Schematic illustration of three-layer USCM (rp is particle radius, rh, rm and rw are the radius of core, product layer m and w,
respectively).

2. Reaction model

Hematite (Fe2O3) can be gradually reduced to magnetite (Fe3O4), wustite (FeO) and iron (Fe) in H2 atmosphere
when the reaction temperature is above 570 ◦C [45]. It can be seen from Table 1 that the reaction of Fe2O3 to Fe3O4
in the hydrogen atmosphere is exothermic, Fe3O4 to FeO and FeO to Fe are endothermic, so continuous heat input
is required to ensure the normal reduction of hematite. In the three-layer USCM, the particles consist of unreacted
hematite core, product layers (magnetite, wustite and metallic iron), and gas film (Figure 1). Based on this model,
the following assumptions are made: (i) Each sub-reaction is a first order irreversible reaction; (ii) The radius of the
particle does not change, but the structure changes during the whole reduction process; (iii) The sintering effect is not
considered, and the structural changes are only caused by chemical reactions; (iv) The temperature inside the particle
is uniform because the particles are small; (v) Catalysis and side reactions are ignored. The reduction process of iron
ore is considered to be a resistance network [46] (Figure 2), which represents three rate control steps, namely, mass
transfer resistance F through the gas film layer, diffusion resistance B through the product layer and chemical reaction
resistance A at the reaction interface. The mass change rate of the reacting gas can be expressed by the resistance
mentioned above by using the Kirchhoff’s law [46].

2.1. Reaction rate model: the raw iron ore is hematite

The rate of mass change of reducing gas (H2) in reaction k→l is [31]:

ṁkl
j =

ηkl
j Api

Tpi

M j pg

Rg

[
vkl

1 (x j − xhm
eq, j) + vkl

2 (x j − xmw
eq, j) + vkl

3 (x j − xwFe
eq, j )

]
j
, (1)
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(b)

(d)

(g)

(f) F Bw

Amw

Bm Ahm

p

peq,mw

peq,hm

Fp Bm peq,hm

Fp Bw peq,hmBm Ahm

Ahm

Fp BFe peq,hmBm Ahm

Fp BFe Bw Bm peq,hmAhm

Bw

Amw

Bm Ahm

p

peq,mw

peq,hm

BFeF

(c)

(e)

F BFe

AwFe

Bw

Ahm

p

peq,wFe

Bm

Amw peq,mw

peq,hm

(a)

Figure 2: Resistance network for progressive reduction of hematite (p is the gas pressure, F represents the mass transfer resistance through the gas
film layer, B represents the diffusion resistance through the product layer and A represents the chemical reaction resistance at the reaction

interface. Furthermore, h, m and w represent hematite, magnetite and wustite, respectively).
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where k and l represent solid reactant (Fe2O3, Fe3O4 or FeO) and product (Fe3O4, FeO or Fe) in each sub-reaction,
respectively. Subscript j represents reducing gas, and Api and Tpi are the surface area and temperature of particle
pi, respectively. pg is the gas pressure of the grid where the particle pi is located, and Rg is the gas constant (8.314
J/mol/K). Mj and ηj are the molar mass and stoichiometric coefficients of the gas, respectively. Note that for H2, the
mole fraction xH2 = x′H2

/(x′H2
+ x′H2O), where x′H2

, x′H2O respectively represent the true mole fraction of each species in
the gas phase (N2 might be in the gas phase). The mole fraction is calculated by the mass fraction:

x′j = Y jMg/M j, (2)

Mg =
(∑

Y j/M j

)−1
, (3)

where Mg is the average molar mass of the gas mixture, and Y j is the mass fraction of the gas j. xeq is the mole fraction
of reducing gas at reaction equilibrium, and its relationship with equilibrium constant Keq is as follows:

xkl
eq, j = 1/(Kkl

eq + 1). (4)

For the three-layer USCM, according to the reaction resistance network in Figure 2 (a), the resistance coefficients vkl
1 ,

vkl
2 and vkl

3 can be derived as follows:

vhm
1 = [AwFe (Amw + Bw + BFe + F) + (BFe + F) (Amw + Bw)] /W, (5)

vhm
2 = − [AwFe (Bw + BFe + F) + Bw (BFe + F)] /W, (6)

vhm
3 = −Amw (BFe + F) /W, (7)

vmw
1 = − [Bw (AwFe + BFe + F) + AwFe (BFe + F)] /W, (8)

vmw
2 = [(Ahm + Bm + Bw) (AwFe + BFe + F) + AwFe (BFe + F)] /W, (9)

vmw
3 = − (Ahm + Bm) (BFe + F) /W, (10)

vwFe
1 = −Amw (BFe + F) /W, (11)

vwFe
2 = − (Ahm + Bm) (BFe + F) /W, (12)

vwFe
3 = [(Ahm + Bm) (Amw + Bw + BFe + F) + Amw (Bw + BFe + F)] /W, (13)

where
W = AwFe (Amw + Bw + BFe + F) + (Amw + Bw) (BFe + F) . (14)

Thus, the total reaction rate of the gas can be expressed as ṁ j = ṁhm
j + ṁmw

j + ṁwFe
j .

If the molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction w→Fe
at a certain temperature, there may be six resistance networks as shown in Figure 2 (b∼g) during the reaction. The
reaction rate of reducing gas can be expressed as:

ṁ j = ṁhm
j + ṁmw

j =
η jApi

Tpi

M j pg

Rg

[
v1(x j − xhm

eq, j) + v2(x j − xmw
eq, j)

]
j
. (15)

(i) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction
m→w, only the reaction h→m occurs, and the product layer is only m (Figure 2 (b)). Thus, v1 = 1/ (Ahm + Bm + F)
and v2 = 0. (ii) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas
in reaction m→w, only the reaction h→m occurs, and the product layers contain m and w (Figure 2 (c)). Thus, v1 =

1/ (Ahm + Bm + Bw + F) and v2 = 0. (iii) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium
molar fraction of the gas in reaction m→w, only the reaction h→m occurs, and the product layer contains m and Fe
(Figure 2 (d)). Thus, v1 = 1/ (Ahm + Bm + BFe + F) and v2 = 0. (iv) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas
is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction m→w, only the reaction h→m occurs, and the
product layer consists of m, w and Fe (Figure 2 (e)). Thus, v1 = 1/ (Ahm + Bm + Bw + BFe + F) and v2 = 0. (v) When
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Table 2: Hematite reduction by steps.

