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(CPM) B &Ry 20 A%, H CPM 1EHEBUM B R b 5 L8 2R EPA Method 202 J73%, X BRBE AR 34 1 1% B A
ARG (WFGD) it 1 K& H LIRS AT AT HURE , JF SRR CPM R e B L 4y . &Rt ®E . K HE
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H CPM LI CPM BCHLAH A E . CPM P& BB E A 10 F 48 L% A Na, Ca, Al, K. Fe, Zn, Mn, Ba,
Cr. Ti, ' Na, Ca. Al =M &JEITEZAG B4 EITEM 80% DL 1o #EBAHS CPM HK M B T L) SO
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] A AR b A HE RO TR P B TR E T 9 & B, CPM /KIS MEE Fh FHES 72558 Na*, Ca*', [
BT EEHF ., CI, NO, . SO ; CPM HAHLY E H 50.90%~93.17%, H: ke 5 504 IF # ke
G, NBRFE R R ZHREE""; CPM & MocE T Na, Ca. K. Mg 5 il &g &% &
95% Lk 1121, Az M A5 TV X AR HE 0T R R A HE R A F R R B R S L BR b AR B (wet
electrostatic precipitator, WESP) %I CPM A9 Jiit B % R i T WFGD X} CPM 1y i B 2% R ;~ WFGD+
WESP X} CPM (1 Jii [4: 2 % 35 78.90%; WFGD+WESP X CPM A HLZH 43 4 B8 B3 24 %85 T % CPM T L
253 I B BR RR

BT, FEE X CPM A B =, B IS BOR ) (04 B P 0 T8 i AP W 2 AR 2, TCikw
SR Y ET RSB 1T oK o AW LURH S CPM BRI R out 42, i H BB B TR
6 i K Vs 1 B ) O R AN RN S, DA R R T T R G ) T sk Y U B B T 2 SOk ) 1 AR AR
FH ., DB B AL T ] 358 235 UK ) 1 15 Sk HE TS I SRS, O S A B PR BT 75 e 4Rt 2%
1 MR5ER*%

1.1 HARITR

AP Sy P R A T SRR AL B 2 S LA 1 fr 400 150 eh RO SRBERR I R R 4, XA
AT Tl #r, HodbK g 5 12.85% . ¥ % 40 5 37.31%. K005 16.2% . [ EW & 11.52% ., i
07 0.47% . KA 153 MIkg™' s XK RS 2547 0 B, Forh ZAA k& 38.27% . —E AL R
14.12% ., =% 4k — 8k d 3.9% . =F b b 12.4%, 5 4b4E 0 047% ., EALEE 5 1.39% ., EALES 5
2535% ., FALEK G 0.72%, ZAEH) T b BAK
TR TRE R« IR R R e — 38 5 1 A 8 4
R (SCR) — i 48 i 22 4% (FF) —I 1% B i & 48
(WFGD) . H:, SCR # 4 fb 7] 4 fff FH i 55
=, AL F E A K TIO,, FF 5 4 MC-64,
AL BRXE R 5000 m*h!, ad B AN 51.2 m?,

WFGD R A1 KA -1 8 i . R I35 S PRt A B

B, f SRR 5 U B 7E WEGD 2 HE 11 i JELURRERG HEURRER
O, i 1 s . A ] & 45 BURL Y FE iR Bl1 RHESEERER

B T AP E A T . HLAL 6t . A Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of sampling point selection
DiEE MR AR B DL AT . T FPMit ke CPMITIERE St

12 #ERXES5EY
HWFTEAZARIE AL CPM 1 HE U1 100 K
WFGD Xf HAL A2 FeAb 05 i, B R A i B

TE WEGD H9#E 1T 5 H LT AL . CPM FE i R B R

Fi1 2 [F B 5810 EPA Method 202, % FE: % 1 /C{ Hisk

Pl 2 . 4 e {i%?r/wkﬁﬁ/ymf FEIOH
W ARAEN AL E, 2 FPM L IEA, T’EM* mp W

HEA CPMKHE R 5 . 7200 W28 E A0 25 o . @fj

M. K ZErh . CPM I UEEE. RAERE,

FIES Sl R SR, 2 . K 25 |

B A AR, R 2B TR ?ﬁmwﬁk*

WU (3 3R, R LB KRR T%

\ . . %] 2 EPA Method 202 XX EE
PR M T HLRE SRR 4 Y = ethod 202 R+ % & B

Fig. 2 Diagram of sampling device of EPA Method 202
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FIE C et EaRtH R AL 2R . W e vyl T, MRFA P SRR .

