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Abstract : In order to expand the comprehensive utilization of fly ash-and,slag from power plant,in this paper,fly ash and slag produced
from combustion of low volatile coals in different types of boilers under different conditions were studied. To investigate the effectofcombus-
tion conditionson the characteristics of fly ash and slag, the physieal and chemical characteristics were analyzed by inductively coupled
plasma (ICP) ,X-ray diffraction ( XRD) , physical adsorption: instrument ( BET ) , thermogravimetric analysis ( TG-DTG ) and scanning
electron microscopy (SEM) ,etc. The results show that-the effects of coal variety and boiler type on physicochemical propertiesof fly ash
and slag are obvious,while the effects of operatingload of same type boiler onchemical composition, mineral matters and microscopic mor-
phology of fly ash and slag are negligible. The characteristics of fly ash and slag are different,which is due to the difference of PC,CFB and
WEFB combustion temperature and the influence of coal quality.
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Rk, MR AL SR LIS LR XTI R B
ZAMHAEABREZENE X,

KT MR BAL T R E A 1 25T, %
AR S H TR RO R B R HEAT TRFSE IAH
PORRBERE 248 75 wm LA b A ORI /D R AR 20 A
FEEPRTE TS wm DU, FLAR A0 2R B R [ i 15
TRIRKLE A AR N K 5 T 7k 2 X R [R] g
DGRV PR B P o 8 (0 B A M AT T 5T, A
k1 CFB Sy (0 faf X RS IR RE AR S AT Ak 4 R
YIARLE AR TR /N, PR R AL O, i
SRELMAE I H TR 224 3 R T s BRAL Ay
PERIRIFSE AR X B — i TR PR 5T, 5D X [R) A
TR L R T 05 PR 2R R SR B A AR R e R A T
RG4H

BB b (PC) IR AL IR B9 0 (CFB) Fil W
KNG (WEFB) J& H ETFR E & i) 2 B iR
A LR B b R 22 O L | 2R A M R A
Ja BRI P N R B — BEFE 1200 ~ 1 400
C,HET & CFB Bl % BERh i 1 i M 55, mT
BRI A R WP o e, b HE R 11 5 IR
B AR TR b 0 4k 1 O YRR BE R EL A
PG, —BEAE 800 ~ 1 000 °C ;W A KGR R
TR b e H 2 BT ALY, R TR BTG
JEARE 0BT e R BE S R e A L, — i
761200 ~1 400 °C, HEH &,

BRI ICHRIRE 2 AR ) R R Z 1 8h
IR LA AN )R BRI < TG0 T il 5 o v, # R
Oy AIG, B R B K R A s BB AL
o 1 — PR SRR A S L B2, — O R A
10% ~20% , &R ik 90% | & e — AL 4% ~
4.5% WRBErt JOEKT  Tithet "

N TGN T TS R R R R B
FEPERZ A, A SCHE FI R A AR R IA A A BRA A
CHER3 /73 /250 300,330 MW) | L 75§ 3% 4 R
A R A (TEI AL AR ER b7/ JCHR AR ) FnLi e 45 v
N EIFHSRES R (W KBS ORI ) 1 3 il
ANTRIA U5 I B R DR T R AL ST

1 3K %
1.1 REEREXE
1.1.1 R R R R T

T RE I IV A BR 2 | H T Bk R A
(PC),2 5330MW VIl S ORI & L bLAL, R
PO A VIR R 7 =, R R R R 20 (PM) 5 1LY
B NFIHRE kBT PR W KGR
(WEB),2 15 300 MW YV Il S-S EORIE & LA, B5
FHIEAD R T AR (WY ) 5 1L Va3 & i A BRA R
T BN RS AR B b (CFB) L2 £5 330 MW ##
Il S-S BUREE R ALAL SR R TE AR (WY) o
GG BRI BT T 4 R AR 1,

