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Fig. 1  System operation schematic diagram
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of worm-reactor structure
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Fig. 3 Residual error convergence curve
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Fig. 4  Average velocity variation of monitoring point
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Fig. 5 Schematic diagram of worm reactor model with different aeration
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Fig. 6 Velocity distribution with different aeration of plane y =0
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Fig. 7 Volume fraction of air contour with different aeration of plane y =0
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Fig. 8 Turbulence intensity distribution with different aeration of plane y =0
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Fig. 10 Schematic diagram of the reactor model with different placement of worms
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Fig. 11 Velocity distribution on y =0 plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 12 Velocity distribution on z=0. 06 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 13 Velocity distribution on z=0. 11 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 14 Volume fraction of air contour on y =0 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 15 Volume fraction of air contour on z =0. 06 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 16  Volume fraction of air contour on z=0. 11 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 17 Turbulence intensity distribution on y =0 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 18 Turbulence intensity distribution on z =0. 06 m plane with different worm placement
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Fig. 19 Turbulence intensity distribution on z =0. 11 m plane with different worm placement