Reaction k0 [48] Ea [48] Keq [47]
R1 29.17 66974 exp(1433.4/Tp + 9.08)
R2 15.56 75345 exp(−7393.9/Tp + 7.56)
R3 2858 117204 exp(−2023.8/Tp + 1.24)

the molar fraction of the reducing gas is higher than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction m→w, but
lower than that in reaction w→Fe, both the reaction h→m and m→w occur, and the product layer consists of m and
w (Figure 2 (f)). Thus, v1 = Amw/W and v2 = (Ahm + Bm) /W, where

W = Amw (Ahm + Bm + Bw + F) + (Ahm + Bm) (Bw + F) . (16)

(vi) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is higher than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction
m→w, but lower than that in reaction w→Fe, both the reaction h→m and m→w occur, and the product layer consists
of m, w and Fe (Figure 2 (g)). Thus, v1 = Amw/W and v2 = (Ahm + Bm) /W, where

W = Amw (Ahm + Bm + Bw + BFe + F) + (Ahm + Bm) (Bw + BFe + F) . (17)

The resistance at the reaction interface is:

Akl, j =

 1
kr,kl

(1 − fk)−
2
3

Keq,kl

1 + Keq,kl


j

, (18)

kr = k0 exp(−Ea/(RgTp)), (19)

where kr and k0 is the reaction rate constant and pre-exponential factor respectively, and Ea is the activation energy.
Kinetic parameters of each reaction are shown in Table 2.

Diffusion resistance of reducing gas j through product layer l is:

Bl, j =

[(1 − fl−1)−1/3 − (1 − fl)−1/3
] rp

Dl
eff

,


j

, (20)

where Dl
eff is the effective diffusion coefficient of gas through the product layer l. fl is the fractional reduction degree,

which can be calculated by the following equation [31]:

fh =
3mm
Mm
+

mW
MW
+

mFe
MFe

2mh
Mh
+ 3mm

Mm
+

mW
MW
+

mFe
MFe

, (21)

fm =
mW
MW
+

mFe
MFe

2mh
Mh
+ 3mm

Mm
+

mW
MW
+

mFe
MFe

, (22)

fw =
mFe
MFe

2mh
Mh
+ 3mm

Mm
+

mW
MW
+

mFe
MFe

. (23)

The overall reduction degree is:

fov =
1
9

fh +
2
9

fm +
6
9

fw. (24)

If magnetite is used as raw iron ore, the above equation becomes

fov =
1
4

fm +
3
4

fw. (25)

6



600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200 1300

0.0001

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

0

X
H

2
(-

)

T (℃)

3Fe2O3+H2→2Fe3O4+H2O (R4)

Magnetite

Wustite

Iron

Figure 3: Thermodynamic equilibrium phase diagram of hematite reduced by H2, with the equilibrium constant cited from the fitting data of [47]
(T > 570◦C ).

Resistance of reducing agent through gas film is

F j =

(
1
βf

)
j
, (26)

where βf is the gas film mass transfer coefficient, which can be calculated as:

βf =
S hDeff,f

dp
, (27)

where the Sherwood number is [49]:

S h =
(
7 − 10εg + 5ε2

g

) (
1 + 0.7Rep

0.2S c1/3
)
+

(
1.33 − 2.4εg + 1.2ε2

g

)
Rep

0.7S c1/3. (28)

Particle Reynolds number and Schmidt number are respectively

Rep =
ρgεgdp

∣∣∣ug − vp
∣∣∣

µg
, (29)

S c =
µg

ρgDeff,f
, (30)

where Deff,f is the effective diffusion coefficient of reducing agent through the gas film, which is calculated by Equation
35. The mass change rate of the other component o in reaction k→l is expressed by the mass change rate of the
reducing gas:

ṁkl
o =

ηkl
o Mo

ηkl
j M j

ṁkl
j . (31)

2.2. Reaction rate model: the raw iron ore is magnetite
According to the thermodynamic equilibrium phase diagram of hematite reduced by H2 (Figure 3), if the raw iron

ore consists of Fe3O4 and FeO, the reaction resistance network is shown as Figure 4. The reaction rate of reducing
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F BFe

AwFe

Bw Amw

AwFe

p

peq,wFe

peq,mw

(a)

(b)

(d)

Fp BFe peq,mwBw Amw

Fp BFe peq,wFeAwFe

Fp peq,mwBw Amw(c)

Figure 4: Resistance network for progressive reduction of magnetite.

gas can be expressed as:

ṁ j = ṁmw
j + ṁwFe

j =
η jApi

Tpi

M j pg

Rg

[
v2(x j − xmw

eq, j) + v3(x j − xwFe
eq, j )

]
j
. (32)

(i) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is higher than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction
w→Fe, both the reaction m→w and w→Fe occur (Figure 4 (a)). Thus, v2 = AwFe/W, and v3 = (Amw + Bw) /W in
above equation, where

W = AwFe (Amw + Bw + BFe + F) + (Amw + Bw) (BFe + F) . (33)

(ii) When the molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction
w→Fe, only the reaction m→w occurs (Figure 4 (b)). Thus, v2 = 1/ (Amw + Bw + BFe + F) and v3 = 0. (iii) When the
molar fraction of the reducing gas is lower than the equilibrium molar fraction of the gas in reaction w→Fe, only the
reaction m→w occurs, and the product layer does not contain Fe (Figure 4 (c)). Thus, v2 = 1/ (Amw + Bw + F) and v3
= 0. (iv) When m has been completely converted to w, only the reaction m→w occurs (Figure 4 (d)). Thus, v2 = 0,
and v3 = 1/(AwFe + BFe + F).

2.3. Gas diffusion in a porous particle
The diffusion of gas through porous solids depends on pore structure, porosity, tortuosity and pore size distribution.

Gas diffusion within pores can be divided into two forms according to the relative magnitude of pore diameter (da)
and the mean free path of molecular motion (λ). When λ j/da ≤0.01 (λ j = 1.013/(pgx j), cm), molecular diffusion
is dominant [50], and the Fuller-Schettler-Giddings correlation [51] is used to calculate the bimolecular diffusion
coefficient (unit: m2/s):

Di j =
10−7T 1.75

g

(
M−1

i + M−1
j

)1/2(
pg/101325

) (
V1/3

d,i + V1/3
d, j

)2 , (34)

where Mi and M j are expressed in g/mol, and Vd,i and Vd, j (cm3/mol) are diffusion volume of gas i and j, respectively.
In this study, Vd,H2=7.07, Vd,H2O=12.7 and Vd,N2=17.9. For a multi-component gas mixture, the molecular diffusion
coefficient is [52]:

Dm
i = (1 − xi)

∑
i, j

x j/Di j

−1

. (35)

While λ j/da ≥10, diffusion inside the pore is called the Knudsen diffusion [50]. Most collisions occur between
molecules and pore wall, and the collisions between molecules have little impact on the transport process. Therefore
the Knudsen diffusion coefficient is determined by the pore radius, and not influenced by other gas species in the
system. Its value can be calculated by

DK
i = 0.97ra

√
Tg/Mi, (36)

8



where ra is pore radius (unit: cm). If the relative magnitude of λ and da lies between these two extreme cases, both
molecular and Knudsen diffusions should be taken into account, and the total diffusion coefficient for species i is:

Di =
1

1/Dm
i + 1/DK

i

, (37)

where the effective diffusion coefficient of gas i through product layer l is [53]

Dl
eff,i = Diξl/τ. (38)

where τ is tortuosity. ξl is the porosity of l, its value varies with time and can be calculated based on the initial porosity
of the particle. For porous particle, there is

ξl = 1 − ρeff,l/ρtrue,l, (39)

where ρeff,l and ρtrue,l are the effective and true density of particle layer l, respectively. Assuming that the porosity of
hematite core is equal to the porosity of the particle, the effective density of hematite core is:

ρeff,h = (1 − ξp)ρtrue,h. (40)

The effective density of each product layer is respectively [37]

ρeff,m = ρeff,hqm,h, (41)

ρeff,w = ρeff,mqw,m, (42)

ρeff,Fe = ρeff,wqFe,w, (43)

where qb,a represents the equivalent mass of product b when the consumption of reactant a is 1, which can be calculated
by [37]

qb,a=
|ηb|Mb

|ηa|Ma
. (44)

Accordingly, it is easy to calculate the values of qm,h, qw,m and qFe,w as 0.9666, 0.9309 and 0.7773, respectively, and
thus the porosity of each product layer was obtained by combining Equations 39, 41∼43.

3. CFD-DEM method

3.1. Governing equations for particles

According to the conservation of particle mass, there are:

ṁp =
∑

z

ṁz, (45)

ṁz=
∑

ṁkl
z , (46)

where ṁp is the mass change rate of the particle, z represents the particle component Fe2O3, Fe3O4, FeO or Fe, and
ṁkl

z is the mass change rate of z in the reaction k→l, calculated by Equation 31.
The translational and rotational motion of particles can be described by the Newton’s second law. The translational

equation is written as:
d(mpvp)

dt
= Fg + Fp +

∑nb

b=1
Fc,ab + Fd,p (47)

mp = m0 + ṁp∆tCFD, (48)

where mp and vp are the particle mass and velocity, respectively. m0 is the particle mass of the previous CFD step,
∆tCFD is the time step of gas phase evolution. The gravity Fg = mpg, and the pressure gradient force Fp = −Vp∇pg.
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The contact force between particle a and b is expressed as Fc,ab=Fn,ab+Ft,ab, where the details of normal contact force
(Fn,ab) and tangential contact force (Ft,ab) can be seen in [54]. The gas-solid drag force is:

Fd,p =
βVp

1 − εg
(ug − vp) (49)

where the drag coefficient β is calculated by Gidaspow’s correlation [55], i.e.

β =

 150
ε2

pµg

εgd2
p
+ 1.75 εgρg|ug−vp|

dp
, εg < 0.8

3
4CD

εpεgρg|ug−vp|
dp

ε−2.65
g , εg > 0.8,

(50)

If the iron ore is non-spherical, the Gidaspow model is modified with the sphericity to obtain the Gidaspow-Ganser
drag force correlation [56, 57], that is:

β =

 150
ε2

pµg

εgd2
pψ2 + 1.75 εgρg|ug−vp|

dpψ
, εg < 0.8

3
4CD

εpεgρg|ug−vp|
dp

ε−2.65
g , εg > 0.8,

(51)

where Ψ is the sphericity of the particle, and the drag coefficient of a single particle CD is calculated by Ganser
correlation [56]:

CD =
24

RepK1

[
1.0 + 0.1118(RepK1K2)0.6567

]
+

0.4305K2

1 + 3305/(RepK1K2)
, (52)

K1 =

(
1
3
+

2
3
ψ−0.5

)−1

− 2.25
dp

D
, (53)

K2 = 101.8148(− logψ)0.5743
, (54)

where D is the equivalent-area bed diameter. In addition, the momentum exchange caused by mass exchange is 0, so
this term does not appear on the right side of Equation 47 according to the discussion of [58].

The particle rotation equation is [59]

d(ωpIp)
dt

= Rp × Ft − µrrp |Fn|ωp, (55)

where
Ip =

2
5

mpr2
p, (56)

where ωp and Ip are the angular velocity and moment of inertia of the particle, respectively.
The particle energy conservation equation is

d(mpCp,pTp)
dt

= Qconv +
∑nb

b=1
Qab + Qr + Qrm + Qpw + Qrad, (57)

Cp,p =
∑

YzCp,z, (58)

where Yz and Cp,z are the mass fraction and heat capacity of particle component z respectively, and Cp,z is a function
of particle temperature, which can be calculated by Equation 74 and Table A1. The rate of heat flow due to gas
convection is:

Qconv = hpAp(Tg − Tp), (59)

with

hp =
Nuλg

dp
, (60)

where λg is the thermal conductivity coefficient of the gas phase, and Nu can be calculated by Gunn’s empirical
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correlation [49]:

Nu =
(
7 − 10εg + 5ε2

g

) (
1 + 0.7Rep

0.2Pr1/3
)
+

(
1.33 − 2.4εg + 1.2ε2

g

)
Rep

0.7Pr1/3, (61)

with

Pr =
Cp,gµg

λg
. (62)

The contact heat transfer rate between the particle a and b is the sum of heat conduction rates of particle-particle and
particle-fluid-particle, i.e. Qab = Qpp

ab + Qpfp
ab , where the particle-particle heat transfer rate is [60]:

Qpp
ab = 4Rc,abλe,ab(Tb − Ta), (63)

and the particle-fluid-particle heat transfer rate is [61]:

Qpfp
ab = 2πλg (Tb − Ta) ×

∫ Rout

Rin

R

dab −
√

R2
a − R2 −

√
R2

b − R2
dR. (64)

The heat conduction rate between particle a and the wall is the sum of heat conduction rates of the particle-wall and
particle-fluid-wall, that is, Qaw = Qpw

aw + Qpfw
aw , where [60, 61]

Qpw
aw = 4Rc,awλe,aw(Tw − Ta), (65)

Qpfw
aw =2πλg (Tw − Ta)

∫ rout,w

rin,w

rw

Lw
dr. (66)

The physical meaning and calculation of each variable in Equation 63, 64, 65 and 66 can be found in [62]. The
radiation heat flow rate of single particle from the environment is:

Qrad = σηpAp(T 4
se,p − T 4

p ), (67)

where σ represents the Stefan-Boltzmann constant (5.67 × 10−8 W/m2K4), and ηp is the particle emissivity. Tse,p is
the average temperature of particles and fluid in a sphere with a volume of Ω around the particles, which is calculated
as [63]:

Tse,p=εgTg,Ω + (1 − εg)
1

np,Ω

np,Ω∑
a=1

Tp,a, (68)

where εg, Tg, Ω and np,Ω are the gas volume fraction, gas temperature and number of particles in the domain Ω,
respectively. The radius of the sphere domain is generally chosen as 1.5dp [63]. The heat flow rate caused by
reduction reaction is:

Qr =
∑

Qkl
r , (69)

Qkl
r = −

∑
z

Hzṁkl
z . (70)

The heat transfer rate caused by mass transfer is given by [64]

Qrm =
∑

Qkl
rm, (71)

Qkl
rm = −

∑
j

H jṁkl
j , (72)

where the subscripts z and j represent the solid and gas species in the reaction k→l, respectively. H is the standard
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formation enthalpy, which is a polynomial function of temperature and can be written as [65]:

H = Rg(a1T + 1/2a2T 2 + 1/3a3T 3 + 1/4a4T 4 + 1/5a5T 5 + a6)/M, (73)

where M is the molar mass of a species and the relationship between specific heat and temperature is as follows:

Cp = Rg(a1 + a2T + a3T 2 + a4T 3 + a5T 4)/M. (74)

The value of ai is given in Table A1.

