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Abstract : Mercury emissions from coal—fired boilers have been the largest anthropogenic source of mercury pollution in China. With the
characteristics of neurotoxicity, atmospheric mobility and bioaccumulation,, mercury brings a serious harm to the natural environment and
human health,,which has aroused a worldwide concern. At present, mercury control is mainly based on the synergistic removal techniques
by utilizing the conventional air pollution control devices (APCDs) in China’s coal-fired power plants ( CFPPs). Along with accomplish-
ment of the "near—zero emissions" target, mercury emission limits for the flue gas,fly ash and waste water in power plant will be further
tightened. This paper firstly summarizes the current status of rapid update of atmospheric emission standards for mercury pollutants from
CFPPs in China,and points out that it is necessary to carry out the deeper mercury removal for coal—fired boiler systems in response to in-
creasingly stringent mercury emission limits. Secondly, the technologies progress in the flue gas mercury measurement is introduced to meet
the requirement of atmospheric mercury monitoring and regulation. Thirdly,the removal technologies for mercury from coal combustion are
reviewed , especially the research progress in techniques regarding mercury removal by APCDs and flue gas sorbent injection. The develop-
ment trend of new mercury removal adsorbents is proposed. Fourthly,the removal effect of ultra—low emission retrofit implemented in CF-
PPs in China on mercury emission reduction has been discussed. Finally,a prospective mercury removal research topic is proposed consid-
ering the problems existed in current mercury removal techniques,which aims to provide a scientific reference for the realization of “near—
zero mercury emission” and the stabilization of mercury in coal combustion by—products in CFPPs.
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Table 1 Mercury emission limits for newly built
(81

T

coal—fired power plants

P He PR ] ﬁl:ﬁﬁzliﬁﬁ/

(kg+ (TW-h)™")  (mg-m™)
AR 9 0. 007
UARE (P /K B >635 mm/a) 30 0. 020
YHAME (FE7K B <635 mm/a) 44 0. 035
Ty 80 0. 060
JEAEA 7.3 0. 006

T8 IE T 2004 AFBEIT T (R BURBE R E %)
(GFAVO) ,HLE T KM RS ) SR A HE T R AFL, BTk B
HALG i H B HECAR T35S 0. 03 mg/m® ™,

2

K2 MERIFTEREBR RAMBRE™

Table 2 Mercury emission limits for new coal—fired

power plants in Canada'®

R BRI/ (kg + (TW - h) ™) HEBRME/ (mg - m™)

S 3 0.002 3
i 8 0. 006 2
[P 15 0.0116
TRARE 3 0.002 3

AR AR IR R T, W B N S TR Y
H fi %Ak, 70 ] 15 B2 2 AR AORHERC 45561, I
AR T — Z 50 4 B P 0 M 7 0 HE RORR L 2015
1A 1 HRSEHE R KR RKATE Y HE bR 1
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HRM K H R,

2 ASRIRER

Wt e Pl B PR T 1 o HIE B 4 M A8 T BE A A
SR, BB P R ol e B8 7 28 M 52 A O 40T 4 R
Yyda KIS R % F T B0 =R s i3 45 1
PP R A I, M AORTE 2R I e 4 LT 42
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Fig. 1 Diagram of OHM sampling system
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Fig. 2 Diagram of EPA Method 30B sampling device
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Fig. 4 Diagram of Hg—CEMS sampling system
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Fig. 5 Schematic diagram of Hg—CEMS
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Table 3 Comparison of three methods for Hg** conversion

[26-27]

etk Tl 79 B
Ml Id Itk NIC SGM-8 ARSI R, 5 OHM W15 B2 = TARER, WA TR E AR B, T 258

Durag HM-1400TR
bk Thermo
Je Sl SCS-900Hg

TR TR ISR Tekran 3300

AR 1 E R A

T AREARR R, T 2R
FMEALIF FE

HEAL TR P K A AT B, AR S UG sl e A
ES2

e ARG T AT TR 5

VB R G, R M L B O R 3k
e85 FE S AL BRI A TN AT AT A, FEHCR A N A I
WOUE (I TIE k) B, REAEREA
TR S B 25 A Ak i A 5% b 50 IR AL
i He™ (40 HeCl,) % T 7K, He™ F1 He” B %
B, PP 2 TR B AR R TE 180 C, RS Mk A
AL BB TC 5 1 Se 20 i SK o B8 2 B R R AR
(A R B 2 =0, Y R SR AR RUR 225 ikt
UE 5 AT EHTT

