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(1. B IMYE R EIAEE A8, BT 210023 2. WiV R0 M Tolk BEARDFSEBE, 730 215163)

P BRI HER 00 OB 1T DL S g W] R 45 IURLY) ( condensable particle matter, CPM ) 1 0] 1zt & Uk 97 ( filterable particle
matter, FPM). 381343 7 A B R HEBA S fB ) A9 Y2 75 B B (wet flue gas desulfurization, WFGD) # i [ FIE B BR 42 (wet
electrostatic precipitator, WESP) i FTHS 4 CPM F FPM [ SO;~ A1 NO; ¥RIE  #E7 13X 2 AR K 5 128 e 0 9 19 A8 1k
HA S ALERIE. 45 I7E WFGD RiJS, CPM HHAY SO;~ 1 NO; R B RRAR 34, HRR G RIU 2 31 43. 12% ~ 86. 84%
F117.99% ~91. 58%, Ifif FPM 1 SO;~ I NO; Vi B #. £ WESP Fi/o, CPM 11 SO;~ HI NO; ¥R B i s K%
JEFEST A 21. 05% ~ 424. 65% F113. 51% ~298. 37%, T FPM 1 SO;~ F1NO, Wk Z/NEH. 78 WFGD H | Bl 25 0L %
RFTI EE B 0, 8 53 CPM 2338 2o ¥ e A A SR AVE Rt — 2045 46 FPM; 7E WESP i TR — B TR . m i iy 5514, 4
SHPFEN SO, 5 NO, 456 /KR LA E AR IR N, ET e U EFE AR #E CPM H SO, - #1 NO; 4= k.

SRR MBS ORI (CPM) 5 MRIEBEME R S8 (WFGD) 5 JRHIBRZE RS (WESP) ; SO, ; NO; 5 Fefbhif

FESEE. X513 XTHEHFRIRG. A XEHES. 0250-3301(2021)10-4678-09 DOI; 10. 13227/j. hjkx. 202101097
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Conversion Characterizations of Sulfate Ion and Nltrate Ionr in Particulate Matt“er from

i ey 4
| 4

Coal-fired Power Plants _ . '
YANG Liu', HE Qing', SHENG Zhongvi'2* | | | % o Nf .

(1. School-of Enuronment Nan]lng Normal University ; Nanjmg 210023 Chm‘g.; “2.Suzhou Industrial Technoh)gy Research Insmute of Zhejiang University, Suzhot 215]63 .
ad § S P ' b y &
Abstract; The parllculate matfer enlltted from coal-fifed pomer pla.nts mcludes g:on'densable particulate maller C )and flllerable patticulate matter( FPM) By analyzing lﬁ(;
concentration of SOFand NO components of CPM and FPM.in the inlet/ ouflet of wet flue gas desu]funzatlon FGD) and the ouﬂet of wet electrostatic pleupllator( WESP)

from7 ultra-low emission coal-fired power plants, the V&rldt’OH s dr]d transformation characteristics were mvestlgdted The results showed that the concentration of 504 and
NO; ﬂf CPM. decreased after WFGD with reduction rates of 43. 1206 -86.84% ar),d 17.99%-91. 58%, respectively, which were différent from the conversion trend of FPM.

The concentrations of, SOi and NOz of CPM increased after WESP, with™ reduc.non rates of 21.05%-424. 65% and 13.51%-298. 37%, respectively, which were also
different ffom/that of FPM. In the WFGD system, CPM could be transformed i into FPM due via condensation and aggregation under the decreasing temperature and increasing
of humidity; of the flue gas. In the WESP system, SO, and NO, in the flue gas combine with water vapor in a redox reaction, which promotes the generation of SO; ~ and NO;
in CPM thrlough synergistic action.

Key words: condensable particle matter(CPM) ; wet flue gas desulfurization( WFGD) ; wet electrostatic precipitator( WESP) ; SOZ ™ ; NO; ; conversion characterizations
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IKIERS T2 PM, (LG i
J& SO MINO; SF/KIA MBS & 1 i PM, 5 B T
Woer FEFERRZ—"Y  HE R 6555 K
RGHMET  f) B SO, Al FPM %55 iS4 )
TEXR P R P B4 K L 190 A6 K s b s 10
TEZ%-Fi Aoy RIS W BRI P i K 3k

BTSN KR B T R 78 R

KL, W5 EEHLE SO, . NO; . NH, | CI™,
F~ K", Ca’" Mgl Na®iX 9 F/KiEMEEF.
F LT T AU 4 G AR b i HE i
TG00, B NO; | SO;~ A MURLY) h 3= 2L 1 7K s 1 15
T, 4350 i BVRL Y (total particle matter, TPM ) 7K %5
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ﬁﬁm R B I A HE A PM, & K
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K SO, FE KU kB o A e A 3R
NO, B HAEARR R 22 580K,

