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a b s t r a c t

High-density circulating fluidized bed (HDCFB) offers high gas-solid contact efficiency and shows great
application prospects in the petrochemical industry. It is important to study the scale-up of HDCFB for
its successful industrial application. Therefore, the gas-solid hydrodynamics of the full-loop HDCFB with
different riser heights and riser diameters was systematically investigated by coupling a Euler-Euler
model, an energy minimization multi-scale (EMMS) drag model, and a modified solid pressure
model. Results demonstrated that the solids circulation rate of the HDCFB system decreases with
increasing riser height. When the riser height is 10 m, it is difficult to achieve full development of gas-
solid flow. When the riser height increases to 18 m, full development is achieved at a normalized height
(h/H) of 0.35. At high solids circulation rates, high riser heights are required to achieve sufficient gas-
solid flow development, and adequate storage height is needed to provide the driving force for high-
density operation of the circulating fluidized bed. As the riser diameter increases, the pressure drop
in each unit of the HDCFB system changes linearly, with the pressure drop in the riser decreasing and
the pressure drop in the cyclone separator increasing. In large-diameter risers, the radial distribution of
particle concentration and particle velocity inside the riser becomes less uniform, and larger particle
clusters can form near the wall with severe particle back-mixing. When the riser diameter increases
from 80 to 150 mm, the normalized height of the fully developed gas-solid region increases from 0.15 to
0.42 (h/H), indicating that particles and clusters in large-diameter risers need a longer acceleration zone
to develop a stable flow pattern. These findings can provide useful information for the design and scale-
up of HDCFB systems.
© 2025 The Authors. Publishing services by Elsevier B.V. on behalf of KeAi Communications Co. Ltd. This

is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

1. Introduction

The gas-solid circulating fluidized bed (CFB) is widely applied
in many industries due to its low energy consumption and capa-
bility for continuous operation (Dang et al., 2025; Rodríguez-
Machín et al., 2023; Xiong et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2023). Fluid
catalytic cracking (FCC) represents its most successful industrial
application. With the transformation of the energy structure, the
petrochemical industry is shifting from fuel to chemicals. Higher
olefin yields are desired in the FCC process, which requires higher
solids holdup to enhance gas-solid contact. The HDCFB has great

potential for application because of higher concentration and
efficient heat transfer. However, most of the studies on HDCFB are
experimental and far from the scale of industrial units (Kim et al.,
2008; Seo et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2014a). The flow characteristics
of HDCFB obtained in experimental units is different from that in
industrial units, which makes it difficult to guide flow field regu-
lation within industrial units. Therefore, it is crucial to study the
scaling-up law of HDCFB for industrial application and optimiza-
tion of HDCFB.

Gas-solid CFB can be classified into low-density circulating
fluidized bed (LDCFB) and HDCFB based on the differences in solids
circulation rate and solids holdup. The LDCFB, such as the CFB
boiler, typically has large scale but low solids circulation rate (less
than 100 kg/(m2⋅s)) and low solids holdup (less than 0.01) (Liu
et al., 2010; Lu et al., 2000). The LDCFB has been well-studied in
the literature (Luo et al., 2015; Nikolopoulos et al., 2013; Wang
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et al., 2017). Tu and Wang (2018) obtained three modes of fluid-
ization at different gas velocities in a CFB with 5.8 m height,
finding that particle fluidization is limited by riser height. In
contrast, an industrial-scale circulating fluidization boiler with a
height of 35 m was simulated by Zhang et al. (2010). The riser is
high enough for particles to achieve full development. Noticeable
fluctuations in solids holdup occur near the solids recycling inlet. It
can be found that the solids circulation rate fluctuates significantly
in industrial CFB, which takes longer time for particles to enter the
full development region compared to small-scale. The scale-up of
the LDCFB has been studied by some scholars. The CFB boilers in
lab-scale (0.1 MW), pilot-scale (10 MW), and industrial-scale (100,
300, and 600 MW) were compared by Cui et al. (2021, 2023). The
power capacity of the boiler and the coal mass flow rate increase
simultaneously during scale-up from lab-scale to industrial-scale.
It was found that the particle flow rate and circulating ratio in-
crease with boiler power capacity, significantly enhancing com-
bustion efficiency. Zhu’s team compared particle velocities and
particle concentrations in risers with heights of 10 m and di-
ameters of 76 and 203 mm, respectively (Yan and Zhu, 2004, 2005;
Yan et al., 2005). In the larger-diameter risers, the instability of the
gas-solid flow increased, and the radial distribution of particle
velocity and particle concentration was steeper, indicating that the
riser diameter has a significant effect on the gas-solid flow.