F EWILSrFTES T
Table 1 . Proximate and ultimate analysis of coal samples %
) ) Talks#r JLE T
HAE Jp78
Mud Fcax( Aud Vaul S.ul Cmi Hmi le Oud
PM(K3H) PC 0.42 48.11 38.97 12. 50 1.77 51.44 2.71 0.96 43.12
WY (FHR) WFB 1.05 65.24 23.05 10. 66 1. 66 68. 68 3.12 1.14 25.40
WY (T[3%) CFB 1. 19 50. 40 34.22 11. 19 1.83 52.47 2.51 6. 69 36.51
1.1.2 #Fa&ax% 1.2 REFHE

TRIAE R B Bk U5 M 1 E R 4R S + K
BRI TS, W AR IR P A BR A AR
KRN CZ-FA” | R F /R R« CZ-S" , ANA 7
i F (250,300,330 MW ) iz 17 A KK RS 5, JH
“CZ-FA+H R G far " e, IS FH « CZ—-S+4H B 1

R DU 4397 A8 R4 B RE S AR B 200 g, BT
T, SRS K2,
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Table 2 Abbreviations of fly ash and slag samples

- 1745/ MW
1l K G

250 300 330

o CZ-FA CZ-S CZ-FA250 CZ-FA300 CZ-FA330
HRER A FRA A

— — CZ-S250 CZ-S300 CZ-S330

1L VG T 38 % FL A BR A HP-FA HP-S — — —

PG L F A R BHAREE —  H YQ-FA — - — _

FH X =525 5 (XRD , Bruker D2 %) il & A
m T RS AR SEN TR R A Cu #, H4
HWAE 4(°)/min, 2K 0. 02°, FH 75 A 260=10°,

K ZnO SFRUEY) BT, 26K A B i 4350k
10% 1) ZnO (AR, B 254 B2 R A FR A /), A
JEEL AT T A TR B RE A B9 XRD 35 18], SR 5 A A5 55
A TOPAS B A7 7 B , 45 SR rh 4%
A A ) SN T T A )

FIFH 22 $AE 43 B AL (TG - DSC, SETARAM,,
setsys evolution) , 7E N, AR F#EAT40HT (N, i &R
50 mL/min, FHEE R H 10 °C/min, JU5X 78 70 F-H
FEHRE 1000 C),

A GB/T 219—1996 | FH JK 42 b v I 22 1%
(SE-AFIL, KV TF TeAER B A B2 ) I S
PR R TR B R 4 L I U ( SEM, Hi-
tachi TM3030) X HE & FEA T ROWIE 5540 #7 .

2 HR5HE

2.1 BRI TRITMIERNZ R AR =
2. 1.1 FEDP AN R AL AR R

N TR EL T TR 7 114 2 Ak 2 4 RN Ok i
WL 3, A5 FEAL AR A RIS Sio, Al
ALO, JEHHP F1 YQ 19 Si0, R T CZ, X 5 )
BRHBEBTA %

®3 AREAEI YRMKRENMEELFHAMMRLE

Table 3 Main chemical composition and loss on ignition of fly ash and slag from different power plants %
‘ Wl 5 "
FE - Bk it
Si0, AL O, Fe, 0, Ca0 MgO S0,

CZ-FA 37.93 37.00 6.76 2.42 0.05 0.58 8.49
CZ-S 39.47 32.63 7.70 3.69 0.19 0.97 7.91
YQ-FA 40. 63 34.75 6. 84 3.17 0. 06 0.41 5.06
HP-FA 45.30 29.58 5.84 5.49 0.70 3.01 4. 85
HP-S 43.96 26.91 5.27 6. 18 0.51 4.13 6.12

TP HY CaO F1 SO, &4 He HA P ) Ay
P, iR H S BT 1 i b K R R, D
PN =) CaSO, B 75 5y ik AR, 8 £ % b
KM, CZ YQ . HP Rk A —ELZF, X5 PC,
CFB \WFB = Ffr 78 5= Az [ #3450 I vp 5% ik 2 AS TR
X, K ALO, 1Y F i b O HIE, S B REAT A
Wb B LR 1 AL O, TEZE 5 CORHE
2.1.2 [ WA R R AR AR

