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Abstract

Piling coal in the open air leads to the decline of coal quality and affects the operation of boiler
units. This article studies on the contents and methods of the storage time and calorific value
change test of Indonesian coal under the natural open pit conditions of the southern coal yard,
analyses the variation law of calorific value loss under different conditions and different storage
depths, and puts forward the scientific storage time of Indonesian coal and the suggestions for
preventing calorific value loss in view of the experimental results. Effective measures have been
put forward for rational purchase, transportation and storage management of Indonesian coal in
coal-fired power plants.
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Figure 1. Comparison of loss of calorific value of Indonesian coal at different calorific
values and different depths
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Figure 2. Comparison of calorific value losses of low value In-
donesian coal under different conditions
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Figure 3. Comparison of calorific value losses of high calorific
value Indonesian coal under different conditions
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Figure 4. Comparison of calorific value loss and time of Indonesian coal surface with
different calorific value
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