
 

 

 

Abstract—This paper describes experimental, Computational 

Fluid Dynamics (CFD) and theoretical analysis of a cyclone 

performance, operated 1.0 g/m3 solid loading rate, at two different 

inlet velocities (5 m/s and 10 m/s). Comparing experimental results 

with theoretical and CFD simulation results, it is pronounced that 

the influence of solid in processing flow is more significant than 

expected. Experimental studies based on gas-solid flows of cyclone 

separators are complicated as they required advanced sensitive 

measuring techniques, especially flow characteristics. Thus, CFD 

modeling  and theoretical analysis are economical in analyzing 

cyclone separator performance but detailed clarifications of the 

application of these in cyclone separator performance evaluation is 

not yet discussed. The present study shows the limitations of 

influencing parameters of CFD and theoretical considerations, 

comparing experimental results and flow characteristics from CFD 

modeling. 

 

Keywords—Cyclone performance, inlet velocity, pressure 

drop, solid loading rate.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

HE popularity of cyclone separators in the field of 

particle separation is mainly due to their simple and 

high efficiency operational principle which uses the double-

vortex flow combined with simple design, low maintenance 

cost and easy operation at wide ranges of operational and 

environmental conditions. The performance of cyclone 

separators depend on operating parameters and geometric 

configurations, while the inlet velocity and the particle solid 

loading rate are identified as significant operational 

parameters for any type of cyclone geometric design.  

Experimental studies conducted by Stern, Caplan and 

Bush [1] (as quoted by Ji, Xiong, Wu, Chen and Wu [2]), 

Mori, Suganuma and Tanaka [3], Patterson and Munz [4], 

Zenz [5], Tawari and Zenz [6] (as reported by Fassani and 

Goldstein Jr. [7]), Hoffmann, Arends and Sie [8], Hoffmann, 

Van Santen, Allen and Clift [9], Zenz [5] and Tawari and 

Zenz [6] (as reported by Fassani and Goldstein Jr. [7]) and 

Ji, Xiong, Wu, Chen and Wu [2] observed a trend of an 

increasing collection efficiency with the increase of particle 

loading rate. Contradicted results were reported by Tuzla 

and Chen [10] (as reported by Fassani and Goldstein Jr. [7]) 

and Fassani and Goldstein Jr. [7] under higher solid loading 

conditions, expressed by the effect of the dramatic reduction 

of turbulence kinetic energy at high solid loading conditions. 

Increase of particle separation efficiency with the increase 
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of inlet velocity is also reported by Mori, Suganuma and 

Tanaka [3], Patterson and Munz [4], Kim and Lee [11] and 

Xian, Park and Lee [12]. CFD studies based on particle 

loading rates, particle agglomeration and particle-particle 

and particle-wall collisions were conducted by few resent 

studies; Derksen [13], Derksen, Sundaresan, and Van Den 

Akker [14], Qian, Huang, Chen and Zhang [15] and Wan, 

Sun, Xue and Shi [16], but many of the results are not 

validated by practical experimental investigations. But all of 

these studies stated the influence of solids in the flow, which 

change the flow characteristics. Wan, Sun, Xue and Shi [16] 

and Chu, Wang, Xu, Chen and Yu [17] also proved the 

dramatic reduction of swirl in the cyclone flow due to 

presence of solid particles. 

It has proven by many experimental investigations; Dirgo 

and Leith [18], Patterson and Munz [4], Kim and Lee [11], 

Zhou and Soo [19], Bohnet [20], Zhu and Lee [21] and 

Fassani and Goldstein Jr. [7] that cyclone pressure drop 

increases dramatically with the inlet velocity regardless of 

the geometric and operational parameters due to increase of 

turbulence kinetic energy of the swirling flow. On the other 

hand, the presence of particles in the cyclone flow field has 

been experimentally investigated by several studies, 

Shepherd and Lapple [22], Briggs [23], Kang, Kwon and 

Kim [24], Baskakov Dolgov and Goldobin [25], Hoffmann, 

Van Santen, Allen and Clift [9], Fassani and Goldstein Jr. 

