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Causes analysis of low flow chilled water in Texaco gasifier

CHANG Liang SONG Shu-qun KONG Xiang-ho
( Yankuang Guohong Chemical Co. Lid. Zoucheng( 273500. China)
Abstract: Introduce chilled water system of Texaco gasifier and pipesscaling causes. Analyse problems appeared in
examination and repairing of gasifier ash water quality find that slagiat the bottom of carbon scrubber and ash water
filter serious scalling filter screen lead to low flow chilled wateriin Texaco gasifier. To resolve these problems pro—
vide effective solution and preventive measures. After transformation the chilled water flow increase that meet the
demands of high load operation of gasifier.
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p(Ca®") /(mg+L™") p(Mg*) /(mg+ L") (p(Ca®*) +p(Mg’*)) /(mg+ L") /(g=L7") pH /NTU
11 4 252.50 21.87 274.37 7.2 8.26 37.0
138 252.50 24.36 276. 86 7.3 8. 04 122.0
11 308. 62 19. 44 328.06 8.5 8.02 32.7
114 268. 54 31.59 300. 13 8.0 8.22 54.4
11 18 316. 63 26.73 343.36 9.0 8.01 49.8
1 22 432.86 26.73 459.59 11.9 7.88 41.9
11 25 376.15 43.74 419.89 11.2 7.93 35.9
129 440. 88 79. 11 519.99 12.7 8.17 49.0
12 2 488.97 26.73 515.70 13.3 8.38 35.7
12 6 344. 69 19. 44 364. 13 9.4 8.15 34.9
12 9 292.58 21.87 314.45 8.2 8.22 32.1
12 13 256. 51 19. 44 275.95 7.2 8.48 31.3
12 16 424. 85 14. 58 439.43 11.2 8.2l 26.2
1220 268.53 9.72 278.25 7.1 8.06 45.0
12 23 316. 63 4.86 321.49 8.1 8.33 49.8
12 27 352.70 19. 44 372. 14 9.6 8.13 54.4
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