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Ceramic fiber blanket (CFB) and insulating firebrick (IFB) are the two dominant backup insulation material

distinct thermal, mechanical, and economic characteristics. CFB — composed of alumina-silica fibers spu

offers low thermal mass (128–256 kg/m³), rapid heat-up capability, and installation flexibility, classified by

1430°C per ASTM C892). IFB — a lightweight fired clay brick — provides rigid structure (600–1300 kg/m³ 

mechanical load-bearing capacity, graded as JM-23 through JM-30 per ASTM C155.

While IFB typically costs 30–40% less per cubic meter upfront, total cost of ownership over a 3–5 year fu

loss from thermal mass difference, installation labor, structural weight implications, and maintenance freq

(weekly or more frequent shutdowns), ceramic fiber's lower thermal mass creates energy savings that pay

months, resulting in significantly lower 5-year total cost despite higher initial material price.

Material Comparison Matrix

PROPERTY CERAMIC FIBER BLANKET  (128  KG/M³) INSULATING F

Classification Temp 1260°C (1350°C, 1430°C grades available) 1425°C

M ATE R I A L  C O M PA R I S O N 14 min read Updated January 2024

Ceramic Fiber Blanket vs. Insulating Firebrick: Total
Cost Comparison Over 5-Year Furnace Life

Complete total cost of ownership analysis including material, labor, energy, and

structural costs for backup insulation systems.
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PROPERTY CERAMIC FIBER BLANKET  (128  KG/M³) INSULATING F

Bulk Density 128–256 kg/m³ 600–1300 kg/m

Thermal Conductivity @ 1000°C 0.18–0.22 W/(m·K) 0.32–0.38 W/(m

Heat-up Time (to 1200°C) 2–3 hours 6–8 hours

Installation Labor (100 m² wall) 40–60 man-hours 120–160 man-h

Structural Weight (100mm, per m²) 13–26 kg 60–130 kg

Service Life (typical) 3–5 years 5–8 years

Material Cost (per m³, indicative) Higher (baseline +40–60%) Lower (baseline

5-Year Total Cost Model

The following analysis models a 100 m² furnace wall with 100mm backup insulation layer, thermally cycled

costs are representative figures for comparison purposes.

Scenario A: Ceramic Fiber Blanket (1260°C, 128 kg/m³)

Initial Material Cost:

  Volume: 100 m² × 0.1 m = 10 m³

  Cost: Representative pricing (contact for actual quotes)

Installation Labor:

  50 man-hours vs 140 for IFB (64% time savings)

  Reduced downtime cost benefit

Structural Support:

  Weight: 100 m² × 13 kg/m² = 1,300 kg

  Minimal steel reinforcement required

Energy Savings (vs IFB):

  Thermal mass difference per cycle: 

    (90 kg/m² - 13 kg/m²) × 100 m² × 0.9 kJ/(kg·°C) × 1000°C 

    = 6,930 MJ/cycle
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  Annual cycles: 24 (weekly shutdowns)

  Energy saved: 166 GJ/year = 46,200 kWh/year

  At typical industrial electricity rates:

  Significant annual energy cost reduction

  5-year cumulative savings: Substantial

Replacement Cost (Year 4):

  One mid-life replacement typical

Total 5-Year Cost: 

  Material + labor + replacement - energy savings

  = Net cost significantly lower than IFB in cyclic operation

Scenario B: Insulating Firebrick JM-26

Initial Material Cost:

  Volume: 100 m² × 0.1 m = 10 m³

  Cost: Lower material cost per m³ (baseline)

Installation Labor:

  140 man-hours (2.8× ceramic fiber)

  Skilled mason labor required

  Mortar joints add complexity

Structural Support:

  Weight: 100 m² × 90 kg/m² = 9,000 kg

  Reinforced steel frame required

  Higher foundation loading

Energy Loss (thermal mass):

  No savings vs self (baseline)

  Higher energy consumption per cycle vs fiber

Maintenance (Year 3):

  Joint repointing typically required

  Additional labor cost

Total 5-Year Cost:

  Material + labor + steel + maintenance

  = Higher total cost in thermally cycled applications
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Critical insight: While IFB has lower material cost per cubic meter, the total installed cost often favors ceram

labor and reduced structural steel requirements. In thermally cycled furnaces, energy savings from fiber's 7

period of 4–6 months.

Break-Even Analysis

The economic advantage of ceramic fiber vs IFB depends critically on furnace operating pattern:

Thermal Cycling Frequency Impact

Application Decision Tree

Use the following decision logic to select between ceramic fiber and IFB:

Weekly cycling (50+ cycles/year): Fiber breaks even in 4–6 months, delivers substantial 5-year savin—

Monthly cycling (12–24 cycles/year): Fiber breaks even in 12–18 months, moderate 5-year advantage—

Quarterly cycling (<6 cycles/year): Fiber breaks even in 24–36 months, marginal advantage—

Continuous operation (no cycling): IFB more cost-effective over 5+ years due to longer service life—
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START

├─ Does lining experience mechanical load 

│  (e.g., brick backup, shelf support)?

│  ├─ YES → IFB required (fiber cannot support loads)

│  └─ NO → Continue

├─ Is furnace thermally cycled 

│  (weekly or more frequent shutdowns)?

│  ├─ YES → Ceramic fiber strongly favored (energy savings)

│  └─ NO (continuous) → Continue

├─ Is installation time critical (fast turnaround)?