SRAEHT G FPM JE LT B fE &, 454 RER AT ERE . % CPM JEREYT I 1/4 B F 5
P, BN EE TRk BT 2R, S IR GRBUS B E RS, HIEC KR
FHFE D7 LB G B, ZEBOR R B A MRS T o K O S R 2 0 Wi =1 o, e cbe e
NRGEHENE . TEKEREA TR, ¥ L2 ECREERRBEEA VRIS,
LA 3 R B AL AR 2 (1 JCHLRE S RS A AILRE S TR o IR BT PO MO, R EMITR AR
£, FT CPM 43,

1.3 Hmaoth

i FH 25 7 8% Y (5 DIONEX 1CS-2 100) &2 46 & H i B 2 F (SO, CI'. NO, ™, F) . fiff
FHE B35 42 (1% DIONEX ICS-1500) 5 £k I % o (9 BH 2§ 7 (Ca®". Na") o i o 8 & 45 5 1
TR (1% Nexlon 1000) 174 @ T2 e e i AR T2 (3. AFS-9561216076)
Xf Hg #EA7T & A . R F 2% £ EH (b #E S5 W ) el f b 3k 4k 2% — 22 b5 i) it
GSS2 #¢1E, WA T 95.5%~105.5%, AHXFbrifEfw 2= (RSD) # Hl<10% .

14 REEH

SARTERE S BT A5 R HE T v RS, BRI LA ED, R E K . NER . IE OB B e
Hean . TR . ELBE RS AR LS CPM U8 B 158 28 A0 530 (45 3 ) o WA LB Pk ki,
AT HEERERd, ERNTIYE A WENE, IEC R, SATHEHERRT, 1
AN E A HEAEE, GAREEMNE. WK AR S B DS AR, SIBR R
WIS, BRSSO .

2 #ER5iTE
2.1 CPM.FPM REXKERWZFHT
2.1.1 CPM.FPM B4 i &k A ALK

¥ F] EPA Method 202 %} WFGD 3t 1 J H 801 o % ggggﬁg
M H< CPM., FPM # 47 Wi, 253 4an &l 3 nor EE
/N fE WEGD it 4L, CPM UE 5 £ 4 4k 21 1Y ~ o7
CPM /i 24 CPM 19 0.39%, 4l ' CPM V- it L S0f
H A E 5 TPM 19 99.03%, FPM -3 it & v JiF g 40
5 TPM 1 0.97%; CPM 43 HL 41 53 i F 24 it & '@30'
W E (5 B CPM T 3 i R M 19 4.90%, CPM 207
T UL 4335 R ke B o5 3 CPML P 34 i vk 1 i T W m
FE A 95:10%¢ A5 WFGD H} 1 4, CPM JEJIE |- 0 Wil CPM CPM CPM  FPM

CPM  AHL4L45y T s

S 1% Jlé\ z ) ) 7] =
W4 F  CPM 5 5 CPM 11 2.66%, < Wk

CPMOF £ 51 B2 B 5 TPM Ky 77.84%, FPM % 3 BRUEMHT WFGD U OFR YR ERE
TR 7 TPM (1) 22.16%; CPM AT HLALSY Fig. 3 Particulate matter mass concentration at WFGD inlet
FOSF 34 o e Mk 5 S CPM 3 e B B and outlet of coal-fired heating plant
29.62%, CPM JCHILAL 53 24 o 5 v & O o 5
CPM V-4 Jit 5 9% &£ 19 70.38%

M R B, WEGD i F1 R BB AR S, CPM R 2t vk i 3 328 5 T FPMJo i vk
H WFGD i % WFGD #E LA [X, CPM J5t ik ¥k B e JE IR, FPML B ib Ik B T 5 72 CPML R,
TCHLLH 53 4 Jo ke B2 4 e v T AT HLZ G0 P2 B R B2, B WEFGD Hi I # WEGD #E A EE, Tl
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4 53 T hE U R ROMR B AR, A LA A BT Rk B R o DL R R, ACHE R UKL B LA
CPM R F, HFEZUHEM CPM LA 578 F£ . 22 EWR HAHLI458, CORION X CPM
HEBCRF A 55 2 B, BRJESR P HE LAY CPML i PM, (2 76%. YANG!® X 22 IR |7 Je 1) W 5%
KB, CPM f TGHLL 43 & CPM HEL A 32584, CPM JEHLA 43 o f vk B2 78 CPM HEIC G 5 HE B
%, H723%, Fmib%] 95.4%. PEI S 3@ i) 5 vk 75 CPM i TCHLAL 73 & ik 3 79%~99% ., iX
FEH] CPM W HE R 45| 2 T
212 CPM & BALERERERFE