The CFB operating under conditions of solids circulation rate
higher than 200 kg/(m2⋅s) and solids holdup above 0.1 is defined as
HDCFB (Grace et al., 2010). The gas-solid hydrodynamic charac-
teristics in HDCFB are greatly different from LDCFB. Compared to
LDCFB, the gas phase carrying capacity of HDCFB is close to its
limit. Higher system driving force is required to maintain the
pressure balance of the HDCFB system and reduce system fluctu-
ations. The flow characteristics in the HDCFB are more complex
due to the higher solids holdup and solids circulation rate.
Issangya et al. (1999) built the first cold-flow experimental unit
for HDCFB, which consisted of two risers, one riser with a height of
6.1 m and a diameter of 76.2 mm, and the other riser with a height
of 9.14 m and a diameter of 101.6 mm. Padssinen et al. and Wang
et al. further established an HDCFB with a height of 10 m and
obtained gas-solid flow characteristics (P€arssinen and Zhu, 2001;
Wang et al., 2014a, 2014b). However, the scale of the experi-
mental unit for HDCFB is extremely different compared to the
scale of the industrial unit. It is difficult to build large-scale units in
experimental studies, and the computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
method has been used by some scholars to study the flow field of
the HDCFB. A three-dimensional (3D) full-loop HDCFB with a
height of 10 m was simulated by Wang et al. (2011). The axial and
radial distributions of solids holdup and particle velocity in the
riser are obtained, which are in good agreement with the experi-
ment. Zhang et al. (2015) and Wang et al. (2021), respectively,
simulated the 18 m high riser. Zhang et al. focused only on flow
characteristics within a single riser, while Wang’s two-
dimensional simulation lost much comprehensive gas-solid flow
information (Zhang et al., 2015). The industrial-scale full-loop
HDCFB is rarely reported.

The riser, as a key reaction part in the CFB, is the focus of
research (Zheng et al., 2025). Typical risers of laboratory CFB are
less than 10 m in height and in the millimeter class in diameter.
The risers of industrial CFB are usually over 20 m in height and up
to 1 m in diameter (Reh, 1995; Yan and Zhu, 2005; Zhong et al.,
2021). Reliable results cannot be obtained from small-scale CFB
for industrial design. Therefore, exploring the scaling-up law of
HDCFB is necessary. The scale-up process of HDCFB focuses on gas-
solid flow, pressure balance, and particle flux within the system.
The information provided by single riser simulations is limited, so
it is necessary to conduct simulation studies on the full-loop

HDCFB. The authors’ team has successfully established a pilot-
scale HDCFB with 18 m height and achieved stable high-density
operation (Su et al., 2019, 2020). Based on the experimental unit,
a numerical model of the full-loop HDCFB was further developed
to investigate the hydrodynamics within the HDCFB (Wang et al.,
2021; Wu et al., 2020). In this paper, the effects of riser height
and riser diameter on the gas-solid flow characteristics in the full-
loop HDCFB are studied using CFD simulations. A preliminary
investigation on the scale-up of HDCFB is conducted, which is
helpful for the operation and optimization of industrial units.

2. Methods

2.1. Governing equations

HDCFB is recognized for its high solids circulation rate and
strong gas-solid interaction. Accurately describing the flow of the
gas and solid phases in an HDCFB is essential to ensure the reli-
ability of numerical simulations. The Euler-Euler model treats both
phases as interpenetrating continua, with their motions governed
by coupled conservation equations that explicitly account for
interphase momentum exchange (Liu et al., 2023). This model
offers a balance between computational efficiency and predictive
accuracy, which is critical for simulating industrial-scale multi-
phase systems (Jin and Shen, 2023; Liu et al., 2010). The Euler-
Euler model is employed to describe the three-dimensional full-
loop gas-solid flow in this work. The capability of this model has
been demonstrated in many works, including the author’s
research team (Wang et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2023; Zhao et al.,
2023). The detailed equations for the Euler-Euler model are pre-
sented in Table 1.