[7], Gil, Romeo and Cortés [26] and Kharoua, and Khezzar 

and Nemouchi [27], have observed the increase of particle 

loading influence the decrease of pressure drop. Reduction 

of pressure drop with the presence of solids in the flow is 

also proven by Derksen, Sundaresan, and Van Den Akker 

[14], Qian, Huang, Chen and Zhang [15] and Xue, Sun, Wan 

and Shi [28] using CFD modeling applications and stated 

that this reduction is due to reduction of turbulence energy 

of the flow field. Griffiths and Boysan [29] conducted CFD 

analysis to show the increase of pressure drop with the inlet 

velocity, due to increase of turbulence kinetic energy with 

the inlet velocity. 

A number of theoretical models for predicting cyclone 

separator performance were derived in the literature (e.g., 

Lapple [30], Barth [31], Smolik [32] and Muschelknautz 

[33]), but based on different assumptions of the gas-solid 

flow field of the cyclone separators. However, the validity 

of these theories is still questionable, as in their comparison, 

many of have ignored at least one parameter of the cyclone 

flow, which is considered as significant in performance. For 

example, theories derived by Lapple [30] and Barth [31] are 

have not considered the solid loading rates and though the 

theory by Smolik [32] considered this parameter, the 

developed theory is fully empirical. Only the cyclone 
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performance theory developed by Muschelknautz [33] (as 

quoted by Muschelknautz and Greif [34]) has considered 

many relevant cyclone operational and geometric 

parameters. 
 

 

Fig. 1 Geometry of the cyclone separator 
 

In point of fact, CFD modeling and theoretical analyses 

are important in cyclone separator performance analysis as 

they are economical and convenient than handling practical 

experiments. However, comparisons of experimental, CFD 

modeling and theoretical knowledge based studies on gas-

solid flow and inlet velocity of cyclone separators is still 

basic and partial for a general conclusion. Hence, the 

behavior of cyclone performance at 1.0 g/m
3
 solid loading 

rate at two different inlet velocities was studied in this study. 

Experimental collection efficiency and pressure drop results 

were compared with CFD and theoretical results to 

understand the accuracy of CFD and theoretical predictions. 

Also, flow characteristic from CFD modeling analysis were 

also analyzed to understand the changes in flow 

characteristics at two different inlet velocity conditions.  

II. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE 

Geometric dimensions of the studied cyclone separator 

are shown in Fig. 1. Experimental conditions are given in 

the Table I. 
 

TABLE I 

EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS 

Parameter Value/ condition 

Inlet velocity 
Case A: 10 m/s 

Case B: 5 m/s 

Solid loading rate 1.0 g/m3 

Solid type 

Arizona Test dust (Powder Technology, INC; 

Size range: 0.742 to 18 µm, Standard deviation: 

1.762 µm and Density: 2650 kg/m3) 

 

A schematic diagram of the experimental setup is shown 

in Fig. 2. Two isokinematic flow volumes were extracted 

from the inlet and outlet by using sampling probes 

connected to suction tubes (VRL 50-080108, Nihon Pisco) 

and the extracted flows were diluted by supplying additional 

air using air blowers (Fig. 2). Weight of the collected solid 

mass at the bottom of cyclone separator was measured by 

using a sensitive balance. Fluke particle counter (Fluke 983, 

FLUKE Inc.) was used to obtain fractional efficiencies of 

particles. 

Air Flow Meter (TSI PVM620) was used to measure the 

pressure drops, considering mean pressure difference 

between inlet and outlet. 

