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Table 2 The meanings of various coefficients before and

after refinement supplement
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Fig. 1 Actual distribution of vertical magnetic field B,
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Table 3 The average value of the absolute value of the

vertical magnetic field
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Table 4 Decomposition results of vertical magnetic field
B C, C, C C.,

z Y )
A —3.61 —9.909 0.26 —2.57
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Table 5 Vertical magnetic fields of several typical aluminum

electrolysis cells

A FL A B, C, C, C,,

300 kA 9.58 —13.41 0.12 —1.77

400 kA ## 4.92 7.03 —0.63 0.19

500 kA i 5.29 4.33 —0.92 4.15

600 kA 1 5.08 8.07 —0.75 6.08
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