In gas-solid flow, the gas-solid drag force plays a decisive role in
the particle motion (Kong and Fox, 2017). The formation of particle
clusters, which is the common mesoscale structure in HDCFB,
significantly reduces the gas-solid drag force. Therefore, the EMMS
model considering the mesoscale structure based on the gas-solid
nonuniform structure is used. The EMMS is a modification to the
traditional drag force model through using a heterogeneity index
(HD), which has been validated in the literature (Guan et al., 2016;
Wang et al., 2021; Wu et al., 2016). The solid stress tensor and solid
pressure are closed using the kinetic theory of granular flow
(KTGF). In the authors’ previous work, it was found that the solid
pressure of Geldart A particles would be over-predicted when an
averaged solid pressure model was used (Wang et al., 2021).
Therefore, the solid pressure was corrected by introducing a crit-
ical volume fraction of the solid phase (εcritical) to determine the
different contributions of clusters in the dilute and dense phase
regions. The critical value for solids holdup is set at 0.1 based on
the definitions of LDCFB (ε ≤ 0.1) and HDCFB (ε > 0.1) (Bi and Zhu,
1993). The correction for the solid pressure is shown in the
following equation, which was described in detail in the authors’
previous work (Wang et al., 2021).

ps =

{
0:05 × ps;0; εcritical > 0:1
0:3 × ps;0; εcritical ≤ 0:1 (1)

2.2. Simulation object

The experimental setup of HDCFB developed in the authors’
group was used as the simulation object in this paper, as shown in
Fig. 1. The HDCFB consists of a riser, a cyclone separator, a down-
comer, a storage tank and a feed pipe. The riser is 18 m high with a
diameter of 80 mm, the downcomer is 8 m high with a diameter of
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450 mm, and the storage tank is 6 m high with a diameter of
660 mm. The gas phase enters the system through the bottom of
the riser, and the particles enter the riser from the storage tank via
the feed pipe. Mixing of the gas and solid phases occurs at the
bottom of the riser. At the top of the HDCFB, the gas-solid phases
are separated by the cyclone separator, where the gas phase leaves
the HDCFB and the solid phase returns to the downcomer and
storage tank to complete the circulation. To maintain a constant
particle volume, particles discharged from the top of the cyclone
separator were returned to the storage tank using a user defined
function (UDF). A small amount of fluidized air is added at the
bottom of the storage tank to maintain normal particle fluidization
in the full-loop HDCFB.

2.3. Simulation system and setup

In the simulation of a full-loop HDCFB, air is regarded as the gas
phase and typical FCC industrial catalyst is regarded as the solid
phase. The physical properties of the gas and solid phases are
provided in Table 2. The inlet boundary condition is set as velocity-
inlet. At the top of the cyclone separator, atmospheric pressure is
used as the outlet boundary condition. The no-slip boundary
condition is used at the wall.

The HDCFB geometry was divided into hexahedral cells in
ANSYS Icem, with a total cell count of 300,000. The commercial
software ANSYS Fluent was used as a solver to solve the transient
equations. Pressure-velocity was coupled by the SIMPLE method.
The momentum and energy equations were discretized using the
second-order upwind scheme, with a residual convergence crite-
rion of 10− 5. The HDCFB simulations under different operating
conditions were performed with a time step of 0.0005 s for a total
of 40 s to achieve a steady-state flow field. Time-averaged results
were obtained from 40 to 60 s.

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Model validation

Typical high-density operating conditions in the experimental
setup were selected for model verification. In the full-loop CFB
simulation, the gas velocity at the bottom of the riser was 7 m/s, the
particle packing height in the storage tank (storage height) was 6 m,
and the fluidized air flow rate at the bottom of the storage tank was
12 m3/s, which was consistent with the experimental setup opera-
tion. To verify the accuracy of the full-loop HDCFB model developed
in this paper, simulation results were compared with experimental
data, as shown in Fig. 2. The results show that the axial and radial
distribution of solids holdup in the riser are in good agreement with
the experiment. The solids holdup is relatively high at the bottom of
the riser and gradually decreases with increasing riser height. The
axial distribution trend of solids holdup is consistent with the
experimental data. In the radial direction of the riser, the distribution
of solids holdup is higher near the wall and lower in the center,
showing a typical “core-annular” flow structure. As the axial height
increases, the radial distribution of solids holdup becomes more
uniform. The time-averaged solids circulation rate obtained from the
full-loop HDCFB simulation is 630 kg/(m2⋅s), which is close to the
650 kg/(m2⋅s) measured in the experimental setup. The pressure
drop in the riser of the full-loop HDCFB is 45.8 kPa, with a relative
error of 6.5% compared to the 43 kPa pressure drop observed in the
experiment. Therefore, the HDCFB model developed in this paper is
reliable for describing the hydrodynamics in the actual experimental
setup.

Table 1
Governing equations of the Euler-Euler model.