 

 

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the experimental setup 

  

III. CFD MODELING  

CFD modeling was conducted by using CFD commercial 

software, ANSYS CFX 14.0. Gas-solid flow field was 

defined by accounting the air at 25°C as the continuous 

phase and the particles (with similar characteristics in 

experiments), as the dispersed phase. Simulations were 

conducted at considered inlet velocities, while randomly 

distributed particles were injected from the inlet surface 

with same velocity defined to the continuous phase. Gas-

solid flow in cyclone separator was modeled by using 10000 

of poly-dispersed particle samples which represent 1.0 g/m
3
 

of inlet flow rate. Atmospheric pressure (101.325 kPa) was 

the specified reference pressure. Pressure specified opening 
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boundary condition was selected at outlet. Particles were 

identified as collected when those touched the cyclone 

hopper base by setting zero restitution factors at the wall 

boundary. All other walls were considered as free slip, 

smooth boundaries and perfectly elastic to particle-wall 

collisions. 

Large Eddy Simulation (LES) turbulence model 

combined with Smagorinsky–Lilly SGS model was used in 

simulations. Superiority of this model in cyclone flow field 

simulation was reported by many studies find in the 

literature (e.g., Derksen [13], Derksen [14] and Schmidt, 

Blackburn, Rudman and Sutalo [35]). Dispersed phase was 

simulated by Eulerian–Lagrangian method. One-way 

coupling method was safely assumed for considered solid 

volume fractions [36], [37]. Detailed descriptions of LES 

model and Eulerian–Lagrangian method are available in 

ANSYS CFX Solver Theory Guide [38]. 

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

The experimental, CFD and theoretical results for the 

cyclone collection efficiency and pressure drop at two 

velocity conditions under the solid loading rate of 1.0 g/m
3
 

are were considered. The collection efficiencies were 

measured by considering overall collection efficiency, grade 

efficiencies and cut-size diameter d50. d50 provides direct 

information about the particle grade efficiency by means of 

the smallest particle size with 50% separation efficiency. 

For the theoretical comparison, Muschelknautz theory (see 

more details in Muschelknautz [33]) was used, as the theory 

incorporates with many parameters such as, solid loading 

rate, inlet velocity and geometric parameters of cyclone 

separator, which were unconsidered in other theories. 

A. Overall Collection Efficiency  

Overall collection efficiencies of experimental, CFD and 

Muschelknautz theory are shown in Table 2. The overall 

collection efficiencies are greater at higher velocity 

condition which was proved in the literature (e.g., Kim and 

Lee [11] and Xian, Park and Lee [12]). However, CFD and 

Muschelknautz theory provides closer and higher results 

than the experiments. This reveals the importance of 

contemplation of particle back- mixing, agglomeration, 

losses of swirling flow due to presence of particles and wall 

friction into CFD modeling and theories as the influence of 

these are significant in real particle laden flows. 

 
TABLE II 

THE THEORETICAL, EXPERIMENTAL AND MUSCHELKNAUTZ THEORY 

OVERALL COLLECTION EFFICIENCIES 

 
Overall Collection Efficiency at, 

10m/s 5m/s 

Experimental 0.8847 0.8185 

CFD 0.9571 0.8735 

Muschelknautz 0.9534 0.8788 

B. Grade Efficiency Curves  

Fig. 3 shows the grade efficiency curves resulted from 

experimental, CFD and Muschelknautz theory at 1.0 g/m
3
 

solid loading rate. 
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Fig. 3 Experimental, CFD and theoretical grade efficiency curves 

at 1.0 g/m3 solid loading rate at two velocity conditions  

 

Considering the grade efficiency curves from 

experiments, the differences in fine particle collection were 

smaller at the two velocity conditions, but larger for coarse 

particle collection. This observation shows the 

pronouncement of fine particle back-mixing at high 

velocities inside cyclone separators. Conversely, with the 

long residence time at low velocity conditions, particle 

agglomeration is higher at 5 m/s velocity than at 10 m/s 

velocity. Thus, the fine particle separation is closer at two 

velocities, which is well shown at low mass loading 

situations.  

In CFD results, at 10 m/s, the numerical grade efficiency 

curve was over-predicted by the experimental values. It was 

under-predicted at 5 m/s for particle fractions of 0.5- 4.99 

μm and over-predicted for diameters larger than 5.0 μm. The 

results were inconsistent as the particle agglomeration effect 

and particle re-entrainment were not considered in the 

modeling. 