AN, A 252 B W TR 7k WA (wet flue gas
desulfurization, WFGD) FIVE HLER 2 (wet electrostatic
precipitator, WESP) X 5074 K 4 15 - 1 52
Wang 251" (il F 58 45ty WESP XF FPM Hf /K ¥ 7 59
TR BRACR B, 7R FT R ST L), X SO;~ Al
NO; 1Y 2% Bk 24 2 & 43 ) AT 3k 3 73.06% A
68. 54% . Liang %7 (55 13 X FPM, ¢ 94625
Bra i, e 2 51 AR SO~ Al Ca®* &9k WESP
AR B B S5 W5 8 A 20 Uk b
SO; ™ AMLUHIR 43 B 5 A G, R WFGD AR KK
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A19200 st CPM 5 FPM R LR I 1 B 1 1A N AE
KAWL, JETF 1, AN 8T T 7 A5
TRHEBREE R T WEGD F1 WESP Hi Ji () L5 K 5 1
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v L
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ﬁ}‘ﬁr‘:/%“‘ - "rllJ

e R 15 RIS g s , —
SIS Y RE MO0 /i 1,50, w7\ wn SKE L#
A S 1330 800 /1 5,060 1.9 /4 #f )3T 10 s B
M B 210 550 ¥/ 4 | 4700 23" & 35.5 8.80 TR
e, 220 /¥ S 4000 1.6 % # 35 / B
Wl 830 it 1200 #3867 o 2.0 27.6 Y901 ULTES
REL 4 630 800 7 3oes 1.5 37.6 10.49 B
i F % / 3900 1.55 30 11 B
TG 330 250 2619 1.2 20.0 28. 00 JHBE
%2 ATk WFGD 5§ WESP EXRER
Table 2 Basic information of the WFGD and WESP
IV
7
T A B C D E F G
B K R L L7
WFGD XU TS XU / B 3 / B SR
2ip o s g Sy CT
WESP e Biha O U R B S / e / S

RAE AL E AR SCHR[ 21 ], R 5%

SRR TR SEPRE BLARZE AL 8 T RS WEGD FiI
WESP HiJi SO;~ 1 NO; AUFEAL LA RFE A4
SE TR BBELA B CEPEER AT
FNRER 1 REE S 1 PR,
1.2 HESCRES S
1.2.1 HESCRETTE

A WF 5% MK B EPA Method 201A" 1 Method
2027 [ RS TORFEREE B EUE 2 PR,

SRR T TR RAT AR S5 b DA KR TE il B <
JHAGE T FPM SRR , ) TFPM 84l 46 T ok.

A2
E1 BRI T ERSA RIS RESEERE

Fig. 1
B IR R BER 2 SR B . Ky
CPM #lddi4E 2 2 A+, Horb wp 5 i kK
IR EAE 20 ~ 30°C , B A /DB o R vkl fE 10
CPM 3l b 15 B FE VS BE2E & J5 1) CPM JE R g 45,

JrebaAl L3

Schematic showing the control devices and sampling sites
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the sampling system
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mm BEHELF A L.

BUCRFERTE , WU A HTRE 217K FE O ke vk
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BB HEA I | AR IR AT v 1R (4 SO5) 7T R

X E S %LEJCE’JEE BEE=S f)u%mé%ﬂ’]ﬁéﬂﬁﬁh-é

WRE R 35 FPM.{FE% CPM & 5 | ﬁé@ ?MS«&
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A BT A1 ,@MJ‘
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Papii i éa\’“ri‘% éftFﬁﬁjT:Wﬂ%tPE’J%%%U“ﬁﬁ
M. §
3 B R IR B LA o AT AL o B K 0
FEE BRSSO A 10 mL B AGK I 25
OB TR K TR A R 3 YR, RO S B
] 47 2 min. S8 5 R BOR 5 B E O e, R LR
TR 45 B8 2l 7K 8 B ORI e 8 B U 2%
£ )RR ALK JE R ORI A 10 mL 1E C B 73
B, EE 3 K, & A8 2 Al K 8 B AE BURIE O b
T AL OR. BEAh, CPM B &l K v sk it 75 22 30
mL IECGEVEATUAE B, FE A 3 Ik, 155 CPM 21K
MVEAE U RN CPM 1F C %t e AR B
AHIGE O AR AR S R4 T ICHLA o B B T
3BT, Hoh FPM JC ML 43 Sk 8 2 7K 0l RS A O
CPM JCHLZH 3 Ay o 2 7K U M 2 B 0 8 27K o i
FEIUR AL FPM (948 MLAL 530 1F O o i T 3 B
TROFNIE O BE g AR OB 9 B F, CPM A HLAL 5 R iE
CL e e R R IF 8 o 9k 2 JBOR 1Y) S, A BILES
TEAMI T A3 7.
SO;” MINO, HE F @ikt iT /0, F
C AR, B 0.22 wm P8 B G E g B

a3 i 32 [E Dionex 23 A A2 57, H A5 4y 1CS-1100,
BIRTAESM . R ASLL- HC/AGll HC(2 mm)
BB 7 3% A /4% 4E F1 30 mmol - L ™" KOH B & 1
WRUEH, Horh BT ES ik UE W B RFC-30 + EGC KOH
Hah kA