FRGE CPM &R T &, R MR AL R CPM W i 4 B oo R, (il H SO & 5
TR R A FLE AT o0 O M i T s [T R T U 6IA X Hg. As. Se. Sby Bi i, H,
E4&REITR P C. NSEKE, BUURAA, HEREEEMRN, A% 001 pgm”, HidE4E TR
KR, AR AIETIESEEITEWITE, ELJRITE T, Mo, Ag. Cd. Sn. Hg FILE IR
frih s M4 TERST Cu, Co. V. Be HFmxE ik ; EHAMMFE T, Mg i CPM Y FE &8 TR,
SR, b A — 2 DL RE S SR AT RGBS 24 SR A6 Mg, SO ARAIF 52 ol Mg oo R Ay 25 0 0k e BR
A K& NN TR G CPM H & & TR & B = 10 10 A ot E (Na. Ca. Al. K. Fe. Zn,
Mn. Ba. Cr. Ti) #EF745 040 HT .

X ARIEGEA T WFGD 3 1 B 11 CPM My - o WEGDIEL
BLEH J3 v & B B 10 Fh 42 Jm oo R #6477 i L2y I WFGDit 1
P 4% 42 JB OGR4 7R . 7E WFGD T
PEO AL, Na, Ca. Al =Fh4:JE o0 K 1Y i K g8
BEdEs, W Ti. Feo K & itfems. &L S o6t
(g 45 vk B | WEGD #E 1 34 CPMLJT 12 vk 2 o4l
[ 5.00%; 10 ' 4x J& 0 28 T W B o 4 J8 T 02}
215 98.1%; Na. Ca. Al =Fi A @ o0 % M0 % 00 alen ]
BEWCIE 510 Fh 428 OC % 10.82.04%. {E WFGD A e T
Hi T4 : Na, Ca. AL =R JE J6 5 I LUK El 4 PREERK WFGD i QS BT ERERE
B, Fe. KBRS, £BITEDN DR Fig. 4 Concentration of Metal Elements at WFGD Inlet and
Bk BE 5 WFGD H [ CPM 1Y 7.24%; 10 Ff Outlet of Coal fired Boiler

SBICE IR E S BEBILE M 98.77%; Na, Ca, Al =F&JE LR MR E & 10 Fh 4 )8 o
Z 11 89.44%,

WFGD- 4 1% WEGD #f 11 40 v, Na. Ca. Al = %0 4@ 09 B K ok 5 0 4 )8 I I ok 1
74.27%. FMXAMAERWY, Na, Ca, Al =Fi & B ITHEE CPMHAFRM EE LR TR, HEEBITRE
&L CPM ) di EL AN, ARJE CPM IR B . A EMEM, Nat & & CPM &R uE
A T E S HAT, XAl EELE URL Y R TEALAL Ay B AT K 2 A KR T, e Eon R
FIRF G e R FE TR E M A8, W0 Se. Cr A& HEAT TAFFEPO, MAHF 584 CPM JEHLAL 43 4
BT R AT A A Z B, Se. CriF tZEAM T mXS L Na, Ca. AlKULK .

213 'CPM AKRBEMWSEF M2 RERFE

X BRI R B WEGD #F 11 &%t 11 CPM JEHILZE 0 & s 8 3 1Y 6 FlK B PE B F (Na', Ca?',
F'. CI'. SO, . NOy) 7@ s, UrisKEHs FikEmE 1 fin.

£ WFGD # F 4b: CPM /KM B F F 25 SO, FAICL, 434l i CPM Bk E R F 1Y
59.49% . 22.59% F 11.53%, HARKEVER F 455 & ol 0.45%~3.21%, T8 CPM EUKE PR & 2z
F1k 6.38%. 7E WFGD tH 14k CPM /KM B 7 E 2 AL4r o SO, Ca™, JK I B 7 19 i i Wk
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Table 1 Data of water-soluble ions in coal-fired heating boilers

K WFGDE I 251 WEGD#E [ WEGDH} i WEGDH i1
B BERE/(mgm”) NS NER: 9ad B/ (mgm ™) BT a3 L

Na® 0.50 2.72% 0.14 3.58%
Ca* 0.59 3.21% 0.34 8.7%

F 4.16 22.59% 0.11 2.81%

cr 2.12 11.53% 0.07 1.79%
SO 10.94 59.49% 3.17 81.07%
NO,” 0.08 0.45% 0.08 2.05%

23 %) 5 CPM B K B PE B T 19 81.07% . 8.70%, A KIEVE S T4 70 5 bl 1.79%~3.58%, 7E
CPM SKEEHER 5 L Z FIN 10.23%.