Comparing experimental and CFD data with theoretical 

findings by Muschelknautz theory, matched data from the 

theory were obtained by selecting the modification factor 

(dfact) in as 0.27 and 0.18 for 5 m/s and 10 m/s inlet velocity 

conditions, respectively, which differed from the range 

specified by Muschelknautz (0.9 to 1.4). Also to compute 

grade efficiencies, m was set to 1.1237 and 1.426 for 5 m/s 

and 10 m/s in this study, while Muschelknautz specified m 

values of 2 to 7. The reason for this contradiction may due 

to assumed high collection efficiency ranges by 

Muschelknautz at low solid loading rates, which was higher 

than the present study results. 

C. Cut-Size Diameter  

Table 3 displays the theoretical, experimental and 

Muschelknautz 𝑑50 values at the solid loading rate 

considered. With the limitations of measurements in Fluke 

983, only particle fractions were considered in experiments, 

thus in CFD results. The decrease of 𝑑50 value with the 

increase of inlet velocity is well shown in all three studies.  
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TABLE III 

THE THEORETICAL, EXPERIMENTAL AND MUSCHELKNAUTZ THEORY CUT 

SIZE DIAMETERS 

 
Cut size diameters (d50) at, 

10m/s 5m/s 

Experimental 1.00- 1.99 2.00- 4.99 

CFD 0.50- 1.00 2.00- 3.00 

Muschelknautz 1.41 2.11 

 

Theoretical 𝑑50 values from Muschelknautz's theory are 

in the experimental d50 particle fraction ranges with the 

assumed values stated before. CFD results show lower d50 at 

10 m/s velocity condition. The discrepancy may due to the 

inconsideration of particle agglomeration and back-mixing, 

which are higher in finer particle ranges, in the present CFD 

modeling. 

D.  Cyclone Pressure Drop  

The pressure drops at the 5 m/s and 10 m/s velocities at 

1.0 g/m
3
 solid loading rate relevant to experimental, CFD 

and Muschelknautz's theory are shown in Table 4. The 

pressure drop dramatically reduces at 5 m/s velocity than at 

10 m/s velocity in all three cases, similar to those of 

previous studies by Fassani and Jr [7], Allen and Clift [9] 

and Gil, Romeo and Cortés [26]. This reduction of pressure 

drop at low velocity is due to the decrease in swirling energy 

at low velocity conditions.  
 

TABLE IV 

THE THEORETICAL, EXPERIMENTAL AND MUSCHELKNAUTZ THEORY 

OVERALL PRESSURE DROPS 

 
Pressure drops at, 

10m/s 5m/s 

Experimental 157.05 Pa 37.30 Pa 

CFD 198.74 Pa 43.8 Pa 

Muschelknautz 308.28 Pa 88.08 Pa 

 

However, over-predicted results from CFD studies may 

be due to the one-way coupling assumption, which ignored 

the effects from the particle phase on the fluid flow and 

ignores the wall friction in modeling, the highest shows 

from the Muschelknautz theory, though the theory 

considered many operational and geometric parameters. The 

reason may due to variations of fluid velocities and wall 

frictions inside the cyclone separator with the solid 

deposition, which was not incorporated into the theory. 

E. Flow Field Pattern at Two Velocity Conditions  

Fig. 4 shows the simulation results for the axial and 

tangential velocity components at horizontal sections 

located at 0.075 m, 0.2 m and 0.3 m down from the vortex 

finder inlet. In general, the flow inside the cyclone separator 

was not axi-symmetric. Inside the cyclone body, the axial 

velocity was higher on the right side (opposite the inlet 

location) and the tangential velocity was higher on the left 

side (under the cyclone inlet), which is greater at high 

velocity. 