BEAN , AAIF S A [ 254G 7 AR R s 11 Ak
I NO, W LA KRB ALY SO, e B, 46 7 3
Z: UL 3CHR[ 24,257,
1.3 e

R T PRI SE G 25 SR R e T B R R R
BT IR B | T RN % A T Y R
WA AT B AT S0 A0 e, TS A . DR R A
0 SRFEE , R R IR A AT, DRI R AR 5
IREE IR R EE VR B A5 — 3K, Hﬁ%’éﬁ%%%%um
SN R T DR X 0 P 3 S %) S ol

Iesh, K#H]L}ﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁ/fﬂ:ﬁT“m#ﬂﬁ
R TR FATE B\ RRENE S ST
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BEMII]. 4R 45 P o R APl it %ﬁulﬁfﬁlﬂﬂ%ﬁ
1K, aﬂ%m&@yl R1WAB7 IR 2R 2
Elai%azqﬁ"k”ji%mﬁ/\xﬁ%?ﬁ W Mﬁﬂﬁc#
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IR T 2R PEs I 5 00RO, OF B2 =5
A8 R LA I 0 ik 2% 970 P 3 (AR o o
FRAE Y 10% .
1.4 fXHE

[ i YR e 0B 1 i o AR v T B 5K
HH

¢ =c x[21 -¢(0,)]/[21 -¢'(0,)] (1)
o, ¢ AR R ES T 0B W B o SR
mgem 5 @(0,) Hl @' (0,) 53 hy S 4 5 A3k

{E/—‘/\ =N

A E,%.
2 RS54

2.1 SO;” F1NO; 7 WFGD HijJ& W (b FLAE
2.1.1 SO, MR LR

A5 HT T WEGD T, J&5 2 A RAE S A4k
CPM F11 FPM H1 SO; - ¥, €l 3 Fnldl 4 /R T 2
FPCRL I SO; ™ WeBERYARAL S L. 76 G H)
& CPM 3842 FPM , H: SO2™ ¥k /KEABIRAE , X 12
KR G LT BT FHE B B 53 AT, R B I R A< rh A
) SO, il SO, %/l

AN 3 W] LA ELET S CPM H SO; -
WHRESE (G ML T BR A ) 4300 5,493 ~ 26. 354
mg-m >l 1.023 ~4.569 mg-m *. PEEAK [ i,
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Fig. 3 Conversion characterization of the SO~ in CPM before and after WFGD
200
40 N = AN
35 L = iRt n 150 F
o 30F 1]
£ 100
g 2st =
b ¥ 50l
sl . m B
“ e
1.0 -
Bﬁ =50 -
0.5
0 | -100 .
A B C D E F G A B C D E F G
Ui UiV
J - g 4] J . i =
- B4 | FPM #1,80;" 7 WFGD RI/EHIRLME ‘
i ,-'I it Fig. 4 Conversion' characte;izatiog of the $02~ in FPM bgfnre and after WFGD**

Y YY1 @ 4 A
SO3 W St R 4, L W A R Ny 43,190 ~
86. 849, 3% 5 Wang %' fUBFFE 45—

CPM 1 SO; ™ MR T R 3 E 2R B Dy
SO, IR AR, Horb SO, J& CPM SO~ Ay E %
SRV — B IA R JH SR AR T 200°C 1, JLT
A SO, 4 &3 Ak it H,80, Kk, 1
WFGD A FAb MRS A 7E R 2 H,S0, KB, &
it WFGD J& , A B W b AR | Y B ) 3 K ]
PLIAK MR EE L 100°C LA AR 21 24 50°C 7.
H,S0, SR TE = M A F 28 D ek v 5 11 3 A
o T SR SN/ INBR W B A 3 a2
b2k FPM ) MTH 5 80T AR S AE A CPM AR Y
SO~ Vi B AR T . W IOUL)Z I Ifi 75 , 75 WFGD
TSR AR K KRS K R TH L8t , 5 5 7=
Az 18] Y Stefan B 30 R BCHL UK. 33X R0 R VK 1
FH 7745 (58 A0 AT 1 30 7K T, 5 B0 e A /N T 0 —
R KL, FPM i gl

ME 4 FTUUE BB AT S FPM H A SO; - #e
FEFER (C A1 G HLTBRAM) 4358 0.470 ~ 3.170
mg+m H10.901 ~3.890 mg-m BRIk B B 1K

B AN LA PTEL 3 K 4 KR IE, WBLER A
FH T, CPM 1 SO; ™ W BEREMIRAEE R 43. 12% ~
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