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Abstract

Desulphurization gypsum is an important by-product of desulphurization system.
It may cause great risk of mercury pollution in the process of resource utilization and
disposal of gypsum. The analysis of desulphurization gypsum collected from eleven
major coal-fired power plants in Guizhou showed that the mercury content in
desulphurization gypsum ranged from 167 to 1298 pg/kg, and the average mercury
content was 579.0 = 376.2 pg/kg. The results of BCR extraction and leaching tests
indicated that there was a great leaching risk of desulfurization gypsum in Guizhou
province. Temperature programmed pyrolysis analysis shows that the mercury in
Guizhou desulfurization gypsum is mainly HgS and HgClx (x = 1,2), and the average
heat release rate of mercury is 33.4% in a simulated wallboard production process. The
amount of mercury releasing is closely related to the content of mercury chloride
content. The source analysis of mercury in gypsum showed that desulfurizer (CaCOs3)
is also an important source of mercury in desulfurized gypsum, accounting for an
average of 8.18 + 4.87% of total mercury in gypsum. There was no significant
correlation between mercury in desulfurized gypsum and mercury in coal, but it was
closely correlated with CI content in coal (r* = 0.452). Preliminary resource utilization
analysis of desulfurization gypsum in Guizhou province indicated that at least 18% of
the mercury in desulfurization gypsum will be released into the environment again
during the follow-up treatment.

The results of simulated slurry showed that the mercury forms, operating
conditions and ion concentrations in the slurry were significantly affected the forms
and contents of mercury in gypsum. Under typical slurry conditions, a portion of
mercury chloride entering the desulfurization slurry will convert into other mercury
compounds such as mercury HgS and HgSOs, and the conversion process may inhibit
in the presence of high concentration of halogen ions. The addition of heavy metal
capturing agents can not only significantly inhibit the reduction of liquid phase divalent

mercury, making a large amount of mercury into desulfurization gypsum, but also

\Y



greatly increase the amount of mercury leaching from desulfurization gypsum and the
release ratio in wallboard production process.
Key words: Coal-fired power plant in Guizhou; Desulfurization gypsum; Mercury

speciation; Leaching toxicity; Thermal stability
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1.1 REOMRAMEE

(1) FREAME

KAE—MREFNERRICER, HRFREORIE, mHKR, &
M-38.87°C, sEHh. WK THE—IAMEE. WAi356.6°C, H[E
13.59 g/em?®; B A RIFHIFRMEFINE ). T 7R B RIZERR
KR RRBIKZLMENMNE (Hg. ""Hg. '""Hg. *“Hg. 2°'Hg.
202Hg M **Hg) KR &Y. FEORATIPARFEIRE, ETK, 1
AT SAPAEN RGN, W TR RO AR, Ae M SR AE FHAE
HAR T R FAGE R, (SR 2hIR . AR R AL OB . kg
B REEme. |y . M. 8BS R, TBEUKRSS. K
HAT SR ZURI SRR A SR ARV, W 5 BN 0 B 5 AL 5 I A2 BURS E A &
Y FRACE DAL S I Dy R +1 B2, A DU R ok J+4
R R ERVEAR T E A8 o BRI s A 2 etk &5k, —
MRS AR BRI BT HEY .
(2) RN NETH

KA — Pt NI JE B S HE ORI E &8, 72 HARME A
FIEEME . KEREIER M. FEAEAMAD E M. NMARRBRZRREE
LRV RER . 55 ORIl DL IR B RGBSR RIS A&
W WEIR DL R R IR A e N A o SR N NAR IR TS AN ], A5 45 30
B R GR A BERE R A R AR R o 3 N AR B TAN TR T B i 2 2R,
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http://baike.asianmetal.cn/metal/hg/hg.shtml
http://baike.asianmetal.cn/index.shtml

TEMLoR B4 F kb B 5 e 1A Lok ol LRI Ve n] T2 oA 4
5 T BO 2 Ty R sRA5RT Al 157 75 38 3 I IR N NAR I Z A ok 32
LI 2, Ted LRk T ZAR F IR 5 B I, AT ALk o T LT
YR Z i, SBMADREsR AL E . ok KA E Y
rRE AR BB AN, AR . Rk Ok EEN 0.5g,
SEE 1-2g, fEHIRMEL T, ToHLRIE T ERAEDIRIVE R T ALy
VERE KRR H IR . Horpy, SRR A B R A T U #2152 ik
Ul LSBT, 1997 8, SREIEH S Wb 44 B a5 A%
Karen Wetterhahn PXIAMECRS — FH BE SR 48 HA 38 ) AL T~ & B AR
ST F3ER 2 H A KGR B E0% B D, 3 s 17 7™ B M R AZE PR 2
Bk A DAE H ARSI R I BRI RS, A2 R P 21E
P IN B) ) DA 2 48, IRk RS KRB RS, g R 2 75