The axial velocity is responsible for the transportation of 

particles down to the collection hopper. Thus, near the 

walls, a higher axial velocity contributes more to particle 

separation than the gravitational effect. Fig. 4 shows the 

unchanged behavior of the axial velocity profiles with the 

velocity in the cyclone body and an insignificant variation 

along the vertical axis. At 10 m/s, the shape of the axial 

velocity is W-shaped, whereas at 5 m/s it is more flat. This 

result indicates the significance of the attenuation effect on 

swirling flow by friction losses on vortex finder walls at 

higher velocity conditions [39]. The sharpness of the W-

shape increased in a downward direction; similar flow 

patterns have been investigated numerically by Chuah, 

Gimbun and Choong [40], El-Batsh and Haselbacher [41], 

Zhao, Su and Zhang [42] and Luqman, Jolius and Thomas 

[43]. At the dust collection hopper, the increase in the axial 

velocity at the quasi-forced vortex is due to recirculation, 

which may have worsened the collection efficiency. 

When the axial and tangential velocity profiles at 

different axial positions are compared in Fig. 4, the 

tangential velocity at the cyclone body is found to be higher, 

which confirmed that it is the major velocity component of 

cyclonic flow. However, the strength of this velocity 

component is reduced approximately 2.5 times when the 

inlet velocity is decreased by half. Similar to the axial 

velocity, the change in the tangential velocity is insignificant 

along the cyclone axis.  
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(c) 

Fig. 4 Axial (Left) and Tangential (Right) velocity profiles at three horizontal locations down from the vortex finder inlet at 10 m/s 

(Straight lines) and 5 m/s (Dash lines), (a) at 0.075 m, (b) at 2.0 m and (c) at 3.0 m 

 

The unchanged tangential flow patterns along the vertical 

axis of the cyclone body have also been investigated in 

previous studies performed by Chuah, Gimbun and Choong 

[40], Zhao, Su and Zhang [42], Wang, Xu, Chu and Yu [44] 

and Elsayed and Lacor [45]. However, due to the presence 

of particles in the flow, the magnitude of the flow may have 

changed, especially in zones with a higher particle 

concentration, due to a reduction in the swirling capacity of 

the flow [17], [46].  

Fig. 5 shows the static and dynamic pressure profiles at 

the same axial cross sections. The pressure drop represents 

the energy consumption of the cyclone separator, which may 

be directly related to the operation cost. However, 

comparing the dynamic pressures and static pressures at 10 

m/s and 5 m/s, the maximum dynamic pressure at the 

cyclone core is reduced by nearly 50 times and the 

maximum static pressure near the wall is reduced 

approximately six times when the inlet velocity is reduced 

by half. 

The dynamic pressure in the pressure field consisted of 

the swirling kinetic energy of the cyclonic flow. This 

pressure increases towards the cyclone body and reaches a 

maximum; it then decreases at the cyclone center. 
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(c) 

Fig. 5 Dynamic (Left) and Static (Right) pressure profiles at three horizontal locations down from the vortex finder inlet at 10 m/s (Straight 

lines) and 5 m/s (Dash lines), (a) at 0.075 m, (b) at 2.0 m and (c) at 3.0 m 

 

At both 5 m/s and 10 m/s, the minimum dynamic pressure 

at the cyclone’s center axis is nearly zero. The static 

pressure is reduced radially from the wall to the cyclone 

center, combined with a reduction in the tangential velocity 

near the walls. The increase in the quasi-forced vortex at the 

center is mainly governed by the axial velocity. 

V. CONCLUSION 

In this study, the performance of a cyclone separator at 0 

g/m
3
 to 1.0 g/m

3
 particle loading rates was investigated at 

two inlet velocities. The investigation was conducted by 

comparing performance results from experiments, CFD 

modeling and theoretical methods. The common increasing 

behavior of the collection efficiency at the considered solid 

loading range was seen when increasing the inlet velocity. 

Discrepancies of CFD and theoretical results compared to 

experimental findings may due to less consideration of 

operational and geometric parameters in the previous two 

cases.  