Continuity equation:

∂
∂t

(εmρm)+ ∇⋅(εmρmum) = 0

Momentum equation:
∂
∂t

(εmρmum)+ ∇⋅(εmρmumum) = − εm∇⋅p+ ∇⋅τm + εmρmg − βUs;g

Granular energy equation:
0 = ( − psI + τs) : ∇us − γs − 3βΘs

Constitutive equations:
Stress tensors:

τg = εgμg
[
∇ug +

(
∇ug

)T]
−

2
3

εgμg∇⋅ugI

τs = εsμs
[
∇us + (∇us)

T]
+ εs

(

λs −
2
3

μs

)

∇⋅usI

Solid phase pressure:
ps;0 = εsρsΘs + 2ρs(1 + es)εs

2g0Θs

Solid phase shear viscosity:
μs = μs;kin + μs;col + μs;fr

Bulk viscosity:
λg = 0

λs =
3
4

εsρsdpg0(1 + es)
(Θs

π

)1=2

Radial distribution function:

g0 =
[
1 −

(
εs=εs;max

)1=3
]− 1

Diffusion coefficient for granular energy:

κs =
150ρsdp

̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅
Θs=π

√

384(1 + es)g0

[

1 +
6
5
g0εs(1 + es)

]2
+ 2ρsε2

s dp(1 + es)g0
̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅̅
Θs=π

√

Collisional dissipation of energy:

γs =
12

(
1 − e2

s
)
ε2

s ρsg0Θ3=2
s

dp
̅̅̅
π

√ Fluidized
air inlet
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Fig. 1. Structure of the HDCFB: (1) riser, (2) cyclone separator, (3) downcomer, (4)
storage tank, (5) feed pipe.
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3.2. Effect of riser height on gas-solid hydrodynamics in the HDCFB

For the riser reactor, the height and diameter are key structural
parameters that significantly influence gas-solid flow. The height
of the riser can influence both the inlet region and the flow
development. Therefore, it is necessary to investigate the impact of
riser height on gas-solid flow within the HDCFB.

The HDCFB geometries of different riser heights are built, as
shown in Fig. 3. The operating conditions are shown in Table 3,
where the size of the storage tank is kept constant to ensure
consistent driving force in the different structures.

Table 4 summarizes the pressure distribution of the HDCFB. The
pressure balance within the HDCFB is crucial for the stable oper-
ation of the high-density system. It is essential to maintain a well-
regulated pressure loop to ensure stable hydrodynamics of the
particles within the HDCFB. In the CFB system, the driving force
comes from the cumulative hydrodynamic pressure drop across
three key components: the storage tank, the feed pipe, and the
downcomer. The storage tank provides most of the pressure drop
due to the high storage height in the storage tank. The feed pipe
contributes a smaller pressure drop, mainly caused by the static
pressure of the particles. The downcomer has almost no pressure
drop because particles fall freely. The resistance in a CFB system
primarily comes from the pressure drop across the riser and the
cyclone separator, which comprise contributions from static
pressure, friction losses, etc. The pressure balance of the HDCFB
system is obtained from the following equation:

ΔPds +ΔPfp = ΔPriser + ΔPcyc (2)

where ΔPds is the pressure drop of the storage tank and down-
comer, ΔPfp is the pressure drop of the feed pipe, and ΔPriser is the
pressure drop of the riser, including the static pressure of the gas
phase and solid phase, the acceleration of the particles and the

friction between the gas phase, solid phase and the wall. ΔPcyc is
the pressure drop of the cyclone separator.

Table 4 shows that the difference in pressure drop distribution
within the HDCFB of different riser heights is very small. This result
indicates that when the catalyst loading is kept constant, the pres-
sure drop in each unit is basically constant for the HDCFB of different
riser heights. The variation of solids circulation rate over time in the
gas-solid HDCFB of different riser heights is shown in Fig. 4. As the
height of the riser increases, the solids circulation rate of HDCFB
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Fig. 2. Comparison of solids holdup in the riser between simulation and experiment. (a) Axial solids holdup, (b) radial solids holdup.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 3. Geometry of HDCFB with different riser heights. (a) Hr = 10 m, (b) Hr = 14 m,
(c) Hr = 18 m.

Table 2
Properties of gas phase and solid phase.