1.2 BREAE R

TR 2 RO ], 3 A SR ] e Y 45 440 TE e R R 3= 1) 2 Ak &%
A, ABRERAE IR E BEIR A 528 A AL (60.4%, 2018), iX
PRE T FRE R 3 ER 5 G i) R AR Y Oy 2 135 G o U R SR
(RO B ELARE, N MR B0 e AR LB i bt i B S R
PAREPTHEISU) SOz NOx  PA SRR 4 45 3R IE iy ok 1 P IR ¥5 G4 7]
A, HrJtPL SO, HFBOE UK R Y o R o BR TN 1) R R — FE o 3R
] g SRR AT Qe R, G T BRI & Bk . bk ) 23k



SO, I FBEHBOR 2 — . TR H & ™08 (R in &, FRET 2011
FEMAPAT CRE) KT R #E (GB13223-2011)), iZbriE
TERIRBE TR 1) SO, IFRE/Z 100 mg/Nm?®, 5 a1 X33 1 HETiK
BREA 50 mg/Nm?®. K] @ RHEBOE S 52 th, kb — 2B HEdE 1 HR
PRAER AR AL, FRIE R U BA RRVR R DA R ORI T 2014 AR 3L [A) X
CHE T R 5 BaEAT 3 HRI (2014-2020) ) #E47 1 K AR,

HLSE AR SV X 35T S R A R s B AR 75 A R S LA 5
PIHEROOIRAE, 2015 4F 12 H, EFRRAEF=HE K (B
MR M HE O T e o TAE ), ERAELEZN, £H
T B4 O SR AR ) 0 S SR IR HE ) SO, ik
FEAREIT 35 mg/Nm?s BEERE — RINEH B Ak S BR 1
R Pl SEAVAT S, S ANESS Jg, ISR IR T A5 G A i A5 3
B . A 2005 FE] 2016 4, KER SO, KIHSEE
T 75%, B 7 EKMBERER . SO, K42 32 B8 55 VA A
ST BIR B WA B2 (R LR FH o A HR TE A A R o I 2 v JBE A P
HI R, W AR EAR BR AT KRB >y 3 38 RGERT AT . MAkerh i
Bt AR I it o JF RS J ot R R Bt ot 1) B 207 1k . RIS
PR A e Bt W WS Ak B 2 B Ak ) VR RAS XCRT BL Ay T
i CETVEFNRE R A o A @ E BB AR T3 SO, BBR R
B BARRE. HERIAA SO, MiANEE BAE & BRI S TS e e
PERII R FIRBA, NAERVE B WRIE AT R A 2L E B2 E
12 85%, TEFRE AT RIA 95% UL b, R &2« Feha g BEANIE
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EIREREOAR . AT, EERIRIER RSO B K AR A R T2
RUBRE AR 120 FIE AR T2 BV RS AR T R K2
i T Z2i[2]

I ] 2 FH R =B BB AR 1) 32 B4y il R A B R B — Ak . B KA
A1 BV H T3 E S R SBR TTVE, E E TRR E U
fi e EALALHT 90% /2 A [3], HAB AR E AR Sl /Nl 205 15E%
A RAT B TN 1] S A D B At PR AT TR 2 N IR MST B 5 0 <58
AR ) — SR 5 2R BRI % LA B IS T BB N B 2 R AT
A S A R IREY , MR P51 B — e WA EE e, S5 TR KA B
SIS HE N A B KRR oK, R JEHE 2GR, A K
I RKATRE R 5 BT R R, M & &) 2 KRR EOR,
GHOR A T RR v] & WA AT AT EE A 1 TR S s
KR HRA AR BAGRICR KA BERFEE, TiRZ R, 2 H
HITHH S b A5 s 8 i v MV AR R I AR o XUBRZ it A 5 A [ A 2 AR i
BB E SR, SRR | =R EEBOR TR, RIS
AR AR 2 T 855 sk M AT A T oK . A KA A B LR R 4t
A AR A T R AR AT ERTOOUBRZ: i B A P AR L

(1) AR BRIEI 5 S0 a8 1 AL

SO, +H,O—~>H,SO4,—~H+HSO; —2H"+S0s*
CaCO;+2H"—Ca*+H,0+CO,
Ca*+S0;*+1/2H,0—~Ca SO3=1/2H,0
HSO5+1/20,—~H"+S04*



Ca2*+S0,2+2H,0—CaS0,4+2H,0
(2) XWEHiE: CaSO42H,0 7= AE L HE
Wi A% -
2NaOH+ SO,—Na,SO;+ H,0
Na,CO3+ SO,—~Na,S03+CO;
Na,SOs+ SO,+H,0—2NaHSOs5
AR A B TS P AN RSO, BRI IR AT FR 4 AN 2 AR BT
Ve IR ) LRI RSN R SN, A i NapSOs:
2Na,S05+0,—>2Na,SO;
FAE R A KIRIR)

CaO+H,0—Ca(OH),
2NaHSO;+Ca(OH),—~Na,SO3+CaS05=1/2H,0
Na,SO;+Ca(OH),—~2NaOH+CaS0O;*1/2H,0

FAE T3 NaOH OE R R GAEH « I K AR R Y
A EAMNAENAE (CaSOm2H0).