4)FRAFHTAL . R 3 BT AS I 5 5T 0 2 AR <
Hr R i, SR AT T 7k BRI 2 R TR
iR (CVAAS) (&K F55 CVAFS 454 54820

4

MZ OGS TE (UV-DOAS) %

S)EHERLTE, AR UR HE T 2 — SR He/
e B0, — i PR 22 W 2R 6 4 f oA
AT e P R 5 — b R A £ 7 2 M
FRCRE 10 AR IERE AT R

6) BHE R AR R A H B TT, B R R G i
SR O RS, SRR R4 ARk A
T AR 3 S TG, MR TR S R B

KH Hg—CEMS A7 WEM AT DLSE I 3R A5 1% 212
(IR OB, ELTE AR BRI SR R W | LA 0
W1 5 He R Hg™ [RIN WSS 00 . (0 RS 2
P A I P P | L A 0 5, PR %)y



BERAR A R ORHEI S B AR S

www.chinacaj.net

2019 455 2 #

" FH I T R A P R HE R
2.4 OHM, 30B 5 Hg-CEMS X}tt

IR B R R AR W O3 1 i AR 30B A SR Al
RV SR PR AN SRR, N T MR
HLJ 660 MW MEARHEHLAL(E 6) AR IE SR E
P HREINE, JF 5 OHM #47X%F L, 7E 100% BMCR
F175% BMCR PIRMHILLE A f 5540, R E B PR AL
W E (SCR) H L SCR J&5 i HLBR 2R 2% (ESP) J&5 |
TR SR 2 B (WEFGD) S 8 2 e B 2 2
(WESP) JG 1 5 A HURE SR A7 M ASOK ] i BORE | DA
PR R L TR I R S5 R LR 4

Exhaust
Flue Gas
~ Hg(g)
Hg(g) in Flue Gas
in Flue Gas
Hg in i
Coal [Boiler| @ HEGE D
— @ E
O WESP
i fly ash ind "
fig gypsum and slurry
bottom ash

E6 660 MW JRI |~ R EBUR & A7
Fig. 6 Distribution of mercury sampling point in the
660 MW coal-fired power plant

%4 EPA Method 30B #1 OHM Rillit & R Lk 3¢
Table 4 Comparison of mercury test results between EPA Method 30B and OHM

) 100% BMCR 75% BMCR
W -3 -3 > -3 -3 ~
Cyop/ (g + Nm™) Coun/ (g - Nm™) XM 2E/ % Cyop/ (g - Nm™) Coun/ (g - Nm™)  AAXHMi2E/ %
A 13.21 12.63 4. 60 10. 02 9.42 6.39
B 11.59 12.31 5.88 9. 88 10. 38 4.75
C 6.17 5.71 8.38 6.72 7.18 6.43
D 3.76 4.10 8.36 3.28 3.55 7.62
E 0. 65 0. 80 18. 69 1.54 1.41 9.35
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Table 5 Comparison of different chlorine addition
[38]

schemes
SAREIN I =X A X5 T B LES
S A HCl/Cl, =1 M It
SRR T = 5 R
AR ] 1% 5 I

TR AR TS N )R B R A — £ % A% i
T SCR ESP FHAH W AL AT 600 MW R HEHLZH
R PSS SR RO B3 . AR B EL AR
L 4x107° P8R P IR 2 AT A 64% |, SOR ¥
HIFRIK 80% s £ M 12x107° R, S I R 3T 88% .
Zhao %1 HE 6 kW CFB /NI B BR B2 IR 46205 5 | 3k
AR ERAN 0.3% NH,Br X5, & PR H He A
He & s ¥/ He & & W F 300, He F b ik
78.85% . VEALIR NI MR A BARCR R A
IR BRSO, B2 B T
3.3 BSMEK
3.3.1 APCDs ¥ F it &

BEPEPE AL R B (SCR) REAR HE M P HE'
] He™ PFEAL A R F R b R BB . BIFST
T R R, e 28 SCR ML) HH < He™
FE N 30% ~98% P IR FH G KRS HI A e
He #t ol 0 ~26% ', #E SCR R H, A
HCI F i Fh i A B T He B4k, i NH, 240
Hg" HSEALT ) FE 8 g 2%, SCR B4 A AN
WO AR RS He & s 40% ~ 60% B E 2% ~
129% ", FEIRIGEAL ) R R B SR WFGD Al SCR &
Giit AR MR A AR Tk 00% T B AR
JBRAE . O A 2% R BB AT, LA SR ORI ik
90% L) L