3.2. Governing equations for gases
In the CFD-DEM method, the gas phase is described by continuum model, and the mass conservation equation

expressed by local average variable in a computational grid is:

∂

∂t
(εgρg) + ∇ · (εgρgug) =

∑
Mm, j, (75)

where
Mm, j =

1
Vcell

∑np,cell

pi=1
ṁ j,pi, (76)

where Mm, j is the cell-averaged mass transfer rate of reactant or product gas j (H2 or H2O), and np,cell the number of
particles in a gas cell.

The momentum equation is written as:

∂

∂t
(εgρgug) + ∇ · (εgρgugug) + ∇ ·

(
εgρgu′gu′g

)
= −εg∇p + ∇ · (εgτg) + εgρgg +MF, (77)

where
MF = Kgp(ug − up), (78)

Kgp = −
1

Vcell
∣∣∣ug − up

∣∣∣
np,cell∑
pi=1

βVpi

1 − εg

∣∣∣ug − vpi

∣∣∣. (79)

The third term on the left side of Equation 77 arises due to the pseudo-turbulence, which is usually neglected in CFD-
DEM simulations due to the lack of a suitable closure. However, recent PR-DNS (Particle-resolved direct numerical
simulation) data show that gas-phase velocity fluctuations can contribute significantly, even in laminar gas-solid flows.
Mehrabadi [66] provided a closure for the PTRS components using fixed-bed simulations which is also validated as an
approximation to high stokes number freely evolving suspensions. u′g is the pseudo-turbulence fluctuation of velocity,
and the component form of pseudo-turbulent Reynolds stress (PTRS) tensor R = u′gu′g can be expressed as [66]:

Ri j = 2kg

(
bi j +

1
3
δi j

)
, (80)

where kg is the gas phase pseudo-turbulent kinetic energy, which is modeled by

kg

Eg
= 2εp + 2.5εpε

3
g exp

(
−εpRe1/2

m

)
, (81)

Eg =
1
2

∣∣∣ug − up
∣∣∣2, (82)

where up is the cell-averaged particle velocity, and the components of anisotropy tensor parallel to and perpendicular
to the mean slip velocity are given by

bpa =
0.523

1 + 0.305 exp (−0.114Rem)
exp

[
−3.511εp

1 + 1.801 exp (−0.005Rem)

]
, (83)
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bpe = −
1
2

bpa, (84)

where Rem is the Reynolds number based on cell-averaged slip velocity and size of particles. The PTRS tensor R is
the diagonal tensor, whose off-diagonal elements are zero, i.e. R = diag(Rpa,Rpe,Rpe). It should be noted that the
orientation of the axis of the tensor R is a local coordinate system with respect to the slip velocity, which needs to be
converted to the global Cartesian coordinate system using Gram-Schmidt method [67]. The viscous stress in the gas
phase on the right side of the Equation 77 is:

τg = µg(∇ug + ∇uT
g )−

2
3
µg(∇ · ug)I, (85)

where I is the unit tensor. Kgp in Equation 78 is the momentum transfer coefficient, and up is the cell-averaged particle
velocity. It is believed that the momentum exchange rate caused by the interphase mass transfer is 0, and the specific
explanation can refer to a relevant literature [58].

The energy equation for gas phase is:

∂

∂t
(εgρgCp,gTg) + ∇ · (εgρgugCp,gTg) + ∇ · (εgρgCp,gu′gT ′g) = ∇ · (εgλg∇Tg) + Mh + Mr + Mr,m. (86)

The third term on the left side of the above equation arises due to pseudo-turbulence, where T ′g is the pseudo-turbulence
fluctuation of temperature, and RT = u′gT ′g is pseudo-turbulence heat flux (PTHF) tensor. Sun [68] used particle-
resolved direct numerical simulation (PR-DNS) method to develop a closed correlation suitable for 0 < εp ≤ 0.5 and
1 ≤ Rem < 100, where the PTHF component parallel to the mean slip velocity is written as:

αpa

αg
=

1.4Rem(Rem+1.4)Pr exp(−0.002089Rem)
[
εg(−5.11εp+10.1ε2

p−10.85ε3
p)+1−exp(−10.96εp)

]
3πε2

gNu
(
1.17εp−0.2021ε1/2

p +0.08568ε1/4
p

)
[1−1.6εpεg−3εpε

4
g exp(−Re0.4

m εp)]
, (87)

Nu =
(
−0.46 + 1.77εg + 0.69ε2

g

)
ε−3

g +
(
1.37 − 2.4εg + 1.2ε2

g

)
Rem

0.7Pr1/3. (88)

Where αg is thermal diffusion coefficient of gas phase (αg = λg/(ρgCp,g)). The PTHF component perpendicular to the
mean slip velocity is:

αpe =

(
Rpe

Rpa

)
αpa =

(
3bpe + 1
3bpa + 1

)
αpa. (89)

The PTHF tensor RT = u′gT ′g = −αPT ·∇Tg, where the diagonal tensor αPT = diag(αpa, αpe, αpe). Like the PTRS tensor,
the axis orientation of αPT is a local coordinate system with respect to the slip velocity, which needs to be converted
to the global Cartesian coordinate system using Gram-Schmidt method. Mh and Mr,m in Equation 86 are gas-particle
convection heat transfer rate and heat transfer caused by mass transfer, respectively, which can be calculated by:

Mh + Mr,m = −
1

Vcell

∑np,cell

pi=1
(Qconv,pi + Qrm,pi). (90)

The heat generation rate due to chemical reaction is:

Mr = −
∑

j

H jMm, j. (91)

The gas radiation between particle and gas can be ignored due to low gas emissivity [69].
The species transport equation for gas species j

∂

∂t
(εgρgY j) + ∇ · (εgρgugY j) = ∇ · (εgρgD j∇Y j) + ∇ · (εgρgDPT · ∇Y j) + Mm, j, (92)

where the first term on the right side of the equation represents the molecular diffusion, and the second term is the
pseudo-turbulence diffusion term. Y j the mass fraction of species j, and the molecular diffusion coefficient of j in gas
phase can be obtained using Equation 35. DPT represents the pseudo-turbulence diffusion coefficient, whose value is
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equal to the tensor αPT [67].