43t WEGD #F 1 & WFGD i 1 CPM HrK i M 88 HE B &0 & 8L, SO e #F i 1 i & & f
i, HHEAD W B BUE R K . X R SO, /K M B Frbin 2 din 32 S i, HHSH CPM 224
R K EYEES o SCHK [15] 2B, CPM UK R IM, SAM R4 R —%. AN CPM
1) SO, EZEk H F FrHE M i SO, M 1A CPM 5 SO, #l il AR FH 42 il v 5 S4BT 1 43 o 1
TERWEE, BOREPIRAE S BB LA, A T 1 SO, B AT B4 Bk Y iy @ v, 7eRiE
RS 28R, BTN LU & 8 6 i 5 BH B8 0 AR 7 B 1R 46 V5 i o [ S ok 2, [
I, RZFEDVP2 WA R R T A R B R S CPM 2 A5 19 SO, i 5
2.2 WFGD X} CPM BhE:{L1EFA
2.2.1 WFGD % CPM # #2 4% 649 &4 AE R

AT WEGD 193 11 5 D AT CPM RGN, DL S 46 36 WEGD % CPM 1 it 3 4%
B WFGD By 0 5 1 1 FPM. CPM ¥ JE K CPM fL 24241 43 % F 18] 3 fr s o 48318 WEGD 4% 5 kv
Yy 1 8 B 24 R G 4 2 TR o CPMUZE WEGD #F 11 55 i 101 b 19 5 a2 R B2 499l O 73.32, 22.52 mgrm ™,
238 WFGD ZJ5, CPM M Jou i v i B i /b, BEBRA50R N 69.29% . X 3R] WFGD %I CPM HA7 4%
U A B0 B 2k 2R o AN R R AR T B, BRI EL T WEFGD X CPM () B Bk 20 % 47.20%. 1L 4b
WFGD #f 15 WFGD H 1 CPM H 5 #L 41 43 Jix
M 3.59 mgm™®, 6.67mgm”, EA
. FPM 7 WFGD # 05 WFGD i 0

2 WFGD xf FhL 1 B9 B PR3
Table 2 WFGD removal efficiency of particulate matter

CPMATHLAL CPMICHLAL CPM FPM
JI iV 430l 0.72 mgem™ . 6.41 mgm”, £ SHBRRA SRR BRE bR
ik WFGD J5 B e [ B A W (9 b JH 4 ~85.79% 77.27% 69.29%  ~790.28%
A W 5% H WEGD % CPM A #L 41 43 Fl FPM HY
JI R AR 2 SRy A7

ARHE5E T WFGD %F CPM 19 it B 32 B 2 41 % CPM B9 E AL 4, WEBR B & 3k 77.27%, i X
CPM H ML I T BR R , R i fd CPM A HLAL /0 19 ot s v & T . A WILAL o0 ANk s 388 1) i 34a
Wt E . AL I B2 20, Wb oo U, JF B RE 2 A HLA 5
HA G AN, A% E e T AT A ML 047 BR . 340, M H R K > WEGD i
2R MR AR HR A, 2950 130 ¢, MUA ML KR 280 TR . BARERN SR, BES
LR, HHARE RS, PR AT RE A 58 24 s 7E40 WFGD J&5, MRS Rl & I At i
BT R, HAREEE S0 °C, X2 TSRS, AU EX A IR PR AT e
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SERVRH, PLTE H AR 4E (1) CPM 7 AILAL 40 114 J5 e v 38 0 5

MR 43t WFGD J5, FPM Wik B A B B Bt R T ae 2, 258 WFGD 5, S
HRATRE G 4l 1A o R M, I SR R L A A I A R SRR R, XY R A TR S
M, SRR N, MR &0t WEGD J5, CPM EHLAL /316 B CPM R (1) 5 HE H95.10% 0 /)
4 70.38%; CPM 78 TPM A4 &5 L 1 99.03% Ui/ 77.84% ., X i8] WEGD % CPM H JCHLA 43 Bl 5%
Wi A F %5 CPM HA HLAL 43, Xt TPM ki, WFGD BYAE FH X CPM 52 1 K F FPMe
222 WFGD *f CPM 4 /& 7T % 49 3 L4 A