TR 35 ) B (PCD) % AU G FF A ESP,
SR R 5 SR R A BLAVE T, 8 358 43 5 W o 72
RIRFRA, 5 €K — AR ORL Py s ) e A, [
B, RRGHEA B He A — I RBRE T, 98
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= ICR (information collection request) HG0 -4
B A E R 2D B (CS—ESP) A # e [ 2 2%
(HS-ESP) Fll FF B9~ V-2 K 580 53 510 27% 4%
F158% , Ho He JIT i 0 % 53 51 R 47% L 66% FlI
23% , PCD Xk Joe KH 5 5 57 0 JE HE 5 %) 00 05K L
B AR S R ASCR . ESP X o 4 5 B4 A 1 BH /N
F FF, EE L TAE FF 2558 g 4% % m e sl i
B 5REEAEIHEER

TR RS B (WFGD) XA Ay Al s He™
HAB B BT AR TR He
PR R B 2% . 4 DOE 1 EPRI A H 3t ) gt
ZER WFGD X 00 A P 8 oK 1 B BR R A 10% ~
80% 12 JHA P KK HCL R NO, ¥4 5%mi He? #
bR He B 564k %, [a] B L 52 . WRGD (1% i 5K B
F11 GRS Y He B h
Heg™ , 24 He™ SRS oR B9 R ZAFAEIE ), WRGD
MBRRACE SR KEED BEREED X2 &
500 MW BERYER b ECE B WFGD #E47 T 3Lz i,
5 QLR WY, WEGD X M8 < He™ B B % 2 7] 3k
89.24% ~99. 1% ; 3 I BLAR H W AR AR R L,
FIFHE WEGD XF Hg™ BB BRRCR ; WEGD X 41,
T ORI B AT 3k 50% L) b, Tam ZE x
B 8 ALY BRARE F T EAT T R HE O B 1 20 1
R, 25 R, WA P He' W & i, WRGD X
He®* 19 W B3 2% 15 90% 72 4, 8 H ok JiE %5 A%
iF, WFGD X H B BRVE AN &
3.3.2 EMRHHEEK

T MBI TR (ACT) 2R ) e ik
RN R A, R ZCRAE 90% LA L, FESR I 2 Tl g
22 e IR H s A SO 30 A e, T e A R A I B A
R R e 1A W I 70 i I — [ A A 4 4 il 4
B (FF 3¢ ESP) ARGzl B, 3 EH & 885
P R RO AR A 5 e BB R B AR, B AL T Rk AR
BATHBE, B ZE 2010 4E 6 A, EEE&H 169 414
S 2 e 1 R e P il e B Horh 155 A~ 2
ACT AR 5 BT M Je I S5 e 7 5 A 1) % e 2
DI T SER =T R AR R T R EIE AT 3 Ay
B, SCE ST S R [ R X R SR W B R )
PEREVEATITANY, IR B 25 583 1 i B 45 P Ak oo vk
TN IR A W B BTN S R TR R A A I R
TSR TR R R R E SR TR S
YA EANE B A TR R
PRI e B, A5 400 B 70) 78 A0 38 % 5K A O 3l T
B, Serre 2SI HE—ANL S N f %2 T AR R
M I 8 R I B, 205 SR 2 P YRR A, W

FRPRLAR N | 452 B I AR | 7o HE oK M )
IR L IR, L 3R B0 W B o e A2 A B4 A R R 4K
/N, Sjostrom 25 FERLLUMRE W 2R 48 IR T s
BRAR LI AT A [ 355 25 X i 1) W R B,
PR RS0 A5 B )2 532 W o IR R ) 2 A St
# ., Ghorishi 45 P T 50 PE I 1k 5 19 JBE 6
AE , 7158 iU =S Bt g e, AT 17— R 3 1
AR R s Y ok i, KA R 3k 6
R 6 ACIBARTE 7 M IAE B IERBER MK 2 R
Table 6 Mercury removal test results of ACI technology

in 7 coal-fired power stations

WE BURE WU

S5 R Fo o (mg + m) 21
JE SRR AR FF 94 8.01 IR
HEE S R CS-ESP 70 64. 11 ER
HE AR A HS-ESP >80 102. 58 ER
TR R CS-ESP 90 48.08 %

RIRGEL cs >90 48.08 ER
RIR LS (o 89 78. 54 IR
P A A FF 87 8.01 SRR
VA SD/FF 82 <28.85 IR
b SD/FF 95 24.04 ER
Fipus CS-ESP 70 24. 04 IR

