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Abstract

Based on the data of mercury monitoring in coal-fired power plant, this paper analysed the moni-
toring results of the comparison with Hg-CEMS for coal-fired power plant, and put forward sugges-
tive methods for Hg-CEMS comparison monitoring of coal-fired power plant and some suggestions
for the evaluation standard of Hg-CEMS comparison monitoring.
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1. 51§

KARE “HUE. B, SR AEH BRIV, FRT5 G PREE K N AR 27 A K T 7 B 1 e 5
AR R AT IR RS, Rl R BRI, rh LR T 2 K, BEIRE 5 5K ) 70%k
EER . AE E P RAURHEC R, 21 47%R T[], XTSI RO IR KA HETBOK 1 B R
k[2]-[4]-

T IR IR, FRIELE 2011 E AR CRET RS RHERE) (GB13223-2011)
oh, BRI E AR )oK B Ak S i HE R BRABL N 30 pg/m®, H 2015 4E 1 A 1 HEFEHAT[5]. M 2015
SEFFUG, B AT AR AT IR, X Hg-CEMS (14 LSt s it 0 F6 76 1

7 2012 SEHHAT MR R A I TAE T, #EXF Hg-CEMS i Wil 48 BAEAT AN I, S0 ([E @ V5 LiE
TR HERGE 22 W B IEGRAT)) (HIT75-2007) [6]7F 55 T HHA CEMS A &T5 S IAERE ZoR:  “X
Z 7 R R AR e TS YR B s A RHERE<15%” , KILX Hg-CEMS g B th I 45 SR A
TiFIL B ER

A S T R R B A AR I B VA N I A S i, SRR RO ik S R
]~ Hg-CEMS HEATHLHE LLXHRLE, 45 A RS, LU P Rl 7 v 22 S FR A M HER S, 258 VS TE N S
FEOT R E M . R IS R ER I 2 LT R Hg-CEMS 2E47 508 Lo ikge, ol Wil 25 SR i o
W ARTE T 18

2. Hg-CEMS LExt BEll&8 b 75 sA T %k
2.1. ERABSRELMNSELE

EAT, [ R bR A BRI H | SR HEBCRS 2 Ml 7 vk £ 2 F, 23l 22 K B33 (Ontario hydro
method, OHM) [7]1F1W% Ff} 45 B8 2% R FEVE(EPA 30B) [8]. FRIE MG E T (I8 52 V5 YL AR i I 5 ¥4 JL 71
o Ot EEVE) (HI543-2009)[9],  [RIAEE FH T #RME L RAURHARBOR I o

T RG0SR B v, T TS R R 7 B 1 T TR IR, ASURT DA S i 5K, 3B T LAy S 52
SFAFIES MK . HaE, ZFFRERZ4[10] [11], FRAERSM AR MR, S RAmE AT
e, WG GINNRNIRZE: BhAh, UK s BRI T R0, DRI, 22 RmE R AE [ N A
FNURGRE AL [12], 1 ASE A 7E A58 I o KA

EPA 30B J7vE R A AR J7 (8, WIERSFEm A, @ T ORI AR X LA P MR A
55T EPA 30B 7 ik ik Hr AL, A BT 2 K28 5 5 N AR ZE, BRIk, H AT b 75 2 200 b
S5 A S SRR, ©4) 12 R A EPA 30B Jiik. fECTFERABUEMMSEE B 244, 29 70%#
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J2 % F EPA 30B 7%:[13].
re R R — VA IRAC 23 e e PV DL T R B LR 1) 2 1 T o g Gt R R R 5 4 IR A 43
JEHFEIED (HI 543-2009), 2 3 E IRAT ] 52 15 GLlli B SR RAF A 58 B ME— ARt 775 . HI543-2009 75 7%
5522 RuEBA — 8 AR, #052 R F IO SOR TR AT SR, (H HI543-2009 J7VE AR ZR RFEE FE#
WSO AT VK SRAFEIT [RIEEHT, X e s A A3 1203 7 S5 s 0 v 1) 5 ) P 43 B A KA T
gt BIR T, FE B S FOTVEE IR I I & A, BRI IR EL EPA 30B J7 VAR HI543-2009
TPEENE BRI ] Hg-CEMS LE s W () 2 bL 7 vk B N & 3

2.2. &L ES Hg-CEMS MG RELE:

N 52 SR M H EPA 30B 52 A1 HI543-2009 J7 V2N B & A/ Hg-CEMS BEsx s M 2 b v
7R P ) B AR B S R R — Wi, [ A EPA 30B 57N HI543-2009 J5 i RIS RAE i
SEI =M G 5 R B Hg-CEMS Wil B Al L e, 45 5 an & 1.