3.3. Coarse-grained CFD-DEM method for reacting flow

The fluidized bed reactor used for iron ore reduction contains a large number of fine particles, and the complete
conversion of iron ore to metallic iron generally takes several minutes to tens of minutes, which leads to the high
time cost of simulating the complete conversion cycle of particles using traditional CFD-DEM method. In this study,
we adopted a coarse-graining strategy based on EMMS-DPM (Energy Minimization Multi-Scale-Discrete Particle
Method) [70]. In this method, a small number of coarse-grained particles (CGPs) can be used instead of real particles
to simulate large-scale systems for a long time. Coarse-grained method has been widely used in simulating gas-solid
flow and heat transfer [54, 70, 71, 72, 73], but it is less used in mass transfer and chemical reaction [74, 75, 76]. In
present work, the coarse-grained method for heat transfer proposed in [73] was adopted, and the mass transfer and
reaction model of CGPs were derived from it. Readers can refer to [70] for the details of the coarse-grained model
of particle-particle interaction, particle-wall interaction and gas-particle interphase momentum transfer. It is assumed
that the density of CGP is equal to the density of real particle in present study, that is, the mass of coarse particle is
mCGP = k3mp, where mp is the mass of real particle and k (k = dCGP/dp) is the coarse-graining ratio. However, in the
original EMMS-DPM method, there are voids inside CGP particle, and the void fraction is set as the voidage at the
minimum fluidization condition. More discussions about this specific point can be found in [72].

The convective heat transfer rate between gas and the CGP is:

Qconv,CGP = k3Qconv. (93)

Lu [73] deduced the relationship between the heat conduction rate of real particles with size dp and the heat conduction
rate of CGPs with size dCGP as follows:

Qpp
rp =

Qpp
CGP

k9/4

√
f (ep)

f (eCGP)
, (94)

where Qpp
CGP is calculated by using Equation 63, and the function of restitution coefficient is expressed as follows:

f (e) = e
−ζ

√
1−ζ2 cos ζ , (95)

ζ =
− ln e√

π2 + (ln e)2
, (96)

eCGP=

√
1 + k(e2

p − 1). (97)

Then, the particle-particle heat conduction rate in the coarse-grained system can be written as:

Qpp′

CGP = k3Qpp
rp = k3/4

√
f (ep)

f (eCGP)
Qpp

CGP. (98)

The relationship between the heat conduction rate of real particle-fluid-particle with size dp and the heat conduction
rate of coarse-grained particle-fluid-particle with size dCGP as follows [73]:

Qpfp
rp = Qpfp

CGP/k, (99)

where Qpfp
CGP is calculated by using Equation 64. Therefore, the particle-fluid-particle heat conduction rate in the

coarse-grained system can be written as:
Qpfp′

CGP = k3Qpfp
rp = k2Qpfp

CGP. (100)

Similar to the contact heat transfer between CGPs, the heat transfer rate between the CGP and wall can be calculated
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by the following equations:

Qpw′

CGP = k3/4

√
f (ep)

f (eCGP)
Qpw

CGP, (101)

Qpfw′

CGP = k2Qpfw
CGP, (102)

where Qpw
CGP and Qpfw

CGP are calculated by Equation 65 and 66, respectively. The heat generation rate due to chemical
reaction for each CGP is

Qr,CGP = k3Qr. (103)

The heat transfer rate caused by the interphase mass transfer for each CGP is

Qrm,CGP = k3Qrm. (104)

The radiation heat flow rate of single CGP from the environment is

Qrad,CGP = k3Qrad. (105)

The mass transfer rate between the reduction gas j and the CGP is

ṁ j,CGP = k3ṁ j. (106)

3.4. Thermophysical properties of reacting gases

Gas under normal pressure and high temperature condition can be regarded as an ideal gas, and its density is
described by the ideal gas equation of state:

ρg =
Mg pg

RgTg
. (107)

The relationship between the viscosity of gas component j and the temperature is as follows

µg, j = a1 + a2Tg + a3T 2
g . (108)

The coefficient ai is given in Table A2 (scatter data from the National Institute of Standards and Technology (https://webbook.nist.gov/chemistry/),
and the coefficient is obtained by polynomial fitting). The gas phase viscosity is the mass weighting of the viscosity
of each species, i.e. [77]

µg =
∑

Y jµg, j. (109)

The specific heat of gas species j can be calculated by Equation 74, and the correlation coefficients are given in Table
A1. The specific heat of gas phase is the mass weighting of the specific heat of each species, i.e. [78]

Cp,g =
∑

Y jCp, j. (110)

The thermal conductivity of gas species j is related to temperature as follows

λg, j = a1 + a2Tg + a3T 2
g + a4T 3

g + a5T 4
g . (111)

The coefficient ai is given in Table A3. The thermal conductivity of gas phase is the mass weighting of the thermal
conductivity of each species, i.e. [77]

λg =
∑

Y jλg, j. (112)

4. Numerical method and simulation setup

In our previous studies, the hydrodynamic, heat and mass transfer behavior as well as catalytic reactions in gas-
solid reactors have been successfully simulated using the CFD-DEM-IBM method [58, 62, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84].
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Figure 5: Flow chart of the CFD and DEM information exchange.

This study focuses on the implementation of the iron ore reduction reaction model on the CFD-DEM framework, so
the details of IBM method are not given here again, which can be found in previous studies [62, 80]. The reduction
reaction is accompanied by complex flow, mass and heat transfer, in which the gas and particles exchange information
frequently. This is realized via sharing memory to establish a bridge of two-phase physical data communication. As
shown in Figure 5, gas and particle information are obtained from the central processing unit (CPU) and graphics
processing unit (GPU) respectively. The interaction information of the two phases is calculated on the GPU side and
transmitted to the gas phase through shared memory. Meanwhile, the gas phase information in the grid is calculated at
the CPU side and passed to the particle phase through the shared memory. It should be emphasized that the exchange
of information between CFD and DEM does not take place at every step, but the coupling between CFD and DEM is
completed every n (n = ∆tCFD/∆tDEM) step. The solvers of gas and particles complete the evolution of each physical
quantity in time and space through their respective iterative operations. The particle velocity and temperature are
updated at each DEM step, while the mass of each product layer of the particle is updated only when the two phases
are coupled.

In the CFD-DEM simulation of chemical reactions, large interphase source terms (momentum, heat, and mass)
may cause instability or even divergence in the solution of gas phase fields (velocity, temperature, and species mass
fraction), present study adopts the semi-implicit treatment of source terms to avoid this situation.