WA IA P AN R B 07 far ORI i 1) =
BRI R W 4, ®IKH Sio, fil AL O,
& HETE 70% VL J8 T ek K, AL O, &
5, YRR 36. 50% i A, AN TR B far T 7 A A

TREE AL 22 21 R A — B, 22 523080, 16 B g %o
WAL 0 Ak 2% AR LT AT 5 0 5 B o 1
T A K, R A Re 2 s R A 8 (EURC Ay e 2k i
JETCHA i A LA AR Ak (H B COR RIS S0,
Al ALO, A& AT LIA H . Si0, Mxt & % T,
ALO; AHXTE T KT,
2.1.3 R BRI R A 4 B
CZ-FA .CZ-S HP-FA HP-S ,YQ-FA f# XRD
REEINE 1 iR, CZ-FA I CZ-S Fiy S ARs ¥y 5
FEE R A Y (Si0,) B R A (3AL,0, - 2Si0,),
YQ - FA @b &9 9 i & %02 52k A (3AL,0, -
28i0,), £ FE M Bk A R m A R %
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Table 4 Main chemical composition and loss on ignition of fly ash and slag from the boiler with different operating loads

B 5 %
B e/ %
Si0, AL, 0, Fe, 0, Ca0 MgO S0,
CZ-FA250 36.23 32.19 8.53 2.45 0.17 0.59 5.98
CZ-FA300 34.16 39.27 6.46 3.19 0.04 0.36 9.62
CZ-FA330 36. 13 38.04 6.31 2.54 0.10 0.51 9. 64
RIRSE M 35.51 36. 50 7.10 2.73 0.10 0.49 8. 41
CZ-S250 41.90 32.46 7. 60 2.55 0.19 0.53 7.91
CZ-S300 38.73 33. 14 7.93 5.21 0.23 0.67 7.74
CZ-$330 39. 89 32. 80 7.43 1.03 0.08 0.32 6. 60
SRS EE 40.17 32.80 7.65 2.93 0.17 0.51 7.42

Berd B, PR R AR RN (1) ~

(4).
o 550 ~ 700 C
ALO, - 2Si0, - 2H,0( = A) ———

SR AT I R TE 1 100 ~ 1 400 °C , 1F 244
DT W KOk R b B R RE Y L DR A ) RO
MRSk A & B8, HP-FA fl HP-S A9

AL O, - 2Si0,(REIAFT) + 2H,0 (1) AR W) R £ B 0 95 (Si0,) Bl A7 (CaS0,) |
, 950 C IRERE™ (Fe, 05 ) A JK (Ca0) o Horp ARk el Jit
2(A1,0, - 25i0,) 2AL0; - o BB (S, ) MRS LT L, 57 P4 B
3Si0,(REARELET) + Si0, (2) N v R -
. TRIRES . ARIRAL R 5w rh iR R e | ~F 347 it 7
2A1,0, - 3Si0, — 2(ALO, - g e oo
$i0, ) (IEHAT) + S, (3) 80(? ~ 950 C ,ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂéﬁﬁ;ﬁkﬁmg, EN ALY/
Cioo 1 400 SR T
3(ALO, - 8i0,) — 23,4 KRR BB KT 4 4 R E B T
3ALO, - 28i0,(3kA) +Si0,  (4) ST IR XRD 2 A4S R IR 5, R
2 el 27111 G B IR S T AR o A A 2 R, 43 4
2 BaABBER T Si0, X8 &y 40% A4, T XRD
ERG R S0, FRAE 4% ~ 10% , YW H 4
1Y Si0, BILAAESE, Shaliah i B 22 1 S8k e XA 7
, IIHW$HHf{%ﬂ RITESETE Si0, , 20 iy Sio, SR 85% , &
bt ot hsnsi ot IRAVEC I A E) A ALO, 0 P e
w0 N Y BRI, AL O, 2 AAESH & AL i A7 7, B0
L—BRTT: 2 A3 3—WAE: 4R SR B ALO, ., 5 ALO, M, iR H Fe,0, ¥7&
B 1 OB RAE AT & CLEAT W) B gk B A 7E . K h & T
Fig. 1 XRD patterns of fly ash samples FE TE ) S0 3 S AR RN AR IR R e 55
®5 ARAEBRETVYREEEARRESE
Table 5 Compositions of mineral matter in ash at different temperature %
UREZ S A= CZ-FA CZ-S HP-FA HP-S YQ-FA
Bk 3Al,0, - 2Si0, 24 21 3 6 35
e $i0, 8 9 12 13 4
WA CaSO, — — 14 10 _
ARERA Fe, 0, — _ 4 ) o
LREY/Q Ca0 — — 3 2 _
E[FTIEN Amor 68 69 64 68 61
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Fig. 2 Content variations of the main mineral and amorp—