1.3 A E P oRAYRIR R FNE E 3=

SRR R 7k 32 B DABRAC D SRR DA WAL S5 & I
1FAE[4, 5], ERVEIERES, R P I (> 1000 <C) HITE I
T, BRI ARUHLRIEILS (Hg® SENSA, /N7 H b
AR HE PRI T o BEE IS, MR T B A, = A H”
FEMR P& RS RIS 2 ) ARSI A B A B AR YA e M A
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A Hg?'T6, 7], MR H I HAR L 738 2 K52 R AL, 4 SO,
A1 NO b2 0] Hg BI5A RN 1) He® 1 Hg? i 23 T Bt -
R I BORURLAS 1) 7R HgP o MRS K CAK R — 25 TEHL S 4 CuO,
TiO, I Fe,O5 S5 34 1E 7R I S8 A AR Bt oy T8 o 22 £ 4 8-10]

RERFFRML], BREES PR EES 2 2 R R,
HRZpm R R AR, HaoR S & TR S E. AR
a1 SR LA BGRAE S B B B[R] 45 o AR &l RS &
TR IRy 8 B R i A B R R 3 . TR BRI TR U, 73 Cl
BEICN 220 mg/kg, LT REME Cl1 & & 614 mg/kg[12], XAl
19 He* e Rkt T 7 EL 1K

H T2 it J 48 A e R B B (R BE 05 e rh Z Ao IRt Bk
MR EE 90% LA F[13], EREE KA T, Bt RGUIE AT LA 55 B
He'[14]. @H AR S NN RIS R H R A S &
B E A AR P R E . R A B S BB
TR A A S5 A B AL B R R JEORUR: 1 AR PR R B TBOXURS: o 5 K% Jlit
A B R & = R FARGE I 1-1 KRR
Fe 1.1 ARFIWF RIS b B R )

Table 1.1 mercury content in gypsum from different researches

HB[X K& pg/kg S Wk

H 200-3850 Zhao, S., et al. (2018)[15]

s, H 132.69-597 Liu, S., et al. (2018)[16]

Hh 320 Li, J. and W. Jinman (2018)[17]

ik, 330-2400 Diao, X., et al. (2018)[18]

Hh 190-3270 Zhu, Z.-W., et al. (2017)[19] Zhu, Z., et al.

(2016)[20]




] 0 - 4330 £ 620 Hao, Y., et al. (2016)[21]

ES{Es| 0-1440 Watts, D. B. and W. A. Dick (2014)[22]
WL, 582-1631 (n=23) Sun, M., et al. (2014)[23]

[iFZ ¥R 150,310 Rallo, M., et al. (2010)[24]

% H 300 Wang, K., et al. (2013)

Hh 50-800 (n=9) Liu, X., et al. (2013)[25]

Hh 640-700 (n=4) Tang, Q., et al. (2012)[26]

ES{Es| 355 Pasini, R. and H. W. Walker (2012)[27]

X H 202, 205 Kairies, C. L., et al. (2006)[28]

e 126, 162 Heebink, L. V. and D. J. Hassett (2005)[29]

HIZR AT, W R IRE A AE R S BT A, DA Bk
Y 1R ot s o ) i i v T 3R MR B OE, ORI B R Ak
4330 pg/kg[21], X5 BHFR E i 4 8 /e A B FE T e 5K
IR AZRE TR o

S Jt A N A R R PR R PR R B A1, 3 LA P A R R
SRR R 2R G A1 a5 G 5 % (1 B2 o B P 960 SR 7E I
Bt T HH 1) 4 P B 22 S A Jt A 3 R S FRD 3 TR 1) R, Bt T R R )
SRRSRAT S FBERAT X0 B i B ok I & B BRI 30, 31]. L
Ab, MHAHE NS LR R GERT, 15 Gedas il B £ [RIAE PT R oor e A Bt B
AE ISR R A BRI o W] BRI R A TR R B TS e
# FEIRIE R RS ) SCR 2B R E 1],

1.4 RRAENEZEFBIER

BRI 7E ¥, Rl B SO COSTnPRK R T H
fit A R R A T2 D) (REBGABE[2005]757 *5) KB B LA

7



Bt I ATATT K AP i At e e AL, ARl it B A 8 0 46
PRI SRVEHUREARC T I REAL B 1 SO, Wi AR 2.7 M
Bimia &, Tk, RERRAOE " ER

A B RIAM IR B 1R

9000 —
8000

~ 7000 -}
2 _
IR 6000 -

e

i 5000 —

jjﬂﬁ 4000
l}é 3000 —
= 2000 —
1000

04

g—n

Fig. 1.1 Production and utilization of desulphurization gypsum in China
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K11 FRE WA B 0 R 2 [32-34]