MG K, EPA 30B J5 12 Ked Al HI543-2009 75 iR %45 5 Hg-CEMS Sk 4l b o) i
FRXHAER B 23 ) 14.8% 41 51.3%, KA EPA 30B J7 &M Bl EdE 5 Hg-CEMS W5 %ds HA o
—FPE; EPA 30B J7 AR A1 HI543-2009 7732l 5 Hg-CEMS M4k 1~F 34 E K Xk 8.77
ug/m®. 7.00 pg/m® F1 8.16 pg/m®, wJ WK H] EPA 30B 7715 B ¥ 5 Hg-CEMS W I %4 56 2301
XATREAE T 1) HI543-2009 J7 ¥ RAFE IR A AR 8 AR AT A, MR IR S FE R AR5 48 PR S BURTE
KL BBk B, AR ARG, 2) HI543-2009 J5 ik IR SR —ARESL, TETAT R B 1
i, TCIERIGEAERE M 3) HI543-2009 5921 #8052 R FR N 10 pg/m®, T at i = 7 vk 0l s ~F- 1
3/ T 10 pg/m®, 4 HIS543-2009 757 (IHERH E XE LLARAIE . 1 EPA 30B J7 12 R A Rl (A B A2 iy L A0
2B G J5 i KA T SR 0 & A R, 5 HUR B SPAT RURE I 75 s E N B R R S A 3 i, B M R AIE TR
FELAER BT o BT 0 X PR AR 7 iR A ES SR i L, INNTEXT Hg-CEMS #EAT EXT il , 4% EPA 30B
T RS T N A

3. EPA 30B 75355 Hg-CEMS B3 i SE il
3.1. EEXMEmAE

7E 2012 SF R R AR I TR, PR B & 30 5T R B R FE LA S HE O A 2 25 1
Hg-CEMS [T 1%L 8 M H . BH —RIELXT IR, Z ) G W& E Thermo-Fisher A& 4E =R
Hg-CEMS {38, —E22E7r#l LA G EWIE b, —BE2287E 4. 2804 L FHRSM R 60 m o=
b fERRUEEXS a2 1T, €[ Thermo-Fisher A @Yk H % [ TAZITXS Hg-CEMS {534 T 4E 5 e o

EE W R 7 v s FEAELR IR MRSk 22 35 (BT I AL B, DL EPA 30B ik OESERAE 9 IKFE. 49>
Wt 8)E, DA 45 5 5 MR BE Hg-CEMS IR ELXT, THE & E HSFEME . DA A

Table 1. Comparison of method of EPA 30B and HJ543-2009 monitoring results with Hg-CEMS’s
7z 1. EPA 30B 737%#0 HI543-2009 73745 Hg-CEMS MEigE REL AR

BRIR
Ji X RA (%)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
EPA 30B 12.3 7.33 7.90 9.63 8.14 7.99 8.67 9.23 7.73 8.77 14.8
HJ543-2009 8.40 4.63 6.85 6.72 5.92 3.48 15.4 6.78 4.79 7.00 51.3
Hg-CEMS 9.36 7.13 7.89 9.31 7.36 7.73 8.60 8.83 7.26 8.16 /

BVE: LEACA ug/m’; 2. X: MIRGE BT 3. RA%): 5 Hg-CEMS ELX BRI X ER L o
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3.2. LEXEEMERSITFMN

THHLAL IR 5 1) Hg-CEMS LT IR &5 SR an e 2, 14, 281413 H I 2111 Hg-CEMS bEox i il 25 5 4
%3

Table 2. Monitoring results comparison of Hg-CEMS at the gasflue behind thionizer for 1# units
7 2. 1B RRFR R HY Hg-CEMS EEXT B Es R

Hbr ViR X  RE (%) RA (%)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

EPA 30B 824  7.90 / / 126 826 656 646 697 814

1 -15.2 37.4
Hg-CEMS 746  7.23 / / 705 707 615 671 661 690
EPA 30B 822 884 876 842 809 / 7.10 / / 8.24

2 -14.0 17.3
Hg-CEMS 690 7.64 805 693 7.07 / 5.96 / / 7.09
EPA 30B 860 805 800 677 611 628 653 784 724 727

3 -24.8 31.2

Hg-CEMS 5.95 5.80 5.64 5.79 5.10 4.79 4.85 5.54 575 547

EPA 30B 6.84 7.52 7.22 8.48 7.56 6.90 6.99 6.22 6.40 7.3
4 -19.5 19.5
Hg-CEMS 6.09 5.94 6.44 6.45 6.36 6.01 6.45 5.81 567 6.14

EPA 30B 6.96 7.23 7.50 6.33 7.10 8.63 7.46 7.10 6.96 7.29
5 -16.3 19.0
Hg-CEMS 6.06 6.11 6.46 4.83 5.84 7.07 6.62 5.85 6.06 6.10

Fik: LEADN pg/m® 2. X: WRREHRTHIE: 3. RA%): Hg-CEMS 15 EPA 30B Jy ik LUt HIAR X HERANE 4. RE(%): LA EPA30B J5 il
FEMENEAE, HY-CEMS MBUFIMEIMXT iR %E; 5. FIF.