housmatters in the fly ash and slag

X AT Y, CFB A 0 77 A= F ks IR
B A & & 8 WA HE (CaS0,) Ml ok 2 8
(Fe,0,) , X 5 H ) BLsi T2 A F K AV R W i
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TR , R LA A B 5 i/, CFB B i s B i b ol
B (Fe,0,) T, X WA S AIEA B 54
HIMA K,
2.2 BRI HER AL ER M
2.2.1 FEWAIHHE KB KENYH

Wi 25 A i e &) 3 i
0.02
100 - e g
1-0.02
i 1-0.04
96 1-0.06
1-0.08
94 41 -0.10
140112
2 a0,14
100 = 0
99.5
£ 99.0 -0.005 i"
& 98.5 M
A
I 98.0 ~0.010 § 8
= 97.5 IERS
-0.015 ¥
97.0 -
96.5
100 0
99.5 -0.01
20 -0.02
98.5 0
98.0 0,04
973 -0.05
97.0 -
96.5 1 1 1 1 -0.06
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g/ C

B3 AR &E TG-DTG %
Fig.3 TG and DTG curves of fly ash and slag

K3 AT LAE L, CZ A YQ QIR R il 2k
FEAR—FL, 1M HP K JKAE 300 ~400 C HFl— N E
U DI TRI I AR R R B — i AR R A, X
T4 0P IR B K (<10 mm) |, AR ok Joikr
PRFF—E WORLRE 5 BEROR TS S B v R i
2.2.2 [P AR Bl P B A Fh kR e

W BRI AN R B fr T IR 119 22 P -4 ity
L& 4 Fos  ATLVE IR R g T P i 26
BRI S LR IS B 5 2k i FE AR — 2, IS
MR B S e T RO R AR 1, SIS P A AR AR
i1, IR 1 B R AR RO ) A w10
R BE R AR K R B B & K

100
98
g
& 961
I
fotl
I 94
B
92 p
90 [
0 E
S 0051
e — FA250
=g 0101 - FA300
. —-FA330
W -015F 5350 !
B - \
- 8330 A/

23 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900
R/ C
H4 KiEFE AT KETC-DIG th %
Fig.4 TG and DTG curves of fly ash and slag
2.3 BRI XTI IR IR HF M R RN
2.3.1 JRBEA XK ok T AR AR E SR AE S
B
e AU AR BRI BB E S — B
A TR A28 8 /0N, B 2 TR A, L 3 T &
(TN TG M | 3% 1O BFFRE R RE A ) B 3
AHTTRIREHES B 6.
6 CIRIHESH