5 [ (R IR A SR TR A S R A i ) R A
TERRIE L SEBUR LA 17, TR EE R ARE e T 0 A
SRBL B FER FH APCDs BRI BERR B A, H i A&
FRRIE TR AR Y LT R AU R BEAR B ke 5%
] PR 2 3 R T 4% B SR R B R A R M T 5 A A
R R I SRR G A o 7 D 1= N <9 C S /3
ZelB] SR AR B BF 5 A v AR N R 5
B R AR T TR T BB A A
PR A 1 W S R IR I g A 5 T, Taa
AL A AR 3 FH i R A3 v R R AL A
T Wy J3 B AR Sy I 5 2 o 550 [ 7 PR X6 S MR o e
PEVEATRIF S, 25 3B X BRI BR300 1 71k 2 i
Pn] i E BR  L R P RE R DA A I
IREFHE (ACF ) A TRAREIR S A 15, & B ACF Xf
KA RAT A sk S L 4R L B AU RE AT Bk
Gyt He” g Bt A B R PR, RS 1
SR T A IR T SR ) e AR
AT PRI SR I R R, 45 SR 2 A W o 5 e S K
J SR R o AT A R R I T ek
PETCIR 8 S B TR 1k B, 5 SR 3 B, RO L WG B9 o
SR 2 — Pl R AR AL A RS ZE AT APCDs 11
SRl AR HEOR B K 30% ~50% , 25 A IR R
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KT5% ~90% .

H AR AR ) 2R B APCDs ) i K
FR Bl RHER R AE ) 3 — 25 B A, R )R
JE 52 o 5500 W% S35 1 73 B A g W b SR R e a e, A
JiRE L R85 AP O R R 04 A A R R AR
ST RFEAR KSR B8 1
3.4 HTEYRE R W B 5
3.4.1 £URE

REAVRRRE SO 0 M e ) A 7 BLAR D8 D HE T T &
AP I A R o 702 R R O B B AR 1) & R el
YRR ORI IZ AR LR A
Rt 20 At T AT M RB R R 1 5 SR R B 551
Zhu %V BF5¢ T HBr NH,Br . CaBr, . (NH, ),S0, fil
NH, OH Bl H:Ag e £ %0 oK 1 B BRPE R, 45 R £,
R R BB FE i AR, Li ATROR
JH NH,Br NH, Cl \NH, I SCPEREAERE R AT T
SRR IS , 25 R 2B, 31X 3 b p 28 2otk I B 5l 1)
A R 25 B M e BIMIAR I O NHLI(7 643.1 pg/g) >
NH,Br(842.0 wg/g)> NH,CI(365.3 wg/g) , Vi pi
FUCPE R R T AR AR R T RE
3.4.2 tk

BRI T ROBRAR /N B A, A B 1AL
BRZE A R TR | B 5 2 Fh B 08 Ak S Ak oK T
()& B AL S WAL oy, V8 R — P i AE 1 = U
SRR Z W™ RO 32 A R AR
TCHLE M4, T Fe, 0, . Si0, FIJE/K A7 %, Dun-
ham 265G KB, 2 Sl A0 B 25 46 1 SR AL R TR AR
PR TEPEY I, O 2 1 A BEAL AR XT He® A9
G BFF LA B, A RCPE TROR R R IR BSR4
1% AR 24 B T AR A O T | AR e S
KR, Maroto—Valer %5 % fF 55 K& B, KK 16 /)
F A E R P A A R T4 v R i IR g
TR, MO R RO T SR B B IR R T
74.34% ,

3.4.3 SEFHA

WRIKER I T T R P18 45 R 28 49 okt = 248 Tt
#4245 CaO . Ca(OH), . CaCO, ., CaSO, - 2H,0 %,
Ghorishi %' B 77 R W], A5 I5H )5 (U Ca(OH),)
X} HeCl, FIMER5CR AT 1k 85% (HX He® i BRaRiR
1i%,80, FFAER AU N 18% . AT #EFT 41 FI 2 £y
TR AR AR SRR S T BR He® 5, 45
RFEW, TC S0, BF,3 Ry B X He' Y W B 2% 3 A
151350, FATERT X He” MR ERACRIG N 15% ~20% ,
FLE R TR W, B g BRI % Hg™ HA —

8

FE R FERE 7, (EEXT T He” MBRECR AR
3.4.4 7 AR A

WY R B T B A SR AR AR %
PREETC 0 S0 500 TR A SO ok 5
FEAREW A EA =S i ekt RERRE
WREFYES . Morency 2550 %6k 2 Fh KR b 47 BE 47 1 5K
FRPERFSE, 45 R R W], ORI R AR Rl 5 W A/ oKk L3
KT B E R, Jurng 260 7 [ 2 RAS U IR 56
B LW T I T R RN ACRE R X R Y
BRIERE , 25 2B, 1s N, W A0 RN RSV 1 X605k B O 5%
BRL R 50% 5 T M e R R £ X5 5R 18 T BR &%
F£0.5 s WAGAZY 100% , AEEEHT BF5E T kA .
R = Fng Ay DL R Ak 22 e R S SR W B, 4
WUPESE 3 A A i 4 R RO FoF ) B o 114 T B fiE
TR e R A R 500 %o R AR AR Ok B
A B BRAE T, 38 5 2 oo v B 6% 52 o L Ok
et