Items Values

Air density, kg/m3 1.225
Air viscosity, Pa⋅s 1.7894 × 10− 5

Particle density, kg/m3 1500
Particle diameter, m 8.5 × 10− 5
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decreases significantly. This result is due to the fact that the solids
circulation rate within the HDCFB is influenced by the pressure drop
distribution. Particle static pressure is a major component of the
pressure drop in the riser and is mainly affected by particle con-
centration and reactor height. Higher solids circulation rates and
higher riser heights result in higher static pressures. Therefore, a high
solids circulation rate can be achieved with a lower riser when the
system driving force is constant. As the riser height increases, the
driving force provided by the HDCFB system is insufficient to main-
tain a high solids circulation rate due to the constant storage height.
In order to achieve full-loop flow of solids within the CFB, the solids
circulation rate in the riser will decrease. For industrial HDCFB, the
solids level height within the storage tank should be reasonably
increased to improve the driving force of the system and maintain a
high solids circulation rate. When the riser height increased from 10
to 14 m, a 40% increase, the solids circulation rate decreased by 54%.
When the riser height increased from 14 to 18 m, a 28% increase, the
solids circulation rate decreased by 27%. It can be seen that the
reduction in solids circulation rate is comparable to the riser height
increase. At constant operating conditions, predicting the influence
of riser height on solids circulation can aid in the design of storage
tanks. In addition, the pressure drop in the cyclone separator mainly
consists of friction losses, which increase significantly with higher
solids circulation rates.

Fig. 5 shows the distribution contour of solids holdup in the
HDCFB with different riser heights. The same driving force can be
guaranteed by maintaining the same storage height. At the bottom

of the riser, the solids holdup is high and many clusters are formed.
The solids holdup in the riser decreases significantly with
increasing axial height for all three HDCFBs. At the top of the riser,
particles collide and accumulate on the sidewall of the elbow,
leading to a region of higher solids concentration. Among the three
different riser heights, the highest particle concentration occurs in
the riser with a 10 m height due to the higher solids circulation
rate of the 10 m high riser compared to that of the 14 m and 18 m
high risers. For the HDCFB with a 10 m high riser, a large number of
particles accumulate on the wall in the lower part of the cyclone
separator. The particle concentration in the cyclone separator de-
creases significantly with increasing height of the riser due to a
lower solids circulation rate. Under high-density operating of the
CFB, the operational load on the cyclone separator increases
significantly, which may affect separation efficiency. It is necessary
to design a suitable gas-solid separation device according to the
actual solids circulation rate for industrial HDCFB.

Fig. 6 shows the axial distribution of solids holdup in the risers
with different heights, presented using both normalized and actual
height scales. When the height of the riser increases from 10 to 18 m,
the average solids holdup in the riser decreases due to the decreased
solids circulation rate. Under the influence of the inlet and outlet
structures, the solids holdup is higher at the bottom and top of the
riser than in the middle of the riser for the three risers. In the middle
of the riser, the ranges of fully developed flow differ among the risers
of different heights. In the axial region from h/H = 0.35 to 0.75, the
gas-solid flow is fully developed in the riser with 18 m height. In the
axial region from h/H = 0.4 to 0.78, the gas-solid flow is fully devel-
oped in the 14 m riser. However, in the 10 m riser, particle fluidization
is affected by the outlet structure before reaching full development,
resulting in an increase in solids holdup with increasing axial height.
As the solids circulation rate increases, the dimensionless height
required for particles to reach the full development region also in-
creases. For high-density operation within HDCFB, the fully devel-
oped flow is difficult to achieve in risers with low heights.

As shown in Fig. 6(b) and (c), for the riser, particle distribution
in the center differs significantly from that near the wall. The solids
holdup in the riser is lower at the center and higher near the wall,
which is the characteristic of core-annulus flow. With increasing
axial height, the particle concentration in the center of the riser
gradually increases and the particle concentration near the wall
gradually decreases, indicating that the radial distribution of par-
ticles inside the riser is more uniform. From the height of 10–18 m,
the solids holdup near the center and wall of the riser decreases
due to the decreased solids circulation rate. In the risers of 10 and
14 m in height, the solids holdup near the wall remains around 0.3,
which is due to the fact that the solids holdup near the wall is
saturated. This phenomenon suggests that as the solids circulation
rate increases, the particle concentration near the wall is limited
and the particle concentration in the center of the riser increases,
which will significantly increase the gas-solid contact efficiency.

Fig. 7 shows the axial distribution of particle velocity in the
risers with different heights, presented using both normalized and
actual height scales. At the bottom of the riser, particles are carried
by the high-velocity gas, resulting in a rapid increase in particle
velocity. This region is considered the acceleration zone for the
particles. The velocity difference between the gas and solid phases
gradually decreases, leading to a reduction in drag force. When the
drag force equals the gravitational force on the particle, the par-
ticle velocity remains constant, indicating that the gas-solid flow
has reached the full development region. At the top of the riser,
there is a slight increase in particle velocity, which is due to the
outlet effect. A comparison of the average particle velocity shows
that the variation of particle velocity in the risers with different
heights is small under certain operating conditions. Combining

Table 3
Operating conditions of HDCFB with different riser heights.