HAEr, XFF CPM h & J&@ e & iR 2>, i iF 9815 YL i B X CPM o 22 & J0 2 I BR AR
BB /D 2 X BESFE IR B ER 0 WEGD #E 115 H 1 CPM Hp 43 J& oo 3110 o e Wk 5 T &) 4 i
N, RS ER IR BMER AR R 3 s . TR WEGD i 0 CPM & BT R S R
=10 LK (Na, Ca. Al, K. Fe. Zn, Mn, Ba, Cr. Ti) &Jii & }3.62 mg'm>, WFGD i
T CPM P & B It RS BB E M 10 F 6K (Na, Ca, Al, K, Fe. Zn, Mn, Ba, Cr. Ti) i i &
JEH 1.61 mg'm™, WFGD XJiX 10 Fh 4 J& JC & IR ZCR N 55.52% . X i WEGD *f 4x J& Jo & iy it
BRACREF . 10 Fh &R EH, Ti MBBRSCE R ik 98.89%; Xt Zn, Al, Ba, Fe, K. Na [JBRRL
FAE 50% LA b5 X Ca M BEBRACE R 39.67%, BEBRACR M X Cr BBLERECR N 7.04%, BiBRACR
2% % Mn BIBEER SRR R 1, XU B WFGD X Mn 1% A 2 2] R RCR

%= 3 WFGD X &8 Tt Z BT BR =R

Table 3 WFGD metal element removal efficiency

Na Ca Al Fe K Zn Mn Ba Cr Ti MITE

52.26% 39.67% 68.11% 61.13% 54.81% 79.50% -36.72% 67.04% 7.04% 98.89% 55.52%

MK, CPM W& R It E R W E MAK, Zn. Mn. Cr. Ba7E WFGD # [ 5 & ¥ B A8 it
0.10 mg-m™, i £ WFGD H [, X 4 Flv4: J& ot % /9 B & W 3 A 8 4 0.02 mgm™; Tiot £ 7
WFGD # 1 4b & 9% BE A 022 mg-m ™, H ARk 0.002 5 mgem™,  H 5o i A KR R R, [HHAR
Bl RIS, BRHCRE A, ZEIFA K. SRk, &8 0 E 7 CPM H Y i i AR
/IN, WFGD X} CPM H4xJ@ T 3R A — & ORI B BR , (5 48 T 2 i I BR X B CPM R Ui 52 i AN K
223 WEFGD #F CPM /KiE W & F 64 254045 A

HPEI T BRBER T WEGD HE 11 B 11 6 FKIE R F (Na*, Ca*', F . CI', SO, . NO;y) ik
JEWNE 1, WFGD X454 KW 1 B 1 B R R W 3% 4 it o (38 R4 b0 WEGD HF 11 B K ¥
PE BT A B e o 18.39 mg-m >, WEGD M} I K ¥ P 85 7 1 i JE i 9 3.91 mg'm™>, WFGD X}
SRV T B T R ARl 78.74%, U] WEGD XK MBS T LA BRI BR AR . 78 6 MK i
PEBSF o, F o CUAY B BR R R 38 31 95% L b, BEBR RO M & 5 X4 Na™. SO,2 By it I 5% R 7
70% V4 b, BIBRRCRE 5 X Ca¥ IR AR N 42.37%, WiBRE R — M ; Zit WFGD 5, NO, /Y
R P IE AT AR , W R S AR A R NO, IR R A oG, AR B s BN, MY
(B S5t WFGD 3 115 1 101 4 i B AR Y

fHR 258 WEGD &, CPM rhoK s M+ B o eI, L 3 2 R 2 <A CPML7E WEFGD h 283

#F 4 WFGD X7k &4 B F IR BRI =

Table 4 WFGD to water-soluble ions removal efficiency

Na' Ca® F Cl SO,” NO,” BKEYERE T

72.00% 42.37% 97.36% 96.70% 71.02% 0.00% 78.74%
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LA P WK, KSR B S TR IR, S BE S HEBR RO M R . 53 4h, Nat. Mgr.
AP EE PHE R IR T PMy5, PM,, 7 WFGD 2 40 H 29l AR % W 8 bR 4% i Ot B — 8 43250 50 ) g0
FEXF CPM HK i B F HE R IE IR 52 v R 30, IR B HEBOK - 5 00 SR e 4k 12250 B ™
W e B B B O A I R o VLA KA KA AE R BB S T R O AS 2 38 Cat R ik LA
NaOH 1 A JBi 6 751 2% & 25 39 m Na (9 HEBOK -5 L MgO PE N BB, Mg & M0 S HE B AR 1E 2 7 .
I, 7EXF CPM H K 1 B 1 B BB -, X JId 771 A S B (AR 5