4.1. Semi-implicit treatment of source terms in momentum and energy equation

The momentum transfer source term in Equation 77 can be expressed as

MF = Kgpug − Kgpup. (113)

Thus, the momentum equation is rewritten as

∂

∂t
(εgρgug) + ∇ · (εgρgugug) + ∇ ·

(
εgρgu′gu′g

)
− Kgpug = −εg∇p + ∇ · (εgτg) + εgρgg − Kgpup, (114)

where Kgpug and Kgpup are implicit and explicit source terms, respectively. When the temperature difference between
gas and particle is high, it is necessary to transform the convection heat source term in the temperature Equation 86 as
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follows
Mh = −

1
Vcell

∑np,cell

pi=1
hpiApi(Tg − Tpi)

= −
1

Vcell

(
Tg

∑np,cell

pi=1
hpiApi −

∑np,cell

pi=1
hpiApiTpi

)
= −

∑np,cell

pi=1 hpiApi

Vcell
Tg +

∑np,cell

pi=1 hpiApiTpi

Vcell

= −H0Tg + H1,

where the coefficients H0 and H1 are respectively

H0 =

∑np,cell

pi=1 hpiApi

Vcell
, (115)

H1 =

∑np,cell

pi=1 hpiApiTpi

Vcell
. (116)

In this way, the energy equation can be rewritten as

∂

∂t
(εgρgCp,gTg) + ∇ · (εgρgugCp,gTg) + ∇ · (εgρgCp,gu′gT ′g) + H0Tg = ∇ · (εgλg∇Tg) + H1 + Mr + Mr,m. (117)

It should be noted that in the CFD simulation process, we found that the values of the reaction heat source term and
the heat transfer source term caused by mass transfer are similar, and the sign is opposite, so the two terms remain
explicit.

4.2. Semi-implicit treatment of mass source term in species transport equation

For reducing gas j, mass transfer rate on a single particle scale

ṁ j,pi =
η jApi

Tpi

M j pg

Rg

[
v1(x j − xhm

eq, j) + v2(x j − xmw
eq, j) + v3(x j − xwFe

eq, j )
]

j

=
η jApi

Tpi

M j pg

Rg

[
(v1 + v2 + v3)x j − (v1xhm

eq, j + v2xmw
eq, j + v3xwFe

eq, j )
]

j
,

(118)

where v1 = vhm
1 + vmw

1 + vwFe
1 , v2 = vhm

2 + vmw
2 + vwFe

2 , v3 = vhm
3 + vmw

3 + vwFe
3 . Let E j = η jApi/Tpi, Q j = v1 + v2 + v3,

S j = v1xhm
eq, j + v2xmw

eq, j + v3xwFe
eq, j , then, we have

ṁ j,pi = E jM j

[
Q jx j − S j

] pg

Rg

= E jM jQ jx j
pg

Rg
− E jS j

M j

Rg
pg

= E jM jQ j

(
x′ j

X j

)
pg

Rg
− E jS j

M j

Rg
pg

= E jM jQ j

(
MgY j/M j

X j

)
pg

Rg
− E jS j

M j

Rg
pg

=
E jQ jρgTg

X j
Y j − E jS j

M j

Rg
pg,

(119)
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Figure 6: Schematic illustration of reduction reactor and grid distribution (top view).

where X j = x′H2
+ x′H2O. By substituting Equations 119 and 76 into Equation 92, the species transport equation is

rewritten as

∂

∂t
(εgρgY j) + ∇ · (εgρgugY j) −C0

ρgTg

X j
Y j = ∇ · (εgρgD j∇Y j) + ∇ · (εgρgDPT · ∇Y j) +C1 pg. (120)

Where C0 and C1 are respectively

C0 =

∑np,cell

pi=1 E jQ j

Vcell
, (121)

C1 = −
M j

Rg

∑np,cell

pi=1 E jS j

Vcell
. (122)

4.3. Simulation parameters and settings

In order to verify the correctness of the CFD-DEM-IBM method coupled with the USCM model, the reduction
processes of magnetite and hematite were respectively simulated and compared with the experimental results of [18]
and [20]. Magnetite is reduced in a bubbling fluidized bed with an inner diameter of 20 mm and a height of 60
mm, and the hematite reduction reactor has an inner diameter of 68 mm and a height of 200 mm. Figure 6 shows
the schematic illustration of the reactor and the fluid grid distribution. Table 3 lists the simulation parameters and
physical properties of the particle and gases. It should be pointed out that the magnetite and hematite particles used
in the experiment both are irregular, so Equation 51 are used to calculate the drag coefficient. In addition, the discrete
scheme of each term in the gas conservation equation are shown in Table 4.
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Table 3: Parameters and physical properties used in present simulations.

Parameter Bed I Bed II

Particle

Iron ore type magnetite hematite
Initial efficient density, ρp0 (kg/m3) 3720 3500

True density, ρture (kg/m3) 5300(Fe2O3), 5180(Fe3O4), 5390(FeO), 7900(Fe)
Mean diameter of real particle, dp (mm) 0.1 0.35

Number of real particle 5140800 5095837
Coarse-graining ratio, k 2.8 3.0

Young’s modulus, Yp (Pa) 1 × 107

Restitution coefficient of real particle, ep 0.9
Sliding friction coefficient, µs 0.3

Rolling friction coefficient, µr (mm) 0.01
Poisson’s ratio, νp 0.3

Characteristic velocity, uc (m/s) 1.0
Initial temperature, Tp0 (K) 943, 923, 903 1073, 973
Initial mass fraction (wt%) 69.94(Fe3O4), 30.06(FeO) 96.28(Fe2O3), 3.72(FeO)

Initial porosity, ξ0 0.29 0.34
Pore diameter (cm), da 9.5 × 10−6 3.3 × 10−6

Emissivity, ηp 0.85
Sphericity, ψ 0.85 0.86

Time step, ∆tDEM (s) 5 × 10−6 2 × 10−5

Gas

Inlet composition, x j0 (vol%) 70(H2), 30(N2) 65(H2), 35(N2)
Inlet velocity, ug0 (m/s) 0.183, 0.179, 0.175 0.43, 0.39

Inlet temperature, Tg0 (K) 943, 923, 903 1073, 973
Operating pressure, pgo (Pa) 101325 110000
Grid size, Lx × Ly × Lz (mm) 1.25 × 1.25 × 1.25 4.25 × 4.25 × 4.25

Time step, ∆tCFD (s) 1 × 10−4 2 × 10−4

Boundary condition
Wall velocity No slip

Wall temperature (K) 943, 923, 903 1073, 973
Outlet Pressure (Pa) 101325 110000

Table 4: Numerical scheme used in OpenFOAM.

Term Discrete scheme
Time derivative Euler

Temperature gradient Gauss linear
Velocity gradient CellLimited Gauss linear 1
Pressure gradient Gauss linear

Convection (velocity) GausslimitedLinearV 1
Convection (temperature) Gauss upwind

Convection (species mass fraction) limitedLinear01 1
Laplacian Gauss linear corrected
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Figure 7: Effect of pre-exponential factors on magnetite reduction.