4 BIRHMSREHE

4.1 BRHBEZEH#RR

EET 2011 45 A 3 HAUA AR KR
15 G HEBCSRAE R 2 B 4 BR 0 e ™ b e, BIVIR 242 |
TR A A AR HE O BE Ay AN T 123
136.1.95.3 mg/m’" | & [E [ FZ AR ERT 2011
T H29 HIER KA 7 IRE“ L BH™" i
KRATTRDHERARME) (GB 13223—2011) , ER AR
SN 2014 4E 7 H 1 HEETM A 30 mg/m’
TAARER 200 mg/m®  EE ALY 100 mg/m’ TR K H:
AW HERFR A 0. 03 mg/m® IFRAES . 2014 4
9 H Bk REEZ PR ORI | K 6E I Jm Bk
Al A T CHREA T REIHEA S s T i)
(2014—2020 4F) )1 BER AR 0 i DX B AR 4 ri
BLER B R0 G R TIOR B2 B AR TR BIR P
HERCRAE (BB ARHR) | 78 R e 48 5 1 6% 1Y 251
T A AR A HE O BE A AN T
10,3550 mg/m’ , —SEHLAL K RUPRAFEAIL 21 2 O ok i
JEBELRFNZ R, el WL, 5 95 E IR T
15 I HECR AR Eb , B 1 BUSEAT A5 Y 4 A A HE
JHURRE 4 SO, (NO, K 2B HE il BR (R34 BH (g ¢
ik, 2015 4F 12 H FE 58 & A i 4 1 SE R B He T
B ARHEOR RE ks TR 28) il 112020 4,
[ AT 248 s S R BRI L ) ) 4 SRR AR HE
T, N AR AR DX A b DX R e S A ] 43 1)
PERTE 2017 4F A1 2018 4E ) 2013 4400 151/ 45 P
HLJ 300 MW BRAEHLAL R 2 H B 42 2% 1E 4% 02, A
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A TR B R HE BB AR E A 4 1 S0 B B, K 4%
I M TR HRTE T0% LU L R T AT
MG, HurkEiE 57 r R o Bl
TSR B A R A
4.2 FBIRHERMB AR X R B E BB

Bt Xt R RS B IS HE A PR AE 225K, & &
G AR FIAEXTH AL (SO, F1 NO, B fIRHE 4%
AT TR R 59, HATBE ) 18
TCHE B A B 35 2 L T 2R e i m i B4k
WA LR A, X6 R () I R R B A 3] K A VA
BUR
4.2.1 HhlEg

TR E BRI ) DL PR 28 | Bl PR AR R
() H BT A , bR 2R SR SR R B g, bR T 3 e
YRR EAR R AR WAER T2 A, TR
LR 2 2 ELA AL R S R B2 ke iy ik 3
IR A B i R T A S AT 2 IR
T RIS, B B bR A AR A 45 4
SR R O RLYR RS S B AR ARG TR FEL R T
T BER B, T BRAS i THRITI K7
'Rk RN T 2.5 pm HE TR R
FEANPURH RG4S/ AR AR E AR 1B
FL B 2 AR AR I T, AS A8 T X 8 440 0 420 1) 4
PR OISR T e BB R R B BE S
4.2.2 JimEE

VT B AR H R T SR B b R N
I BIER T2, LB S0R AT 35 99% , HA i 47 771

P S/ RPN ¢ ¥ B VR e - 119 N Dt 7/ I NG
RIS, BAE G A KA — A B L B ek L
ARACHERRBR A, AR ) DR M ER T Mg
BOAHAR PEREIE SR IR AR USRI AR /W%
MAEAFAR R PR A | FE RIS AR | I
— AR AL 3% 24 YR 2 v T R S i AR I HE
AR MO, XA KA WA (L/G) pH (T
FEHET T 2T TR Rtk , KR4 & T AR A
UG ) WRGD AR T 2 XA He™ B Bk
e 3] B A
4.2.3 W% E

IR T AR AR A R T LUIE NO, &
1R 5 IR SBAEABZE G PR R B2 1% T2 HOR A,
S S O S SR O R € e | S A % S
(SNCR) .SCR F11 SNCR-SCR B & i fiti i A, Hodr L)
FRLSCR AR R E, “+ T H R ERE AT
Fl A 3 0% v 06 30T, H AT 90% LA B R B ML 4 R
FH SCR M fiti%s & ml SCR $4CH R SCR 7] [
B AR P He', 3548 = A He™ 141
b3 T HE 0 T IR 22l BB T 2% SR i B
Y&
4.2.4 AR R o REHK