However, the study shows the significance of the effects 

of solid loading in cyclone flow, which is different than 

expected, especially in CFD modeling and theoretical 

predictions and therefore more investigation is required to 

analyze the effects of solid loading on particle performance. 

Experimental studies of gas-solid flow in cyclone separators 

required control systems and sensitive measuring 

equipment. Then, CFD modeling and theoretical analysis are 

more economical in cyclone separator analysis. However, in 

both applications many of the affecting operational and 

geometric parameters of cyclone separator gas- solid flows 

have been ignored. Particle back-mixing, particle 

agglomeration, wall frictional effects, losses of swirling 

flow with the presence of particles and effects from particle 

accumulation zones are significant in cyclonic flows and 

thus studies are required first to understand and derive 

accurate theories and modeling parameters. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

The research is supported by the University Grant 

Committee of HKSAR grant number GRF 115712. 

REFERENCES  

[1] A. C. Stern, K. J Caplan and P. D Bush, "Cyclone dust collectors," 

American Petroleum Institute, New York, 1955. 

[2] Z. Ji, Z. Xiong, X. Wu, H .Chen and H. Wu, "Experimental 
investigations on a cyclone separator performance at an extremely 

low particle concentration," Powder Technology, vol. 191, pp. 254-

259, 2009. 
[3] Y. Mori, A. Suganuma, S. Tanaka, "On Collection Efficiency of Gas 

Cyclone in Coarse Particle Range," Journal of Chemical Engineering 
of Japan, vol. 1, pp. 82-86, 1968. 

[4] P. Patterson and R. Munz, "Cyclone collection efficiencies at very 

high temperatures," The Canadian Journal of Chemical Engineering, 
vol. 67, pp. 321-328, 1989. 

[5] F. Zenz, "Cyclone separators, Chapter11 in Manual on Disposal of 

Refinery Wastes; Volume on Atmospheric Emissions," ed: API 
Publications, 1975. 

[6] T. Tawari and F. Zenz, "Evaluating cyclone efficiencies from stream 

compositions," Chemical engineering, vol. 91, pp. 69-73, 1984. 
[7] F. L. Fassani and L. Goldstein Jr, "A study of the effect of high inlet 

solids loading on a cyclone separator pressure drop and collection 

efficiency," Powder Technology, vol. 107, pp. 60-65, 2000. 
[8] A. Hoffmann, H. Arends and H. Sie, "An experimental investigation 

elucidating the nature of the effect of solids loading on cyclone 

performance," Filtration & separation, vol. 28, pp. 188-193, 1991. 

Sydney Australia Jan 29-30,  2018, 20 (1) Part XIX

2301



 

 

[9] A. C. Hoffmann, A. Van Santen, R. Allen and R. Clift, "Effects of 

geometry and solid loading on the performance of gas cyclones," 

Powder Technology, vol. 70, pp. 83-91, 1992. 

[10] K. Tuzla and J. Chen, "Performance of a cyclone under high solid 

loadings," in AIChE Symposium Series, 1992, pp. 130-130. 

[11] J. Kim and K. Lee, "Experimental study of particle collection by 
small cyclones," Aerosol Science and Technology, vol. 12, pp. 1003-

1015, 1990. 

[12] R. Xiang, S. Park and K. Lee, "Effects of cone dimension on cyclone 
performance," Journal of Aerosol science, vol. 32, pp. 549-561, 2001. 

[13] J. Derksen, "Separation performance predictions of a Stairmand high 

efficiency cyclone," AIChE journal, vol. 49, pp. 1359-1371, 2003. 
[14] J. Derksen, S. Sundaresan and H. Van Den Akker, "Simulation of 

mass-loading effects in gas–solid cyclone separators," Powder 

Technology, vol. 163, pp. 59-68, 2006. 
[15] F. Qian, Z. Huang, G. Chen and M. Zhang., "Numerical study of the 

separation characteristics in a cyclone of different inlet particle 

concentrations," Computers & chemical engineering, vol. 31, pp. 
1111-1122, 2007. 