Table 6 Characteristic parameters of fly ash

‘ H TR HLABY )
Fih L2 /nm
(mZ _g—]) (Cm3 _g—l)
CZ-FA 5.61 0.006 0 4.27
YQ-FA 3.90 0.011 0 11.27
HP-FA 3.21 0.010 3 5.70
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B3 6 ATLIE L, CZ-FA BA B RN FTH
X A5 H AL YQ-FA & HP-FA HAT B 58 A9
PE, X5 PC 8 R BE T 00 R BRI 2 56, fili
1577 R IR DORE BB, He R B R, AT
FITEPE, YQ-FA # HP-FA ¥y RFLEFURIFLAE K,
TR R R R U
2.3.2 RGeS RSO ME R R K R B

MR IR R WL 7, R 7 AT LIE W TR
—HL G TR T T U B — R v TR Y U
Bt 5 HAR 2= A RS SRAR A . R R AL
Y EA R S A R AR B e Rl
T 7 v 5 R, B S A AT A AP s ml L 1)
YRR, FL o b 22 I Al B AIR e 1) s ek 32
Wk 2 W5 P S A 0 1 R B R e 10, 3 A2 0l 1Y)
W IR AEL SRR R e, 2R R R &5k
J BTELRE A AR AL RS R A

100 um

40 pm

. 10

x7 BEIREREE
Table 7 Ash melting characteristics of fly ash and slag

\ Deks IR/ C
B
DT ST HT FT
CZ-FA =1 500 =1 500 =1 500 =1 500
CZ-S 1365 1391 1421 1480
YQ-FA =1 500 =1 500 =1 500 =1 500
HP-FA 1393 1 409 1423 1430
HP-S 1 405 1420 1437 1450

2.4 RIS I IR IR R 5 Y R i

AT B ERIE S E S i, 7l LLVE H
CZ-FA Tl CZ-S FOkirh , Fo S BRE R, 3R H8
B OGH, FLIRE /D s HP-FA il HP—S ik £ 5 0]
B, R Z AN FLBREZ ; YQ-FA Tk JL-F-4
TR BLBRIE ORI e eI 8%

60 plﬁ ; 60 pm,

BWs5 fRFEE)HEK SEM B
Fig. 5 SEM analysis of fly ash samples

WIS (AR AL AINIX 1) 5 B S R A
XK PC Sl W AAG TR B IR 22 52 K00 1) 33K SR
FMOCIHECE , 1 CZ-FA il YQ-FA E %P1, PC #%
BRI 15 0 BRI JIURE 2 T A 25 Hh B L B Fn 2
SERET P SIS R OR % Sl W2 § 2 UiE A A
HHERIE R R 23 O 250, W R P R R 5 1< B Sk B
BRI W KA AR R T R X RS
KB YRR FR AT DG, B IR BE LT, 1 000 C LA
R AR 430 Tk R YA H IS T LR i IR
2R 1A B Z LI 2R, X 5 8RB BT LA K ok
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fil, TS A5 1T AL O, BRI

3 & i

1) FatP S PC OB RE IR Al = 2 BN ) AR 4 g
SEPETUR R MR/ | S5 TCRH 2 A §03 Ao 20 X o R AR



BLARTTAF B T OUXTARIRE L | b B R P 1 52 T

2017 427 6

SEMAE T, JCIe A S 0 W A A B O
SRR M A X 51, EELJEF PC OWEFB 5
CFB SRR RN Fp ISR

2)PC WFB BB F CEB By MR L, 7800
eSS0 P2 B R ORI, i 2 8k K
FEG Y NBRAT T CFB MK T 1) 5t Sl A
(Si0,) A (CaS0, ) \ARERW (Fe,05) FIA A1 JK
(Ca0) %,

3)PC WFB f o B K 2 52 K] 1 BRI S50k
FEGIE R, 045 BRIY J0R 26 it 2 Hh AL B A
SUR, FLE 0 BRI 06 9 AL ZE 35 BT/ NI BROE 50K
BRI UL Ry 23 0o 5 46, WEB ARy 8 K B8 S B & 5 i
CFB 830 By IO 53, 22 AN KLU AR:
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