AT, FRIE BB B2 B 2006 41K 944 TR N 2
2016 FF(1) 8672 Wi, Mt fm 4 & FF] FH 2t A TFAa A F %249 20% 58
TN ZE 80.6% . SR AR A H 1)) FH Z AR TR 36 K H AATS A K I
ZEPR. BEAE, BT AE SRR, HoE LS RN B e T )
Fi5eg. HERERAAEN WEFEE, SEGRAE IR,
BRI T A4 B AR IRL R [34]. REEKHE T — R HVEH AR
AFBAHRREBEE, BRI @R AR IR AR
BT K2 e 18 IR, AT5ARAG K& I A 8 A LA 80R o AR
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| MV E A8 TR TS TR 5 (2018 k), Sos Tb i
AEZ 4300 30, ZEEAMHRNN 56%[35]. R RMEZIT — 1
TR A B A, K& F R A A OUR S T REM T
Ui, WA T RE L BR, HA R A A A E Y R AR S
TR B R B I O™ EE S e MR rE R E A B IR & A
B, A 24350 25 (B A B DA R HE ORI o 3, 3 il R ) BE R R
Yoo AW AE RIEA AW T
(1) HAEEM

BT B RIFARE I CRIIARRE FORLAR 2040, A 8 AT
LA CASIE 22 MiAS [R] 1 B8 O SRR R SR A (36 BB A B 7T H
DA E TR BE[37] vt BT RL[38] B EAABH39TE A LA/ A
B [25,40] b s A 8 & ok 12 H LA E A B R . 3% H
Bt A PR AR S A I 70% 2 F CLHIVE A B . 2005 4E3%
] [ P A B AR TR R A 2 30% R T BB A B [40]. BB B 1
VR AR R Sk B R A L IR b AR R B ALK B R (B
CaSO41/2H,0), H i hn -

2CaS0,+2H,0 =5 2 B CaS0,=1/2H,0 +3H,0
M54 B CaSO41/2H,0 ¥ SethEveks 2. 40K WKl K
S JFRHNE A DN IR &R, 15 MR & KR A — € B JFIEA
PRI, R AL ] B s b Rl B T N RN TR, S R B
A A B AR AE A I R A 8 n ARG 20 BE AL [ % o o B R B A
FEE TN BT A BRI RS . HA = T ZmER 1-1 Fis.
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Fig.1.2 Process flow chart of desulfurization gypsum board

(2) H AL
FBR A B AR o R 1) RIS R B A v A )
AL Ca M1 S JUE[41,42], BRI LI IN 2h il - 3N R 574
[X [43, 441 R /D 4 AR 1R IR 40 TR 2K [45, 46]
(3) FEKIRIA N7
A —EHRKRAE K EERLZ — . fEKIETEN 1%~4%HH]
A BEA RO KB R S I A] | S BEK VR BRI . PR KR )
OREPURIEMZE N . A BV KRR, AT LALR SR AR il
FERRER KR . /KA B K. AENEKIEE. KIEKLE, BN
ABRPYE Ca(OH), Ml C3AGCa0 * ALOy) & A I B A A LA
Bl C3A « CaSOy4 * Ca(OH),, XEiEEE CA, Bk HiFE—DK1k,
PEARER R ER VA AR E o JRLmiiA B URLRLAR /N, PR 7K VI8 2 886 79 A 75 LAt
B, AT DA E B R R #h 7K e [47 18R A 7K Je ds im0 A 5 7K e [ e
ZEHE 48], FIER A B EKIBEEIIR R AR A B, AU
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FEREFE, T EHGKVRRIANEE  BELEI (] M PURSRE . BidTiR
FEETA R, S BHEARTEN A B ZAH AR EE K . 7K YB3}
AEFRINEEETE 3-5 wt%, (HHTSKBBUR KR EH R,
F it A8 B AR A8 8 W] e 2 e 7KV 1 e LR e, DRI T B ) 7
fE HI[49].
(4) 477 a CaSO4*1/2H,0

o CaSO41/2H,0 WARE A E, e & i B H) B 2R
21501 A B IR AR AR 28R N BUKE I TR &SR], B
JE 95 A] LA 2] 80MPa, $i4/r91/% A& 20MPa. o /KA E ik T
FT AR, SRR, @ SRS L. e, HAR
T AKEAR AR TRBIPELF A AV BV S50, T2 R
THEIERLE | E RS | B AR | ThEE R A A BB S M R [51],

AR BATEAN M d e S AMERAEY E L, Lk
Gexz BN 2 RIES2]. T ASSE R (e 0k BUEER
sl A RRHAKe ) AR W Aa e G BN TR K
[53,54]. fERL ML R, HARHALE, Rl 2RI NS
ARHFBU) ORI L —[55]0 MRS h ok 24T =MiEas . Bihids
ok« AN RFIZEAN K56, 571 BRI K &) T PRI 1% i B 2 L BR
MREABRAEF T, 07k T K AL A 7k e N B R v K I 48
A &, O RPER o Aa g ME AT AIE ] e %
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BRI ARG AR s AN RAE RS A4 BN ) 1.5-2 48, [T
A DA BE B R i A B R V5 8 [57]. A BT BB SO R 1 320
BORH &R AR ER € Mkl B AL R4
F B 2 T REAN 5 T A ER R AS R ALK