BRI B AR HE R AR T, S B B | A
PRI R FH A8 15 28 FIBI R ARG IH SR 4 i — 25 ik
bREA WEER ., £ 7 WBAGHER S S5 36
BB Y B I R SRR

®7 BRENESFAMEHNEENS LA EBERERD

Table 7 Co-removal effects of some ultra—low emission APCDs

[96]

R PM NO, S0, S0, Hg

, BRI A R ) peremsesnong  H/be (e NH, IS0, BPER 4 Mg B e H

SCR ipae NO, JRBRELRZ 90%  FoMHEAL N SO, I g

o W M B O, B BRSO, TR RFEAG, 5T B
R e A1 oo, i so, iU

“ B LG K0 TORSE R T IO IR 3B SO, 107 VURE R 2R 100 SO, .

JE SN B ’ 3 : NSNS 4
IIRBEIEER  pene, ook N0, BURE  yshumin W et PRI
ASGRAE R LG AR AR AT B 1 IR

1 BB P I e U5 M I e

WFGD T RO IR: TR EE FBUBER SO, P S Hed
\ v TEREE TR S0, SULE BRI S0, ¥ RGN,  He R
Wit X PM et A 2 : g Ui
NS HRRCER o, B e A R

Zheng 55T 5T T HBARHE L bR 248 R Ge X R K
HoAth 75 e Wy HETBC R 5, 45 R R BT IR IR R
b (LLT-ESP) FIHL 4% 5 20 2% (EFF) % Hg 1
J B AE 7 b %3 CS-ESP K, LLT-ESP #l EFF X}

Hg HY#Ei% %N 0. 8% ~36. 1% , i CS-ESP Xf Hg
B A K 42. 1% ~90. 6% , 181t Bz IR R AR 40
BRI 40, SC T4 BT, ESP %o oK I 6 LA B B 1E
LLT-ESP FIRA F EE AU He Z3BRA B 2 19
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$25 %

PSR, i X SO, K HiAth R 2 o0 R HE # A
B BRAE .

AR AES RS 1 000 MW S ER I FLA AL
20 A RBARHE A & AT T R, 25 R o, AR HE
TR 5 AR BRI T 13. 9% , 32 B JF R 2 A
KRS EE T Ak, HS L 6 #2 &
153% ., SCR SZMR R (Y IE 28 43 A1, (HAR Bl A8 B0k &
, E A TOURF T SCR % He® 1484k, A% HE
P Het LG8 K ESP AT KRR He W,
AR T EHRMEE, WEGD %S AHH Hg™ A4 i B3
BRI % He® JCEBRACR , HL R F A R kX5

A3 He™* (b JEAE I WEGD % 4% 10 Y He® e
TF.

PAEEE AT E 1 B R Ts e AR HE
SR PR AR B 22, BIR FH AP NI AUABE (LNB) +1i%
I8 W% (LTE) +ESP +LTE + 5 2% WFGD ( = 2% [%:
%) +WESP (R HEMAR ) , R AL 8 frst™,
K EPA Method 30B Fl1 Hg— CEMS X i% “ 8 {1% HE
" F GE K Y ok HE ARk BE AL 0.51 ~ 1.45
weg/m’ , Ik 30 36 [ H AT R 0 0 SOmE S P A
K ZR G R HE SO JE o ORISR SIC it o APRHE
MG HE R T APCDs BBEA DR RIBERECR )

M4 80, . NO,
KB HTL
BrLtK

" L

o

i > —

i

[ G i S A/ +3 EVE ] L TN il

fIE b SCR REAES Edibpd GRS ®ERR dkrAdss SURE

B8 btk B B AR AR HE A R U MR B

Fig. 8 Shenhua Group’s "ultra-low emission" principle technical route

Zhao %1V SR OHM BURE 71 WL & DR A
AR KR A SRR 8 8 (I HE LA AT 22 a5 ) B 458 3
OREURE S5 53R M & e 0 He i HERCE K Y
38.95% ,J& He™ M2 13 i%,45.47% 1) He’ 7€ SCR
BB PR He™ J5 8 WFGD JiiBRk, #£ APCDs
ARG, BORW L BRF MK B/MRIK N WEGD >
ESP > WESP, % 4h, f£ WFGD F1 WESP & 7K il
P04 R e 3 L A K R 5% 19 AL 1H 0. 001 mg/ L, X
WFGD \WESP HEUE K H iR & 45 T B AL,