[16] G. Wan, G. Sun, X. Xue and M. Shi., "Solids concentration 

simulation of different size particles in a cyclone separator," Powder 
Technology, vol. 183, pp. 94-104, 2008. 

[17] K. Chu, B. Wang, D. Xu,Y. Chen and A. Yu, "CFD–DEM simulation 

of the gas–solid flow in a cyclone separator," Chemical Engineering 
Science, vol. 66, pp. 834-847, 2011. 

[18] J. Dirgo and D. Leith, "Cyclone collection efficiency: comparison of 

experimental results with theoretical predictions," Aerosol Science 
and Technology, vol. 4, pp. 401-415, 1985. 

[19] L. X. Zhou and S. L. Soo, "Gas—solid flow and collection of solids in 

a cyclone separator," Powder Technology, vol. 63, pp. 45-53, 1990. 
[20] M. Bohnet, "Influence of the gas temperature on the separation 

efficiency of aerocyclones," Chemical Engineering and Processing: 

Process Intensification, vol. 34, pp. 151-156, 1995. 
[21] Y. Zhu and K. Lee, "Experimental study on small cyclones operating 

at high flowrates," Journal of Aerosol science, vol. 30, pp. 1303-1315, 

1999. 
[22] C. Shephered and C. Lapple, "Flow pattern and pressure drop in 

cyclone dust collectors," Industrial & Engineering Chemistry, vol. 31, 

pp. 972-984, 1939. 
[23] L. W. Briggs, "Effect of dust concentration on cyclone performance," 

Trans. Am. Inst. Chem. Eng, vol. 42, pp. 511-526, 1946. 
[24] S. Kang, T. Kwon and S. D. Kim, "Hydrodynamic characteristics of 

cyclone reactors," Powder Technology, vol. 58, pp. 211-220, 1989. 

[25] A. P. Baskakov, V. N. Dolgov and Y. M. Goldobin, "Aerodynamics 
and heat transfer in cyclones with particle-laden gas flow," 

Experimental Thermal and Fluid Science, vol. 3, pp. 597-602, 1990. 

[26] A. Gil, L. M. Romeo and C. Cortés, "Effect of the Solid Loading on a 
PFBC Cyclone with Pneumatic Extraction of Solids," Chemical 

Engineering & Technology, vol. 25, pp. 407-415, 2002. 

[27] N. Kharoua, L. Khezzar and Z. Nemouchi, "Study of the pressure 
drop and flow field in standard gas cyclone models using the granular 

model," International Journal of Chemical Engineering, vol. 2011, 

2011. 
[28] X. Xue, G. Sun, G. Wan and M. Shi, "Numerical simulation of 

particle concentration in a gas cyclone separator," Petroleum Science, 

vol. 4, pp. 76-83, 2007. 
[29] W. Griffiths and F. Boysan, "Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) 

and empirical modeling of the performance of a number of cyclone 

samplers," Journal of Aerosol science, vol. 27, pp. 281-304, 1996. 
[30] C. E. Lapple, "Gravity and Centrifugal Separation," American 

Industrial Hygiene Association Quarterly, vol. 11, pp. 40-48, 

1950/03/01 1950. 
[31] W. Barth, "Design and layout of the cyclone separator on the basis of 

new investigations," Brenn. Warme Kraft, vol. 8, 1956. 

[32] J. Smolik, "Air Pollution Abatement, Part I, Scriptum No. 401-2099," 
Techn. Univ. of Prague, 1975. 

[33] E. Muschelknautz, "Die berechnung von zyklonabscheidern für gase," 

Chemie Ingenieur Technik, vol. 44, pp. 63-71, 1972. 
[34] E. Muschelknautz and V. Greif, "Cyclones and other gas—solids 

separators," in Circulating Fluidized Beds, ed: Springer, 1997, pp. 