I TRRE LR R G0 R IR B A X A RN BB e 7, IR Mt
B 22 45 0 [ 5 R R TSl B 8 22 10 AU AR SR 32 1)U I SRV [58,
59]. SRTIMLER RS —MEEMRI RS, FAESRIRE B RGN
LG £ FRGER TR, AR FRARBLBR R G AR 2R (601 PRI F 3 N
Fi Bt 8 Hh R BRI 98 32 A TR AR TR A0 SR IRE SR AT A B A
WA AN R B b, USRI BR 2% [61-65]. SRTHT, X Ttk
NIBBR R A 7R, FCAEIR ] 2 8] B 2 EC AL R B . TRTEWR
[ P AF P 23 BCATL ) BB e T E AR R R B i A B
IR & 5 5 AR AR A R R B B 5 R 3 A o0 R P Kok B
HRE, HERT R B R SRS N BRI T N B . A
WK, WA E IR S B8 10-1400pg/kg 2 (8] [66]. 1M H FH )
PRI R & 2N 0.15-0.22mg/kg[67-69], i T Ak, H
HA Crasmmik, BoREENAERESEMVIHMAEE, %
Bk & 5 A E R G EAAE A W IEAEDE, wf fe 3 E i i
AE IR S RS BSOS A BRI X B, 11 B A IE AR SR
. MR IREE R B, R R S BRI, H
AR B s nl miA 1.611mg/kg[70]. HIFH A ML 30 T RLL B
L 18 JaE CRLAE R 7 R A R W R H 22 ik AT BR A RT 45D, HL
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WA RIREI I S, A RENBG AT . B, XS
I B BEAN AT A B R R AT RGN AT Bh T T AR o o ht
BB A B R SRR, WATRBUT RSN LA B 1R & 26,
N FR I AR A R AR A AL B S R B it

dbAt, BEABLER A E T RGR AR TS M ERE 4> . SRIAF
TEA BIVE TR IIT B AR IR AE Y B o B N A B ok
EBEAFE TS EAEM T A8 I ERAL B RS o« SR 1T 24 1k = 76 M
B 2R A DR SR A CRETI BRI 6 1) KB B R & i K
FAERS R 7L

B A8 B A AR A TR R . BIEEM A B
YERZKIEIRINFIEE[71]. RE AT 2010 FHGHEERRE, K
R A B PR 4.8 4G, R F BT & R A2 68%, T AR [H]
IR 2 BN R HETR[71]. BiaiAE P ES B afEREELIR
HIHHEH N EERN R —. LRSS, 5k SER
KR B A S AR B e T IE R A IE N IR G, & B iy 2 P LI
5 e B[ 72] . R OR BEATLIE B R A RIRE 2 1E RY KRR 1 2%
NS —EB 2 KIOREN BRI 1 [30], BB RS, H
BRI E . LRATE B SR ESFR FEmM[19]. MagEhRE
B v I 2 YN A B A IR A B RO AT AR ZK e R 7 A R 1
T UOREIUARE[25, T1] S A B AR B Rk B SRR TSR (73] A B
AR B EIES AR T, 8 B HR AL 128 °C - 163°C 221,
PUE /KA E CaSOy4 «2H0 M /KAE A /KAE CaSOy 1/2H,0[74],
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L RS KR E MR LR R T 2R 2k [24, 25]. THAEKTE
IR AR b U 2 A B AR T s KR BE A8 T IR 2 300 e
JBOENIE S, TG B[ 71] .

Wit f B R AR E TR B YU TR M AE MR AT 72 4 4k
BE 1o ARIVEY M SRS B RAESMKZHOR A2
FIZY AR AR (HgS)« HgSe[751HIFE M HRIK . ZRIIAFETE A
FERCIRRMIE RS FEALRE ) . MiRRE T S, A B R AFTEARRI
AR MEZE 7 EOR TR <AL I #vEe e PRI T AR B R AR 8L
¥), X5 Lopez-Anton, M. A., et al.[76]FIBF T —3. w275 &
., Sun, M., etal. (SR, ERMEESLI T, KREEHEH
& BRENG G IR N BT T ENR[77], HfiERE .
B REET S, HeS HoEE T7K, RIS 53 ToK, BT R
SACIERE O O R LI (Y I 72 B 5 T IR RS NI R DL, i
A B R FAAAE TR AT & B EaeRem | A 8 AL B A &, 72
Fik 2% TN B A I B A R B R SRR AS IO LK
S EEE L.