Items Values

Riser height, m 10, 14, 18
Riser diameter, mm 80
Superficial gas velocity, m/s 5
Storage height, m 6
Fluidized air, m3/h 12

Table 4
Pressure distribution of HDCFB with different riser heights.

Pressure drop, kPa Hr = 10 m Hr = 14 m Hr = 18 m

ΔPriser 51.07 51.05 50.59
ΔPcyc 0.12 0.10 0.05
ΔPfp − 0.86 − 0.91 − 0.92
ΔPds − 50.33 − 50.24 − 49.72

In the table, positive values indicate resistance and negative values indicate driving
force.

Fig. 4. Variation of solids circulation rate with time in the HDCFB of different riser
heights.
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Figs. 6 and 7 reveals that in the middle of the riser, the average
solids holdup and average particle velocity in the risers with 14
and 18 m in height are essentially constant with increasing axial
height. However, the average solids holdup and average particle
velocity in the 10 m riser continue to increase slowly with
increasing axial height since full development has not yet been
achieved. This result further suggests that for high-density oper-
ation in the HDCFB, higher height is required to enable stable gas-
solid flow. Comparing the particle velocity in the center and near
the wall of the risers with different heights, the particle velocities
are lower in the center and higher near the wall for the risers with
10 and 14 m in height. In the 18 m high riser, the particle velocity in

the center is high and the particle velocity near the wall decreases
to such low magnitudes that negative values are also observed,
indicating downward particle movement along the wall and sub-
sequent particle back-mixing. This phenomenon is because parti-
cles colliding in the center of the 18 m high riser are fewer due to
the lower solids holdup. At the same gas velocity, particles in the
center of the riser are more easily accelerated by gas phase drag
forces to the fully developed stage. Near the wall of the riser,
momentum loss due to wall friction increases with increasing riser
height. Therefore, the velocity near the wall of the riser with
higher height is lower. Due to the core-annular flow characteristics
of gas-solid fluidized beds, most particles are concentrated near

Fig. 5. Distribution contour of solids holdup in the HDCFB with different riser heights. (a) Hr = 10 m, (b) Hr = 14 m, (c) Hr = 18 m.

Fig. 6. Axial distribution of solids holdup in the risers with different heights. (a) Axial average, (b) center of the riser, (c) wall of the riser.
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the reactor wall, which means that it is difficult for particles in
risers with higher heights to be carried to the outlet under a given
driving force and gas velocity. Therefore, for industrial-scale
HDCFB with high height risers, maintaining sufficient gas mass
flow rate at the bottom of the riser can improve the gas-solid drag
forces and reduce particle back-mixing.

3.3. Effect of riser diameter on gas-solid hydrodynamics in the
HDCFB

The diameter of the riser is below 100 mm in most experi-
mental units, which results in significant wall effects on the overall

flow field. In industrial units, the diameters of most risers are
above 100 mm or even up to 1000 mm. Therefore, changes of
reactor diameter can have a great influence on the radial distri-
bution of the flow field. The flow characteristics obtained from
experimental units may not fully represent the gas-solid flow
behavior in industrial units. It is therefore essential to analyze the
effect of riser diameter on gas-solid flow. Fig. 8 shows risers with
diameters of 80, 110, and 150 mm, respectively. A storage height of
4 m was maintained to ensure suitable driving force in the HDCFB.
The operating conditions were provided in Table 5.

The pressure drop in each unit of the HDCFB with different riser
diameters is shown in Table 6. As the riser diameter increases, the
pressure drop in each unit exhibits an approximately linear vari-
ation. The pressure drop in the riser is mainly composed of particle
static pressure. With increasing riser diameter, the solids holdup in
the riser decreases (Fig. 11), resulting in a lower riser pressure
drop. Although the solids circulation rates in HDCFB systems with
different riser diameters remain similar, the particle mass flow
rate increases due to the larger cross-sectional area of the riser. In
the HDCFB systems with larger riser diameters, a greater number
of particles enter the cyclone separator, leading to an increased
pressure drop across the cyclone due to frictional losses. The in-
crease of particle flow in the HDCFB system reduces the volume of
particles accumulated in the storage tank and feed pipe. Therefore,
the pressure drop in the storage tank and feed pipe decreases with
the increase of riser diameter.

Fig. 7. Axial distribution of particle velocity in the riser with different heights. (a) Axial average, (b) center of the riser, (c) wall of the riser.

Fig. 8. Geometry of HDCFB with different riser diameters.

Table 5
Operating conditions of HDCFB with different riser diameters.