Zhang %1% 55t B R AR HEBOBR i TR B4 HE
FOFERS R SEAT T WF 5T, 8907 R4 [ 4 1R A<
U BE Ay K 4.46 ~5.17 pe/m® H10.51 ~1.22
pg/m’ , SCR+LTE+ESP+WFGD+WESP £ 45 1) J<,
BREBRF N 88.5% ~89.6% , WIKHEM R G T
1R T A S, A RIS T i) o 5 R 08 )
VISR 70% 35K 5 30% , HARHERGE 5%
PREEL T IR AR HE AR 0. 39 ~0. 81 ¢/TJ, Ik
FHGERTAY 2. 18 ~2.34 ¢/TJ,

St 5 R I HE il ek v X SR 1 5 i, R i
ZEUOINE 300 MW ME I A SR FRER AL A s iy
FNCE J5 43 S HEA TR BURE 25 e I B A HE s ki
T o8 HE M BE R 1.87 pe/m’, B S K 0.46
pe/m’ . EARHEEGE FT,35. 0% W RIEAE T K,

10

29. 5% [IFRAFAE T A8 ,35. 4% BYR WA ZHEH
MU 5 ,36. 1% ORIAAE T K ,55. 2% B RAFTE T
AET,8. 7% MR M EHEH L, BRI
AR HE Rl 2l s A R X6 SR B PR R AR

5 THIEMERRMR

5.1 W 4R oR R B3I

A R R A S5 3 e B O R LA T R
P AR T o e B T 3 M e, R T SR, AR 7 AR
At BRI T BRI B, B, AR
U7 R ARG | i 80 mT P 194 R 5 R o 5] Ay 40
A SR e AR WL B R BRI PR T PR

Bt 4B AT 50K R AR RS RO, B R Y B R
RE T A0 1 AT P AR (H A 5, Ballestero Fl
Tzquierdo 25 ™70 Au B 1 7E 6 M R 3 T R AT R
W BRI A 3 25 SR R B £E 120 “C A 1T He” &
JEH 200 pe/m® BYSRAETT, Au/dl TR HAA KA
IR IR RS 5 WA B AR08 A RS R ZEAIR T 220 C B, W
BAF A5 SR B 5 4 B IS B BR R0 A9 PR A, T A0
LA Fey O, —Ag 44K UKL AT Sy 1158 o8¢ W B 570 32047 bt oK
AR B RACR N 90% |, H. 22 U FAE e Hi R
PEREAAS , IHEA RAFRIREYE S IR 73 8

FH LG 5% 4 Jm W B ), B 4 )i S & e i e
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iR RN I A R LSRN R i S A =
LB R AR, Zeng 2517 FIHIRIE & 8 T H AR AL
PR 3 VT IE A 1Y FeMnO, 6 55 W [ 50 B A 7]
A ZARTE S B T AL B P2 R 1) AR SR RE TR Kb
AL He' J5 Mn M 25 M BRGS0 2R 06, I KK
AT AL A v A, DT SR B R A A
O SRS 5 A A5 M, 0, /AL O, MR B 51, 32
MO oA MR EE FEAE HER
Mn**/(Mn*" +Mn**) & BB, Yao "™ BF5E T
y—AL, 0, 28 AU 4 35 W% 590 0% BT A 0 20 R 1
RE , G5 SR I , IH AR 0 TR, 1 i 2 1 s 0 4 STk
) (MnO, ) AR 4R E ALY (Mn, 0, ) IR J5FE 4L,
IS RRANTT 3, 33 2 67 28 0 A 5 R RS 351 AP A R i
(L, Scale ") 71 53 MR B 7 A4 2 11 B —
JZLL y=AL O, MR A AW, 76 500 C ST
TR 28 22 YR PR I W R 590 58 SR 1 BE A BRI
Ozaki" "' F1 5% 2% 4l 451> SR AR P TH I 125 K Wi
He' 1) FeS, JEATHUBLFHALE , & B He' 7F FeS, Ffi
FHLL B-HeS JEAAFLE 400 C AT UM, He 4
HRAT R MR A 100%

HH B 5 4 AR RS ok U 4 TR SR B
) B8 1A T A B A VR R 390 AR AR, EL IS R
PR TR ol P 18 58, i A S AT A4 I 5 TR R 5
o ey
5.2 WFGD %ifk He' BB

WF5E 2R, WFGD Wi 5 v, He® #E SO A
SIREFIREERT 57450 He' B B
S Al WRGD 58 5 He® W T,

WEFGD JBLAT ST K P RE I 32 J R R P R
SYRORENR , BRAGEE R R, RIA pH (AR,
SR He™ v B H Bt At [a] A 2E 4 52 R a3, & pH
EAPET, He® MR BT B B B AT pH (IR
T 5 B B VR ) T o, BB SR I g PR