3 41

1) X HERR TR S CPM HE AT BRI, CPM JE IS L #0BA 19 CPM /0, 76 5 CPM ik JiE v 71
di EEAN R 5%,

2) #£ WFGD # 1 4b 5 5 71 Ab HE R 9 AR A b, CPM T vk 18 104 = F FPM R e vk %, AL
CPM ¥k JE 2 T %, FPM iy & 52 EFHE % CPM i Je ML 43 ¥ It f vk B 23 5 T A bl
Hom T, HIOPLA s a2 TR, AULEs ik ER L. R
TR B, A HER By ORI DL CPM S 32, H CPMUP LATRHLA 3 .

3) BRIEAE AT CPM & & 85 = 9 10 B oG 4 Naw Ca. Al K. Fe. Zn. Mn. Ba. Cr. Ti,
HH Na, Ca, Al=Fh4& @It E R4 EAY80% LI . WEGD #E i AL, Na, Ca. Al =Ff 48
B D R R o 4 TR R P DR R Y 74.27% . Ik, Na, Ca, AlJE CPM HERCAY E & B IL .
Y F A m TR B AR CPM B i 5 A R 5%, 4R TR AR CPM Y I 2 4y o

4) XF CPM "1 6 Rk % B F Na*, Ca®". F., Cl., SO,”. NO, W5 &, WFGD ik [ K& H O

R R A B Tk, HL SO MR B /N B R . X U SO TE KB M B T IR A
S A, HHSH CPM FEZHE R K A B+

5) KAL) WEGD X CPM [ Bt B 2058 1 69.29%, X CPM £ L 20 43 M B 50R b f, %
CPM JCHLZH 43 4 I B3 30 38 N 77.27% . WEGD Xif 10 i 4 J& 70 K 19 B BR &% 8 Ky 55.52%, WFGD %} &
IRV TS T A BR R N 78.74%, Horb X B CUAY B BRRCR 35 %) 95% L) |-, *F Na™. SO
BRECRIE 70% LA 1.

2 % X W
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Emission characteristics of condensable particulate matter from coal-fired flue
gas of heat supply plant and its transformation in WFGD
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Abstract Coal burning source is an important source of atmospheric particulate matter in urban environment.
The particulate matter produced by coal burning is composed of filterable particulate matter (FPM)and
condensable particulate matter (CPM),and CPM accounts for a high proportion of the total particulate matter
emitted. There is a lack of research on the emission and detection of CPM in China. In this study, EPA method
202 was used to sample the inlet and outlet flue gas of WFGD in coal-fired heating plant in parallel, and the
CPM mass concentration, composition, metal elements, water-soluble ions and the removal effect of WFGD on
CPM in coal-fired flue gas were studied. The results show that CPM at the inlet and outlet of WFGD plays a
dominant role in TPM; and CPM inorganic component is the main component in CPM. The 10 metal elements
with high content in CPM were Na, Ca, Al, K, Fe, Zn, Mn, Ba, Cr and Ti, and the sum of Na, Ca and Al
accounted for more than 80% of the total metal elements. The water-soluble ions in CPM of coal-fired flue gas
are'mainly SO,”, of which SO,>” at WFGD inlet accounts for 59.49% of the total water-soluble ions in CPM,
and SO,* at WFGD outlet accounts for 81.07% of the total water-soluble ions in CPM. By comparing the
particle concentration at the inlet and outlet of WFGD, it is found that the removal efficiency of WFGD for CPM
is 69.29%, the removal efficiency of organic components of CPM is negative, and the removal efficiency of
inorganic components of CPM is 77.27%.The removal efficiency of WFGD for 10 metal elements was 55.52%,
and the removal efficiency of WFGD for total water-soluble ions was 78.74%.

Keywords  heat supply plant; coal fired flue gas; condensable particles; emission characteristics; wet

desulfurization
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