│  ├─ YES → Ceramic fiber (60% faster installation)

│  └─ NO → Continue

├─ Does application involve abrasion or physical contact?

│  ├─ YES → IFB required (fiber vulnerable to mechanical damage)

│  └─ NO → Ceramic fiber favored (lower total cost)

└─ Default for backup insulation in cyclic furnaces: 

   Ceramic fiber (superior economics)

When IFB Is the Better Choice

Despite ceramic fiber's advantages in many applications, IFB is the correct technical and economic choic

Continuous operation (no thermal cycling): Energy savings from fiber disappear; IFB's longer service

better economics

—

Mechanical load-bearing required: Arch construction without steel support, checker brick backing, k

provide structural capacity

—

Abrasion exposure: Material handling areas, kiln car surfaces, locations with physical contact — IFB of—

10+ year furnace life with infrequent maintenance: IFB's dimensional stability and lower degradation

installations rarely opened for maintenance

—

Extreme hot-face temperatures (>1450°C): High-grade IFB (JM-28, JM-30) maintains structural inte

temperatures

—

2026/7/6 10:11

file:///Users/mia/Downloads/vrf-static/technical-center/ceramic-fiber-vs-ifb/index.html 5/11



Common Misconceptions Corrected

Myth 1: "IFB is always cheaper"

Reality: IFB has lower material cost per m³ in isolation ($120–180 vs $180–280). However, total installed c

costs less due to:

Myth 2: "Ceramic fiber only lasts 2–3 years"

Reality: Quality 1260°C ceramic fiber in properly designed systems regularly achieves 4–6 years of servic

Fiber's reputation for short life often stems from incorrect grade selection (using 1260°C fiber at 1300°C)

anchoring density).

Myth 3: "You can't use fiber above 1200°C"

Reality: Ceramic fiber is available in multiple temperature grades:

The key is matching classification temperature to actual service conditions and understanding the differe

(short-term test condition) and continuous use temperature (long-term service limit).

60% lower installation labor (40–60 man-hours vs 120–160 man-hours for 100 m²)—

Reduced structural steel requirements (1,300 kg vs 9,000 kg system weight)—

Faster installation reducing furnace downtime cost—

Correct temperature grade selected (not operated above continuous use limit)—

Properly anchored (adequate density of stud anchors, correct washer design)—

Protected from mechanical damage and direct flame impingement—

Premium grade fiber specified (shot content <12%, proper fiber diameter distribution)—

1260°C grade: Continuous use to 1050°C, intermittent to 1260°C—

1350°C grade: Continuous use to 1200°C, intermittent to 1350°C—

1430°C grade: Continuous use to 1350°C, intermittent to 1430°C—
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Field Data: Aluminum Melting Furnace Case Study

The following real-world case demonstrates the total cost impact of switching from IFB to ceramic fiber in

PARAMETER ORIGINAL (IFB) AFTER RETROFIT  (FIBER)

Furnace Type 10-ton reverberatory aluminum melting furnace

Operating Pattern 5 days/week, daily heat-up from cold

Backup Lining JM-26 IFB, 100mm 1260°C fiber, 50mm + 50mm layered

Heat-up Time 4.0 hours 1.5 hours

Energy Consumption Baseline 14% lower fuel cost

Installation Time (reline) 3 days 1 day

Lining Condition (18 months) Joint degradation visible Excellent (no shrinkage gaps)

Economic outcome: Despite 45% higher material cost for ceramic fiber, the total installed cost was 18% 

Energy savings paid back the material cost difference in 5 months. Over the 18-month observation period

with ceramic fiber.

Total Cost Verdict

For thermally cycled furnaces (weekly or more frequent shutdowns), ceramic fiber blanket delivers lo

than IFB despite higher material cost per cubic meter. Energy savings from 7× lower thermal mass cr

months, with installation labor savings providing additional cost advantage. IFB remains the correct c

furnaces, load-bearing applications, and high-abrasion environments. The "cheapest per ton" mater

solution — analyze installed cost, energy impact, and maintenance over the full furnace campaign life
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Content produced from Zibo's refractory manufacturing cluster — China's largest concentration of castab

production facilities, with over 40 years of continuous kiln lining export history.

IN  THIS ART ICLE

Material Comparison 5-Year Cost Model Break-Even Analysis Decision Tree When IFB Wins Mis

F R E QUE NTLY  A S K E D  QUE ST I O N S

Ceramic Fiber vs IFB FAQ

Is ceramic fiber always cheaper than insulating firebrick?

How long does ceramic fiber last compared to insulating firebrick?

Can I use ceramic fiber in applications requiring mechanical load support?

What is the energy payback period for switching from IFB to ceramic fiber?

R E L ATE D  P R O DUCTS

Explore Our Insulation Materials

2026/7/6 10:11

file:///Users/mia/Downloads/vrf-static/technical-center/ceramic-fiber-vs-ifb/index.html 8/11



R E L ATE D  A RT I C L E S

Continue Reading
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VUULCAN.

The Castable-First Refractory Brand from

Zibo — China's largest refractory

manufacturing region. Engineered castable,

firebrick, and insulation solutions for cement,

steel, and glass industries worldwide.

PRODUCTS
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LCC Castable

High Alumina Brick

Insulating Firebrick

Ceramic Fiber Blanket
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