181-213. 
[35] S. Schmidt, H. M. Blackburn, M. Rudman and I. Sutalo, "Simulation 

of turbulent flow in a cyclonic separator," in Third International 

Conference on CFD in the Minerals and Process Industries, 
Melbourne, Australia, 2003, pp. 365-369. 

[36] G. H. Cottet and O. V. Vasilyev, "Comparison of dynamic 

Smagorinsky and anisotropic subgrid-scale models," in Proceedings 
of the Summer Program, 1998, p. 389. 

[37] S. Elghobashi, "On predicting particle-laden turbulent flows," Applied 

Scientific Research, vol. 52, pp. 309-329, 1994/06/01 1994. 

[38] ANSYS, "ANSYS CFX14.0, Solver Theory Documentation," ed: 

ANSYS, Inc., 2011. 

[39] K. Elsayed and C. Lacor, "The effect of the dust outlet geometry on 

the performance and hydrodynamics of gas cyclones," Computers & 

Fluids, vol. 68, pp. 134-147, 2012. 

[40] T. Chuah, et al., "A CFD study of the effect of cone dimensions on 
sampling aerocyclones performance and hydrodynamics," Powder 

Technology, vol. 162, pp. 126-132, 2006. 

[41] H. El-Batsh and H. Haselbacher, "Numerical investigation of the 
effect of ash particle deposition on the flow field through turbine 

cascades," in ASME Turbo Expo 2002: Power for Land, Sea, and Air, 

2002, pp. 1035-1043. 
[42] B. Zhao, et al., "Simulation of gas flow pattern and separation 

efficiency in cyclone with conventional single and spiral double inlet 

configuration," Chemical Engineering Research and Design, vol. 84, 
pp. 1158-1165, 2006. 

[43] C. A. Luqman, G. Jolius and S. Thomas, "A CFD analysis on the 

effect of vortex finder and cylindrical length on cyclone 
hydrodynamics and centrifugal forces," 2009. 

[44] B. Wang, et al., "Numerical study of gas–solid flow in a cyclone 

separator," Applied mathematical modeling, vol. 30, pp. 1326-1342, 
2006. 

[45] K. Elsayed and C. Lacor, "Numerical modeling of the flow field and 

performance in cyclones of different cone-tip diameters," Computers 
& Fluids, vol. 51, pp. 48-59, 2011. 

[46] S. Yuu, et al., "The reduction of pressure drop due to dust loading in a 

conventional cyclone," Chemical Engineering Science, vol. 33, pp. 
1573-1580, 1978. 

 

 

Sakura G. Bogodage received her PhD from the Department of 

Architecture and Civil Engineering, City University of Hong Kong, Hong 
Kong SAR in 2015. She received her B.Sc. (Hons.) degree in civil and 

environmental engineering from University of Ruhuna (Sri Lanka) in 2009. 

Currently she is a senior lecture in the department of Engineering 
Technology, Faculty of Technology, University of Sri Jayewardenepura, 

Gangodawila, Nugegoda, Sri Lanka. 

Dr. Sakura’s research interests include wind engineering, air pollution 
controlling methodologies and numerical simulations of gas-solid flows. 

She is an associate member of Institute of Engineers, Sri Lanka. She has 
been rewarded second place in Young Engineer Section, 2010 from 

Institute of Engineers, Sri Lanka, for her undergraduate final year project. 

 
Andrew Y. T. Leung taught in HKU and Manchester U and is now an 

Emeritus Professor in City University of Hong Kong. He is an 

honorary/guest professor of 15 universities internationally. He published 
more than 1050 pieces of work in Built Environment including 12 

monographs and 500 journal papers of which 450 are cited in Science 

Citation Index. He is the president of Asian Institute of Intelligent 
Buildings, the vice-chairman of the Chinese Green Building Council (Hong 

Kong), a member of The Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors HK Board, 

the Join Structural Division Committee HKIE & IStructE, and HK BEAM 
Faculty. He is also a member of the HK BEAM Society IA group and of the 

HKGBC IMC group.  

Sydney Australia Jan 29-30,  2018, 20 (1) Part XIX

2302