1.6 FEMRAE

BT DL BRI 5, AT R BRSO S S B ) A
BoRE B M EEAATNA, WITHm A g ok & & AFETRS
PRI AL, D e a2 1 Jd At o 2 v R S A2 O 0 A ORI RS
e it EE AT
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(1) B R DT EERIE T BT AT B o WA S it 77 S5 A
dn, DIE B4 B R RS B, AR BRI, IR TR AT B Pk
RIS, PHERIES, TSR A X a8 ok 5
B

(2) (ESERSMAIKIBAAIE T, IR IO 26 A HE i Bt
ok B RSN, RS DA AR ) B P ok 1 32 A
FERCSTE IR, LA 8 ok AR e 1t 53 e S Al

(3) FERMAR R 25 AT N IR FUAMIN < i AR 10 i i & ok & &
RISZIR, S PP i 22 i Bt A 8 (O R E 1V i H A PR SR AL A
B4 AR A AR B A I AT A B2 B AL A
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2T SBRE. FEAHN
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2.1 SRR ERIRTE

2.11 BRAREBRERFPROSEITENEZERTIERE

BRI F T  r BC R S B AR 2-1 s, REAS
MRBIE N IR B E . ARG ML T okt
AL EE -

Stirrer
Carry Gas N,
J—

— ]

RA915M . : = !
Tubing heated ¢ ¥ E
mercury [
spectrometer e“”"”‘e“iM%
Carry Gas N; ( e
[
L

Jacketed glasses
reactors

Thermostat water bath

_J
2.1 WA A ok A3 FE MR PPN e B R A
Fig.2.1 Schematic of the lab-device for mercury distribution in simulated slurry

7R [ 73 BCAE XU Z B S ML FR AT, 28 NSRBI Al e K U= 3
IEHMNE F B R AR IR KRB AT I IR ORR, « S B8R P B SR A
USRI 800mL JHN B JREEMH , TFEhHEFE a4 RF PR E N 120
r/min. JFAE R /KH A LAERFE E F/KIHRE . iR E T, 4k

16



i Ny Vit E N 1.50/min. FriREETHE, REkaEq, WHRR pH, 2
i 38 I T A 0GR B R SR R AU IR R o 3R (N ARIR R T
Zout, HARMESEHEEE S Ol 2H 30%1) NaOH ¥, FH LA
I PERR SRR, W AR R H ) F M ERAGR IR (R 2
Lumex 2 ] 7™ () RA915M AU AE 45 7028 8 R U 73 A0 HhAE 2Rl =
RA9ISM M FRAXFL Py B ARE M A PR B AR 2ng/m?s &5 1 R
A JGIE 2 N 200ml 4%w/v KMnO, A1 10%v/v HaSO, R HE
MG PRI — AN RA 200g TEER B AOME RS IIR. #R
2005 R TR o Ak B HE T

BRI KA INER 2-1 . SRigid fE A, it SR A 4 o
AR S, 83 He® A R Gl id S5 gt N SAH PR & Rt 4f
FEAF IEHRE, RO IEAS BRI S A . [EIAHAE 45°C %A~
BT FEAar ] [ AH 7R 2 2049 22K A8 AR 9 2 & . s o s Bk
DZR TR A A3 2R BAH B & o i AR B 2R & A8 BPR A =AM
[ ELe:

% 2.1 BB SRR AE BRI b4 B B0 110 3 A S0 26

Table 2.1 basic experimental conditions to investigate the influence of slurry conditions on
the distribution of mercury in desulfurization slurry

TS W FERN %A
B IR £ 9% (wiv)
MR R 1%(w/v)
pH 18 6
Clik = 0.1mol/L

Hg?* 250pg/L (GRIE 9 HgCl2)
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SOs* 10mM

AR FR 800mL
T PR R 60-120r/min

2.12 AEPRGRIARERER A

— n'r:_-::u: _
Im ! — :ﬂl—b——E P
2 3
\, LN 0 [

—J o0

B 2.2 18 P BRI AR E PRl e B R =
(I-BERET, 2-FFTHRE S, 3-800 FEIEIRANAT, 4-30% NaOH ¥, 5- RA915M
MZRAL, 6-FB ARG, 7-HiK)

Fig. 2.2 Schematic of the lab-device for evaluate the stability of mercury compounds in gypsum
(1- Mass flow meter, 2- Temperature programmed tube furnace, 3-Heating furnace (800°C), 4-
30% NaOH solution, 5- RA-915M Lumex Zeeman portable mercury spectrometer, 6- Tail gas

treatment, 7-Couputer)

A PR ARE SR W 2.2 FRIIR AR E T E
FdEAT . R E HIT RS B THEMEGR . 800°C fEIR AN FH AN
TAN A J2 B S A R Gi o PSR G P BV SAR R B R T
PR REFP TR AN B F BUINEE 7k A B AR b, 800°C fELIR AN #vtr
PO R 7 THE A HR THE H RS« BN ARG RS R 4
AR B 7R R R SERRTF AT B e & R UEE, 5
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B — BB RA BB P HR G T, BB TR E R AT HER X
8], IR ERE T AERHE e SRR, ARG R TR,
Al I ZRASCS I M AP AR EE AR A, 15 2B AR 8 R e o
) AR 1

Bl

2.13 ABPROESCFRERNZHER GG E

EBEAL TE AR B R B0 [ A i oK TR A B B BT, ARBEFT I
AP S 2 Bian, S., etal[ 78188 H G BCR J5ik. A
AP -

(1) XPFRRAE IS5 By, B 1g, 54 1-5.