Items Values

Riser height, m 18
Riser diameter, mm 80, 110, 150
Superficial gas velocity, m/s 7
Storage height, m 4
Fluidized air, m3/h 12

Table 6
Pressure distribution of HDCFB with different riser diameters.

Pressure drop, kPa Dr = 80 mm Dr = 110 mm Dr = 150 mm

ΔPriser 35.06 34.16 30.64
ΔPcyc 0.16 0.20 0.25
ΔPfp − 0.98 − 0.69 − 0.59
ΔPds − 34.24 − 33.67 − 30.30

M.-Z. Lv, Y.-P. Zhao, M. Wang et al. Petroleum Science 23 (2026) 464–474

470



The variation in solids circulation rate over time in the HDCFB
of different riser diameters remains around 400 kg/(m2⋅s), as
shown in Fig. 9. It can be found that the solids circulation rates of
the risers with different diameters are similar, indicating that the
riser diameter has less effect on solids circulation rate compared to
the riser height. When the riser diameter increases from 110 to
150 mm, the solids circulation rate decreases from 442 to 389 kg/
(m2⋅s). This is because the gas tends to flow in the center of the
reactor, and larger particle clusters form near the wall as the riser
diameter increases. Larger clusters experience greater gravita-
tional forces, making it difficult for them to be entrained into the
upward flow. From the velocity distribution of the particles, it can
be observed that particles near the wall in the larger-diameter
risers tend to flow downward (Fig. 13), which slightly reduces
the overall solids circulation rate within the system. Therefore,
industrial HDCFB units with large riser diameters require higher
superficial gas velocities to sustain high-density operation.

Fig. 9. Variation of solids circulation rate with time in the HDCFB with different riser
diameters.

Fig. 10. Distribution contour of solids holdup in the risers with different diameters. (a) Bottom of the riser (2–5 m), (b) top of the riser (12–15 m).

Fig. 11. Axial distribution of solids holdup in the risers with different diameters. (a) Axial average, (b) center of the riser, (c) wall of the riser.
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Fig. 12. Axial distribution of particle velocity in the risers with different diameters. (a) Center of the riser, (b) wall of the riser.

Fig. 13. Radial distribution of particle velocity vector in the risers with different diameters.
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The distribution contour of solids holdup in the risers with
different diameters is shown in Fig. 10. The characteristic of low
solids holdup at the top of the riser and high solids holdup at the
bottom of the riser can be found in all cases. At the top of the riser,
the solids holdup is similar for the three risers, with lower solids
holdup and clear core-annular flow characteristics. At the bottom
of the riser, there are a large number of particle clusters with large
sizes and different shapes. At the bottom of the riser with 80 mm
diameter, some particles in the cluster move away from the core of
the cluster under the influence of the upward-flowing gas,
showing long tails. At the bottom of the risers with 110 and
150 mm in diameter, a large number of clusters with larger sizes
are merged near the wall, resulting in complex shapes. The clusters
with sizes close to the diameter of the riser are observed due to the
coalescence of adjacent cluster boundaries. In the large-diameter
risers, the clusters are closer to spherical in shape and have
denser cores. In the reactor, the formation of a large number of
clusters will reduce the gas-solid contact efficiency in the reactor
and could have negative effects on heat transfer (Lv et al., 2015).

The distribution of solids holdup in the risers with different
diameters is shown in Fig. 11. The difference in solids holdup at the
bottom of the risers with different diameters may be due to the
different degrees of particle accumulation. As the axial height in-
creases, the average solids holdups in the risers with different
diameters gradually tend to be the same. The height at which the
solids holdup reaches stabilization is different for the risers with
different diameters. For the risers with 80 and 110 mm in diameter,
the solids holdup stabilizes above h/H = 0.15. For the risers with
110 mm in diameter, the solids holdup stabilizes above h/H = 0.25.
For the risers with 150 mm in diameter, the stabilization occurs at
h/H = 0.42. Particles in the larger-diameter riser require a longer
acceleration region to reach stable flow.

Although the average solids holdups in the risers with different
diameters are similar, the radial distribution of solids holdups is
significantly different. As shown in Fig. 11(b) and (c), as the riser
diameter increases, particles tend to aggregate near the wall,
which results in a greater difference in solids holdup between the
center and near the wall of the riser. This phenomenon indicates
that the radial distribution of particles is less uniform as the riser
diameter increases, which can lead to inefficient gas-solid contact
in industrial reactors.