5. Results and discussion

5.1. Reduction of magnetite

5.1.1. Determination of reaction kinetic parameters and their influence
Reaction kinetic parameters (pre-exponential factor and activation energy) are crucial to the reduction reaction rate

and iron ore conversion rate, which are generally determined by linear regression method in experiments [85, 20, 21].
Du [18] obtained the apparent activation energy of magnetite reduction in H2 atmosphere by linear regression in the
experiment, but the activation energy of each specific reaction was unknown, we adopted the values given in [48] for
the activation energy of reaction R2 and R3 in CFD simulations: Emw

a =75345 J/mol, EwFe
a =117204 J/mol. Further-

more, the method provided by [48] was used to estimate the pre-exponential factor: values considered appropriate
were substituted initially, and the pre-exponential factor was constantly adjusted on the premise of keeping other op-
erating conditions unchanged, while the change in the reduction degree of the particles was monitored. When the
reduction degree is in good agreement with the experimental results, the pre-exponential factor of each sub-reaction
can be determined.

As shown in Figure 7, when the initial values of the pre-exponential factors of the reaction from Fe3O4 to FeO and
FeO to Fe are 8 and 5000, respectively, the predicted overall reduction degree of magnetite deviates greatly from the
experimental values, especially in the middle stages of the reaction. Therefore, by adjusting these two values, a set of
pre-exponential factors that best agree with the experimental values are obtained successfully: kmw

0 =8 m/s, kwFe
0 =6000

m/s. The slope of the reduction curve represents the reaction rate. Before about 20 s, the particles undergo a constant
rate transformation period. With the reduction of magnetite, the slope becomes smaller and the reaction rate slows
down, indicating that the reaction resistance in the early stage is less than that in the later stage. Additionally, as
the pre-exponential factor increases, the reaction rate constant increases, meaning that less time is required for the
complete conversion of magnetite to metallic iron.

Figure 8 illustrates the effect of pre-exponential factors on the reduction degree of Fe3O4 (a) and FeO (b). It is
obvious that the pre-exponential factor of the reaction Fe3O4→ FeO (kmw

0 ) has a great influence on the reduction of
Fe3O4→FeO, while the pre-exponential factor of the reaction FeO→Fe (kwFe

0 ) has almost no effect on the conversion
of Fe3O4. It can be seen from Figure 8 (b) that at the initial stage of the reaction, the reduction degree of FeO depends
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Figure 8: Effect of pre-exponential factors on fractional reduction.

Figure 9: Effect of pre-exponential factors on the interfacial reaction resistance.

only on kwFe
0 , and has almost no relationship with kmw

0 . With the progress of the reaction, the increase of kmw
0 will

slightly accelerate the conversion of FeO. The possible reason is that when kmw
0 changes from 8 to 15 (m/s), the time

for the complete conversion of Fe3O4 to FeO is greatly shortened, and more hydrogen will react with FeO in the
middle and late stage of the reaction, thus accelerating the reduction of FeO.

In Figure 9, the influence of pre-exponential factors on the interfacial reaction resistance is illustrated. As the
reaction progresses, the chemical reaction resistance increases. As can be seen from Figure 9 (a), when Fe3O4 is
almost completely converted into FeO, the interfacial reaction resistance of reaction from Fe3O4 to FeO (Amw) reaches
its peak value and then rapidly drops to zero, a similar phenomenon that was also observed by Kinaci[37]. At this time,
Fe3O4 in the particle has been completely consumed, and the FeO formation reaction no longer occurs. According to
Equation 18, when the reaction temperature changes within a narrow range, the reaction rate constant and reduction
degree are the most critical variables affecting the interface reaction resistance. For a given reaction rate constant, the
reaction resistance increases with the increase of the reduction degree, and when the reduction degree of the particles
is the same (for example, the reduction degree of Fe3O4 corresponding to the peak value in Figure 8 (a) is about 1),
the reaction rate constant is negatively correlated with the reaction resistance. Consistent with the change in reduction
degree, Amw is only related to Amw, while AwFe is not only closely related to kwFe

0 , but is also influenced by kmw
0 , for

possible reasons already given in the discussion about Figure 8.
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Figure 10: Effect of pre-exponential factors on the product layers diffusion resistance.

The influence of pre-exponential factors on the diffusion resistance of gas through the product layer is shown in
Figure 10. With the reduction of magnetite, the thickness of the product layer increases, and its resistance to gas
diffusion increases gradually. When Fe3O4 is completely reduced to FeO, the resistance (Bw) of the gas through
the wustite reaches its peak. After this, Bw becomes 0 because there is only one product layer of metallic iron in
the particle. The resistance of the gas through the iron layer (BFe) increases until the FeO is completely consumed.
The variation trend of internal diffusion resistance with the pre-exponential factor is similar to that of the reaction
resistance in Figure 10, and the analysis will not be carried out here.

As shown in Figure 11, in the magnetite reduction process, the mass transfer resistance through gas film fluctuates
around an mean value (Fmean=0.048 s/m), and the pre-exponential factor has little influence on it. From Equations
26 and 27, it can be seen that the external diffusion resistance is only related to the diffusion coefficient Deff,f and the
dimensionless Sherwood number S h of the reducing gas in the gas film, while the pre-exponential factor has little
impact on these two gas-related variables. Therefore, the time-averaged value of the gas film resistance predicted by
the three different pre-exponential factors is basically equal.

In summary, the interfacial reaction resistance is largest, and the order of each resistance is: Amw > AwFe > Bw >
BFe > F. In other words, the chemical reaction at the interfaces is the dominant control mechanism during magnetite
reduction. Most researchers [86, 29, 85] believe that a dense iron shell forms on the outer surface of the particle
when wustite is reduced to metallic iron, and the diffusion of hydrogen through this shell becomes difficult, which is
consistent with our findings.

5.1.2. Effect of temperature on magnetite reduction
Figure 12 shows the comparison of the reduction progress at different operating temperatures. The agreement

between the measured and calculated values is very good at 943, 923, and 903 K, while the overall reduction degree
at the final stage is less satisfactorily simulated (all overestimated). The possible reason is that our model does not
take into account that the adhesion of iron to the surface of the wustite causes the reduction rate to be greatly reduced.
Obviously, due to the heat absorption during magnetite reduction, the increase of operating temperature will accelerate
the reaction rate, and the reduction degree and porosity of the particles will increase accordingly, but the final porosity
does not change, about 0.55.

5.2. Reduction of hematite

5.2.1. Determination of reaction kinetic parameters and model validation
Spreitzer [87] obtained the activation energies of reactions Fe2O3→Fe3O4, Fe3O4→FeO and FeO→Fe by fitting

experimental data, which were 42.4, 19.3 and 33.88 (kJ/mol), respectively. When the operating temperature is 1073
K, the method in Section 5.1.1 is still used to estimate the pre-exponential factors of each sub-reaction, and the final
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Figure 11: Effect of pre-exponential factors on gas film diffusion resistance.