(2) ¥9i'5 1-5 MBHA B 2R E T 40mL HAaiK K]
RomELETR, FEZRTE THEAIRGEEIRIE 16h. BH4
WE, BROEELEETEOIT, SHREN: HiE n= 1500
r/min, WAt =20min. ¥, KRS | FUEEICOVIEAE 1 (B
T 2 -5 PR T2 B EAE), FFTTHRFET 45 °C T4, K
FH AR A3 B G AR B i ok & 8 A RIS 1 Rk & & Bl, H
ZAER IR IS AR FUKIERR, HIZKIESK F1=A- B,

(3) A E— R mGRT A 2-5 RIEEP A 40mL
CH;COOH K, B TR ARG RERE 16h, B.O0LIE, M
OS2 HIIEEICONIER 2 (FEM S S 3-5 IR H T 28 — 2044,
JEV 2 THPRAR T 45°C T4, SR AR 73 A A 8645 2R b ok
TR A A 2 FOREE By, HEMRINZERSEE B /KIEESRM

SRR TR RIIAL, B F1+F2=A-B,., MR ATIRINA F2=A-
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B,-Fl.

(4) [n] E— B BIMFE g 5N 3 -5 BIIEE oA 40mL #H7%
R, BT SIRGEE TR 16h, BOENE, HEMRS
3 IUEEIC R 3 (BRSNS 4 - 5 B T IU5 e, e
3 TR 45 oC T, R BT A G5 2R M POk & &
AFIYER 3 PR & & By, HEMBAZRBEEEFKESEK. B
A YRS RA AR R AR AL, B Fi+F,+F;=A-Bso. N A[IEJ5ZS F3=B,
—Bs.

(5) [F] BB BRI T 9 4 - 5 ERE A /NG 10mL
H,O0, %, JHAL 1h, KIS (90°C), 7&K BRI T4, B
BEUR, PR TN 4 FIEEICNIERE 4 (FEMgn's 5 BIFEM A T8
TR, DB 4 78 45 °C T8, R BIAKR 73 AT 545 2R i
RS A FIUER 4 HRES & By HEMRKEEK. J9RANES
K RS RAKB I AR S AR R PR E, B F +F,+F;+C
= A-Byo Hort C RIRTEKIE IR I R 7R BRI & U] C=B5 - Baso

(6) [ E—PRIKFEMMTN 5 BWIEAFIMA 40 mL
CH;COONH, ¥, B THHAIRZFEETIRE 16h, BOLIE, ¥
FEMRSN 5 PIIEEICONENE 5, T AT 45°C T4, KA [k
RAHTACEFE MRS & A g 5 k&8 Bs, HZEMERINK
AR SHRAIIEAIR . L JEA RN T A AR, B Fy+F, +
F3+F;=A-Bso WA%AMNE Fy = (Fi+F,+F3+F) - (F+F+F3).

(7) VW 5 T 45°C Fl)a, R BRI 70 A o 5 21 ki

Ny
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& F5.

CAEAB BRI 3 APATSESS, AT 23R FE i K I A 7Kk
(FD. 59 AHEHESIR (Fo). AIEMSIK (F3). AliBJRESR (Fy)
MBI (Fs)o
RS TESEEE (HI/T299-2007) Jiik, BACGEUT.

1B FR A R

B PR Al FR YV AR R /B R VR B W NIRRT, BRI AE AN FIE
AR HEAE . BRETOF AL EL S R ) LR R, i
A TERRVER K BRI T, R IR T NFR BRI 72 . L Bk
i L

(1) 3R HFRIECH]: B BR LA 20 1 AR B AR Al BR R 4V
ANZFRFZK (1L 7K 2 R EW) .18 pH 4 3.2040.05.

(2) FF 485 1 AR T 9.5mm FLAZ T, FREL 150-200g £+
dts BT 2L SREUMA, ARPERES S KSR, FmRE Dy 10:1 (Lkg)
TR H BT RAR N ARTR, IO NIREEF, o5 S 25 i [ e 7 B A IR
W E AT E N 30+ 2r/min, T 23+£2°C FRE% 18+2h,

OER ISR E AU A, AR AR R I e i I s AT L
FEARRGEIR, AT T AL ER AR SO R UCRIR W, T 4C N RS

2. B MR G VA IE
B TR 2 VA BOEAEA TAV IR M N P ARSI 5, b i &

A E SRR IR e R, R IR I R

(1) BHFES: o 5.7ml oKEERR 2 500ml 57K,
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64.3ml ImolV/L SN, Ml ZE 1L, FHl5EmAe pH 1NN 4.93
+0.05.

(2) KT8 (1 [ AR S 9.5mm FLAZ (9, FREX 150-200g #
i, BT 2L FEHUM A, MRAERE W IEKER, A N 10:1 (Lkg)
THE T SRR BRI AR, NIRRT, 55 5 55 /5 18] 76 8% =R
A E b AT EGE N 30+ 2r/min, T 23+2 °C Rk 18+2h,

OTER SRR E R AT YRR, A BRI A AR st
FEHIRBER, K BT AL BE RS O IR USRI, T 4°C FIRAF .