The axial distribution of particle velocity in the risers with
different diameters is shown in Fig. 12. The figure shows the typical
characteristic of high particle velocity in the center and low particle
velocity near the wall. The gas in the riser tends to concentrate in the
center, while particles, especially in the large-diameter riser, are
driven toward the wall. The gas-solid hydrodynamics in the large-
diameter riser are more complex, which takes more time and an
extended acceleration region to reach stable flow. As the riser
diameter increases, the particle velocity increases in the center and
decreases near the wall, which means that the radial distribution of
particle velocity is less uniform. It can be seen in Fig. 12(b) that the
particle velocity near the wall is positive in the riser with 80 mm
diameter, whereas negative values are observed in the risers with
diameters of 110 and 150 mm. This result indicates downward flow of
particles near the wall, as further illustrated in Fig. 13. Fig. 13 shows
the radial distribution of particle velocity vectors in risers with
different diameters. It can be seen that there are fewer particles
flowing downward in the riser with a diameter of 110 mm, while the
number of particles flowing downward in the riser with a diameter of
150 mm increases significantly, which may lead to a decrease in
particle flux in the HDCFB system. When the diameter of the riser
increases, the gas flows more concentrated in the center of the riser
and the gas velocity near the wall is lower. The number and size of
clusters near the wall increase, making it difficult for these clusters to

be carried upward by the drag force from the gas phase. These ob-
servations demonstrate that severe particle back-mixing occurs in
the larger-diameter riser due to inadequate gas-solid interaction. To
reduce particle back-mixing and achieve a more uniform radial
particle distribution in industrial HDCFB, it is critical to maintain
sufficient gas mass flow rate. This optimization not only reduces
accumulation of particles near the wall but also enhances overall
reactor efficiency through improved gas-solid contact.

4. Conclusions

Exploring the hydrodynamics during the scale-up of the HDCFB
is important for its industrial application. In this study, the Euler-
Euler model was coupled with the EMMS interphase drag model
and a modified solid pressure model to simulate the gas-solid flow
of the full-loop HDCFB. The scale-up effects of the HDCFB were
demonstrated by studying the influence of riser height and riser
diameter on gas-solid flow characteristics. It was found that the
riser height has a significant effect on the solids circulation rate of
the CFB system and the solids holdup inside the riser, while it has
little effect on the pressure drop in each unit within the system.
When operating conditions are constant, the solids circulation rate
and solids holdup inside the HDCFB decrease with increasing riser
height. When the riser height is reduced to 10 m, the gas–solid
flow has insufficient space to fully develop before reaching the
outlet. As the riser height increases from 14 to 18 m, the normal-
ized height of the fully developed gas-solid region decreases from
0.4 to 0.35 (h/H), which means that a higher riser is required to
ensure complete flow development under higher solids circulation
rates in the HDCFB. As the diameter of the riser increases, the
solids circulation rate changes slightly, and the radial distribution
of particle concentration and particle velocity becomes less uni-
form. As the riser diameter increases, the pressure drop inside the
riser decreases and the pressure drop inside the cyclone separator
increases. In larger-diameter risers, more particles tend to aggre-
gate near the wall and form clusters with wider size distributions,
which requires a longer acceleration zone to achieve a fully
developed flow. When the riser diameter was increased from 80 to
150 mm, the normalized height (h/H) of the fully developed gas-
solid region increased from 0.15 to 0.42. There is pronounced
particle back-mixing near the wall of the larger-diameter riser due
to the downward flow of clusters, which can reduce gas-solid
contact efficiency. For industrial HDCFB systems, a greater
driving force is required for higher-height risers to achieve high-
density operation, and larger gas mass flow rates are recom-
mended for larger-diameter risers to suppress particle back-
mixing in the riser. These conclusions can provide theoretical
guidance for the scale-up of HDCFB in fields such as petrochemi-
cals, energy conversion, and environmental protection.
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Symbol description

ε volume fraction
ρ density, kg/m3

u velocity, m/s
p pressure, Pa
τ stress tensor, Pa
β interphase momentum exchange coefficient, kg/(m3⋅s)
U two phase slip velocity, m/s
I unit tensor
γ collisional dissipation of energy, kg/(m⋅s3)
Θ granular temperature, m2/s2

μ shear viscosity, Pa⋅s
es coefficient of restitution for particle collisions
g0 radial distribution function
μs, kin dynamic viscosity, Pa⋅s
μs, col collision viscosity, Pa⋅s
μs, fr frictional viscosity, Pa⋅s
λ bulk viscosity, kg/(m⋅s)
dp diameter of particle, m
κ diffusion coefficient for granular energy, kg/(m⋅s)

Subscripts
m gas phase or solid phase
g gas phase
s olid phase
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