Table 3. Monitoring results comparison of Hg-CEMS in the chimney for 1# and 2# units
72 3. 1#, 2#H LA A MRE A Ho-CEMS EEXT Hll45 R

At ¥ik73 X RE(%) RA (%)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
. EPAJ0B 103 105 104 959 100 933 939 911 932 97
Hg-CEMS 113 131 117 960 961 961 909 954 947 103 '
EPA 30B / 560 659 638 / 628 624 610 616 619
2 150 189

Hg-CEMS / 7.06 7.34 7.32 / 7.28 7.12 6.92 6.81 7.12

EPA 30B 6.11 5.76 5.70 5.83 7.09 5.50 / 6.83 6.38 6.15
3 -18.5 28.1
Hg-CEMS 4.80 5.10 5.07 5.28 5.08 5.25 / 4.92 4.58 5.01

EPA 30B 6.75 7.75 6.38 6.56 6.32 5.86 6.01 6.06 6.51 6.47
4 -24.0 27.3
Hg-CEMS 5.46 5.59 4.83 4.95 4.79 4.63 4.70 4.58 4.75 4.92

EPA 30B 5.74 6.85 5.76 6.67 6.26 6.86 7.26 7.87 7.96 6.8
5 18.7 24.9
Hg-CEMS 8.10 8.20 7.69 7.53 7.54 7.99 8.31 8.50 8.81 8.07

EPA 30B 6.47 6.64 6.78 7.04 7.15 6.81 6.99 6.32 6.42 6.74
6 14.4 18.3
Hg-CEMS 7.08 8.22 751 8.15 8.41 7.57 8.23 7.18 7.02 7.71

EPA 30B 3.26 5.18 4.88 5.00 4.96 4.98 5.30 5.42 5.81 4.98
7 -11.0 23.8
Hg-CEMS 4.23 4.17 4.07 3.26 3.72 4.73 4.90 5.74 5.01 4.43

EPA 30B 6.77 7.53 6.20 6.43 6.13 7.84 8.13 6.47 7.88 7.04
8 —6.68 14.8
Hg-CEMS 6.47 6.73 6.52 6.44 6.67 6.46 6.61 6.31 6.88 6.57
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2, FREXT Hg-CEMS o Bl 1 PPN S B hnite R il 52 ¥ G J A HE s % 2 M B AR 96 (0
7)) (HIT75-2007)H % T-MHS CEMS S&T5 JWMER fE ZR . “ 4 S L o7 ke S b Hevs S HE
TR s AHXTHERRE<15%”; T 7E Hg-CEMS i A XS LA A 32 [, XS Hg-CEMS Bt il 1 oA
FRESE T BT A IE [14]: BORAERAURIKE > 5 pg/m® FIBGL T, AHXTHERE < 20%, fEMIARIKE <
5 pg/m® IR, xHR AT 1 ug/m®.

WERZH I 2 75 el S HBOE S AR E(04T)) (HIT75-2007)H ¢ T-HH . CEMS &5
G (U AFG P RO EL ot 8 SR AT VRN, W) 1L AR S5 (1) Hg-CEMS LUXT A4 K08 0%; 1#. 2#
MU IE F I 41 () Hg-CEMS EEXT &% %4 25%.

R 2 S E EPA A AR #E S Hg-CEMS [ R 5 B2 SRt Lot I 0 45 A7 VP40, U0 L L2E Bt
i J5 1) Hg-CEMS LT & 4% 208 60%; 1#. 2#HLZH L I 411K Hg-CEMS LT & 46 %08 62.5%, A WLIEH
PRAEFIANE], KPP 25 SR AR K

— NI I I AR S 4 LA AR B ], Hg-CEMS BT I & 4% 42 1T LA SEEL A,
KFFE R G, WAFA PR B ISR . (ER AR R E A LU s PR FR i, Hg-CEMS HLt i il
IRMEGHE o IR T BESE T IUAThRIE BB IR BB B Hg IXFl5 Y R R G L, SR IR ETE 10
ng/m® BRI BT, TR R AR . RAN ST R 100 pg/m® bR R E
ISR 5 93 22— LA FE N v A 8 A 2595 e B ot M A 24 PO A P SR SR SR IR AN B - i 35 [ EPA
FHIARHE R CT Hg-CEMS LUK MRl B VE AR bR i L e 45 BE A R, R AR TR AR Rt FE U] & 4 A il <ok
Bl W AR SRR K- o

4. G REIN

JEIEXT EPA 30B J5i£FH HI543-2009 7732 i £ LL xRS , IR EPA 30B 7725 i& & 1E 8 Hg-CEMS
X WS 2 Ll 57 o AN [FIVEAN AR (15 Hg-CEMS EE X s I 25 SR 7= AR MoK, 3R B B4T Hg-CEMS Bt
PPN RS SRR 2, ANIE AR Hg-CEMS USRI B2 LU B PP A7

TR R RPR R HE A IR E E SRR L) Hg-CEMS  EESH IR 2 b 5 vk B PR AN AR HE . 75 37 1 Lt
WS T AN AR B DART, 2 BL EPA 30B J7VE1E N Hg-CEMS LUt IS 2 b7k, WHRE &%
EAP (AR PPN AR -

£ E&WA
AL FEZER TR RARZE 2%, BH %5 v 2013cstc-jbky-01608.
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