Figure 12: Effect of operating temperature on magnetite reduction.
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Figure 13: Effect of pre-exponential factors on hematite reduction.

pre-exponential factors are 10, 0.0007, 0.022 (m/s), respectively. Figure 13 shows the change of the overall reduction
degree of hematite particles with time at 973 K, 1023 K and 1073 K. It can be seen that in a certain temperature range
(973 K∼1073 K), our model can accurately predict the direct reduction process of hematite in the mixed atmosphere
of hydrogen and nitrogen. Hematite takes about an hour to be almost completely converted into metallic iron, while
magnetite (Figure 5) takes less than five minutes. The reasons for this difference may be: (i) the average particle
size of hematite is larger than that of magnetite, and (ii) the reaction rate constant of hematite is smaller than that of
magnetite. The second reason may be dominant, and the effect of particle size on the reaction rate is actually small
[18]. In the reaction from Fe2O3 to Fe3O4, the equilibrium concentration of hydrogen is close to zero. In the initial
stage (t <100 s), most of the hydrogen is used to reduce Fe2O3, and the generation of Fe3O4 is an exothermic process,
so the reduction degree increases with the drop of temperature during this period (local zoom in Figure 13). After
Fe2O3 is consumed, endothermic reaction occurs, and the increase in temperature is conducive to the reduction of
particles. Similarly, the reduction rate is slower due to the deposition of iron on the particle surface.

In the reduction process of hematite, metallic iron is constantly generated, and the change of the rate of iron
generation in each particle over time is shown in Figure 14. It can be seen that the rate of iron formation in the lower
part of the bed is higher than that in the upper part. At the beginning of the reaction, only the conversion of Fe2O3 to
Fe3O4 occurs in most of the particles in the bed, and no iron is formed. After 100 s, more and more particles complete
the transition from hematite to metallic iron. Until 2000 s, a small number of particles were not completely reduced.
Obviously, with the progress of the reaction, the expansion height of the bed increases, and the flow regime undergoes
a transition from a fixed bed to a bubbling bed. This is because the particles become lighter when they are reduced,
and the resultant force of the drag and gravity on the particles increases when the operating gas velocity is unchanged.
Therefore, when hematite is completely reduced to Fe, the particles will be more easily carried by bubbles to the
surface of the bed.

5.2.2. Effect of temperature on hematite reduction
Figure 15 gives the quantitative comparison among the changes of fractional reduction degree and particle porosity

during hematite reduction at different operating temperatures. Obviously, because the reduction of Fe2O3 to Fe3O4
is an endothermic reaction, the reaction rate of Fe2O3 at higher temperatures is slower, which means a low fractional
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Figure 14: Evolution of iron formation rate at 1073 K.

Figure 15: Effect of temperature on reduction degree and porosity.
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Figure 16: Effect of temperature on reaction resistance and diffusion resistance.

reduction. Before 100 s, the R1 reaction mainly occurs in the particle, so the reduction degree of Fe3O4 and FeO
is very low. Furthermore, less reduction in particle mass at this stage leads to little change in porosity. After Fe2O3
is completely consumed, the reduction degree of Fe3O4 and FeO increases with the rise of temperature. When the
operating temperature is 1073 K, the complete conversion of hematite to metallic iron takes about 3200 s, while at
973 K, the entire conversion process takes longer. The increase in the operating temperature accelerates the loss of
oxygen and causes the porosity of the particles to increase until the end of the reaction, at which point the porosity is
about 0.65. Overall, the high temperature is conducive to the reduction of iron ore with hydrogen.

Figure 16 shows the influence of temperature on interfacial chemical reaction resistance and gas diffusion resis-
tance through the product layers during hematite reduction. With the progress of the reaction, both kinds of resistance
increased, and the resistance increased sharply at the end of the reaction, which was consistent with the trend of re-
sistance change of magnetite particles in Section 5.1. The influence trend of temperature on each resistance in the
early stage of reaction is inconsistent (local enlarged figure), but the interface reaction resistance and internal diffusion
resistance increase with the rise of temperature in the later stage. It can be explained by the following analysis: From
Equation 18 and 19, it can be seen that heating increases the reaction rate constant, the reduction degree of Fe3O4
and FeO, and the equilibrium constant. The positive correlation between Amw and temperature indicates that the re-
duction degree and equilibrium constant of Fe3O4 play a decisive role in the change of Amw. The temperature at the
early stage of the reaction has an inhibitory effect on AwFe, indicating that the reaction rate constant is the main factor
affecting AwFe. At the later stage of the reaction, the increase of reduction degree became the dominant factor for the
increase of resistance. In Figure 16 (c) and (d), the influence of temperature on diffusion resistance is similar to that
of interface reaction resistance, which can be analyzed by Equation 20 and will not be repeated here. In addition, the
time-averaged value of gas film diffusion resistance at 1073 K and 973 K are 0.14 and 0.12 (s/m), respectively. There-
fore, the reduction of the hematite particles is also controlled by the interfacial chemical reaction, just like magnetite
powder in Section 5.1.
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6. Conclusion

The direct reduction of iron ore in hydrogen was simulated by using CPU-GPU hybrid parallel coarse-grained
CFD-DEM-IBM method. Based on the USCM particle reaction model, a variety of resistance networks are considered
in the modeling to reflect the real single particle reaction process. The kinetic parameters (pre-exponential factor) of
each sub-reaction are determined by comparing the simulated and experimental values of the particle overall reduction.
Heat transfer, mass transfer and chemical reaction behavior of magnetite and hematite particles in fluidized beds at
high temperature were predicted. The following conclusions were drawn: (i) The CFD-DEM method coupled with
USCM model can accurately predict the step-by-step reduction process of iron ore particles at high temperature; (ii)
The interfacial chemical reaction of hematite and magnetite particles used in the simulation during reduction is a
rate control step, and the interfacial reaction resistance > diffusion resistance of gas through product layer > gas film
resistance, so appropriate reaction kinetic parameters is the key to accurately predict iron ore reduction; (iii) Heat
is released when hematite is reduced to magnetite in hydrogen, and high temperature will inhibit the generation of
magnetite, while the reduction of magnetite is an endothermic process, and rising temperature is conducive to the
generation of iron; (iv) The complete conversion time of fine magnetite powder is much less than that of medium
sized hematite particles. Clearly, the present work provides a computational tool for the rapid and efficient simulation
of iron ore reduction in fluidized beds by combining the particle scale reaction model with the traditional CFD-DEM
method, and reveals the reaction control mechanism and the basic principles of momentum, mass and energy transfer
during fluidization reduction. It can be applied to the optimization and design of industrial reactors with complex
geometric structures and large particle numbers, not only in fluidized beds, but also in metallurgical equipment such
as blast furnaces.
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