WA SOT M4 J8 PHE X He” 5Bk
HAEERW, He® PR S A He fl SO3
TERL HeS(IV) 2554, HeS (IV) 45 & W) 2 53 i BT
H He”  He” PR HOH R B 28 SOT e BE (4 7 v
MR RMEEE RS T WRGD H 48
B TR BN He® PRSP (1 R i LA, 32 B4 4G
Ca’ Mg™  Fe’* Mn’ %, Hivp Ca™ 1 Mg™ B T
5802 B RMEV 9 CaSO, B MgSO, , ffi SO ¥ i
BEAR; 1M Fe®*2 Mn™ AT B4 5 He™ KA IR B,
Tk He” PR IGH R

WEFGD £ = &P AL B BR He™ it F v, [ B
&4 He WIFRE, PR, Wl WFGD JBE 6 2K i
HI He” PRI I 0380 B R B IR A
5.3 WFGD PRI EN

Lee 2SR TPD J5 i M58 T 26 BB 41
A M b R BB &, 2 B0 3 22 2L HeCl, #1
Hg,Cl, 3, Rallo 27 R TPD J5 i % FH HEZF 2
PGB AT B R BIE AT T HRSE, 5 R R —A>
FEFH HeS, 7 —AEEHR HeCl,, Liu R
TPD J7ikxt Z2 A~ [ B A A 7 Hh iR T S 58 &
B, oK 1) E 2 A7 E 20 HeS | HeCl, | Hg,Cl, , HgO
M HgSO, . Sui 2" Xt e 6% 44 75 B9 TPD f 5% th 2%
B, Hod 509% LA F R DL HeS I R AFEAE, R i ib 77
TE—Em il Hg,Cl, .HgCl, .HgO 1 HgSO, , Rumayor
SRV 4 ASVEHE A B AR AR S B TPD A ST A
N HAOR F DL HeS WA AEAE, RtL, BB A1 5
TP ORINESFEREES

BB A R HeCL, , AT RESRIE T AT 3 4
D7 W B AR AT A B UKL 2R T Y HeCl, 3 @ 7E
IR A7 B R PR Ay J S e A i L (AT ok
) HeCl, ;B BLsiAa H K i# g HeCl,, HeS
W3k A7 E T A BRSO
AAETE ST, Blythe 551V BF 58 K0, A A0 B S
W) SO wl & AR Ak I AR R 87, HLZ O N RE A
ORI A K HeS, HeS WM FE AR, 2 MV I it
VE L ARHE T SOT WAk N K B ) TTCVE RN B
P HU A B HeS BIE AL,

RUETE AR R 2061 HeS 58N WL AR
JE W HeS FAETEAS  (HAT A1 8 ) HeS F 2R
O HeS, R B R B 7E BRI EE T UTvE [ i
=) F O B HeS '™ i R IC K Ak WL
PRI (5 HeS AR i AR A B & A — 2 i
MEITE

TR A7 B R T 4 R R T oK TT RE R R T
HgS \HeCl, F1 Hg,Cl, H B 43 4= i) He , 1] B
K A WiRAE T He™ 550 S(IV) kAR R R
B, Wo 251 F Tang 251 B 5% i ] Hg™
FEWLR A BRI TP Re A S(IV) i i AR A He® .

WEGD i) £ 8 8 5 VR 85 K Jed 7l
AARE, ook S ARG W A AE SO0 7 1 oK T
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L) KA — A B B & K KT AR R )
(DL/T 997 ) /1, W I 5 7K i o8 1) e 1 HE R BR A
0.05 mg/L'"™" , WFGD J B 5 /K & 47 5K 1) £ Fif
A9, BRI, AR I 7K Hh R R R A Ak RS S BR
S FHEC A B AR I BB IR, iR
K HOR RS E A AL B R AL 4G LA th R vE v Ak
SEUUTED: A UIEE MR R B AR

AR R B 1) A SRR 3 JBE e 1
K BlE pH (T, K5 4R B I8 B 1Y
AR I 2 R SR ol v 4 i e i
WA P AR U R A R R I A T (4 B
e CansiAb o BRAL AN ST ) 5 He™ T8 OMER Y
HeS UL R ) B A Ve " BRI A
T A MUAE R IR T AT 5 R K R S A e S T
J AR BN T /K B B TR 4 B AR
EADUERE B, W U A UTE W) e 1 4 g S A
NG R pH B AR AT B R

SRAEORE A Rt R A S A K R OR S T 4
JRMEARIAIRE R B A UT0E R, DL R s
(DTCR) R EEA TR BT 5 7R 0 SE s v A 785 IO At P
Ko AL T 24,6~ S HAL < A
R CTMT) X 7R B F I 80R, 1He T TMT 9 H
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