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Experiment Study on Void Distribution Law of Briquette

WANG Yue' > BAI XiangHei' > JIANG Ying' > WANG Dong-sheng'

(1. Beijing Research Institute of Coal Chemistry China Coal Research Institute Beijing 100013 China;
2. National Key Lab of Coal Resource High Efficient Mining and Clean Utilization. Beijing 100013 China)
Abstract: In order to study the relationship between briquette preparation techniquer and performances and guide the optimization of the
production technique a single polarized microscope and digital image processing, technology were applied to two aspacts study which the
total void features and the horizontal and vertical void distribution features of thé briquette prepared with different quality binder and differ—
ent pressure and to the deep analysis on the void diameter location orientation degree and other features. The study results showed that the
void rate of the briquette prepared with different quality binder and different pressure would be have big difference. The horizontal and ver—
tical void rates of the briquette would be different and the horizontal woid diameter would be concentrated. The void distribution of the bri—
quette would be inhomogeneous and the orientation degree would:be poor. The void of briquette from the surface to the internal would be in
an increasing tendency.
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