2.2 PR R XL R AR A A B RIRE S TALE

STMGERAE R, )k R R RE R A v FL R, THFR IR
WREARK, Fr AR A A R A 7 S 3t 4 e i AN i B (138 S AR
P K TR » PRI D R E AR ) 504 T D
HIRE = i B . e VbaEsth (i 2-3 o). XS Bgflr
B R RS R B TR DL AR 2-1 P, el R0 A AR
LT IRREAP RS O IEOR b, PR T Eh 26 . R B SRR NIEL R 9 S
b FRIINTCHAIE o 75 G i ] 5 L 2 BR 2B s it B A e 5
Hopb i Be s 978 SCR BifH, BReR#RBRESAL. 9V, By D IEMEs
HL O HARRR AR AN, HORPIUHBRA, BBt s SR R R
XL BTN BRARE ) (75 G2 B4 K8 — 2.

AVERE A R SRR BR R B R E5 R 4 R B B IR L)
BN Wb B A A AR R SR SR TR 24 8 =K, D9 PR UE A At
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AE S IRIERE T R B ELORER, B MR BB A T BEAE
ZRWEZUCREE, FEECREER N 2018 4F 4 A% 2018 4 9 H. R4E
J5 BORE i F SRR BHRAE, IR T A VKSR AR v, SRAESS
WRERPOR B . PR BIA I % JE 1E 40°C A T, 25
iR BIFES I 100 H 5, 10 5 R A2 BT IR A [RGB — SRR H R
BRI TR ZRFE AL S B 51T A 3 LN I HORE ff s . AR B
Tt 99 A FE

2.3 SEMEERH— MR A

Fig.2.3 locations of 11power plant surveyed in Guizhou province

x22 RMNEBRKE NRPRE. RERSEYEFREBLER
Table 2.2 The boiler capacity, coal type and pollutant control equipment of major coal-fired power
plants in Guizhou

PRIGHL) Jp A A= SR 15 s &

1# il PC 300 anthracite SCR+ESP+WFGD

2 22 i PC 300 anthracite SCR+ESP+WFGD

3# Ny PC 300 anthracite SCR+ESP+WFGD

4# HRB PC 660 anthracite SCR+ESP+WFGD+WESP
5# 21k PC 300 anthracite ~ SCR+ESP-FF+WFGD
6# 297 PC 300 anthracite ~ SCR-+ESP-FF+WFGD
TH EIE PC 600 anthracite ~ SCR+ESP +WFGD

8# [SEEE PC 200 bituminous SCR+ESP-FF+WFGD
o# KE PC 600 bituminous SCR+ESP +WFGD
10# e PC 600 bituminous SCR+ESP+WFGD
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11# 2 PC 660 bituminous SCR+ESP-FF+WFGD

2.3 REEMITERMIN G A

(1) SAHFR B &

AR I B DR S AR RA9ISM (941 B Rt ok B 3

SEFFE]. RAIISM ZMZ i Lumex 23] A 77 i — R4 V4 TR -1 IR IAC ok
o BT oRZEAN 253.7nm BRI CAAESRZL RIS E A, HAE—
VA Y ) Y W' P 5 7R 78 SR PEE T L, DR 3 3 o RO 2 T 43 R
HIWKEE . T RA91SM HY ok AR FH v 4308 1 1) 28 22 R 1ROt i 4
AR (ZAAS-HFMD), A R BARTE SR 279, 80], PRI A 2k A5 g ol
BRI ANEDGRRMI ORI AR E IR 2-2 PR, R A
M EHREFE

R 2.3 RAIISM RUPMGRACAI AR 2 £
Table 2.3 Calibration certificate of Zeeman mercury analyzer RA-915M

FRifE T I FE(°C) TFHEAE (ng/m?) 5% (ng/m®)
1 23 0 0
2 23 3163 3061
3 23 6228 6179
4 23 10576 10193
5 23 21135 20256
6 23 31702 31269

(2) WAAFE R RS BRI &

VRARRE i 32 BRSO BT 20, TR &
KERE T, PR AR 2T e AL HL . T EE IRE 2%
JAMEHL ] %2 KB (Ontario-Hydro) V91 KCl VEURE i BRI 7
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X, BARSIRWT: B 10mL EHEBIMA S0mL JH#EE, #mbivr
5% KMnOy ¥ 70, A VA 2 ISR 20 68 o 8 AR ARG D020 4 R R R e TR
iR ER R 25, I 0.5ml ¥ HSO4. 0.25ml ¥R HNO; A1 2mL
5 %KMnO, W, 1REEHE 15min. RJGIIA 0.75ml 5% K,S,05 ¥
W, R, BT A 9seCriKis it 2h FAHEER. 7
FrRETIIN 1ml 10% ) ER R FR I T LAIE iR 3 4] ) KMnOy, 45 Clo 3% H
Je N ZRASCIN 2 o 28 3 FRUAL 35 PRI A A5 ot il ot 6 0 iR 2 e
JEit (AFS-8530) fGHATIE
(3) [EARFE S F SR S =R &
[ AR 7k & il i = KA Milestone A &) ) DMASO 7R A
(4) BRIEH CLA R R E
BRIET Cl & ERE 1A% E K hniE GB/T3558-2014 (JE
FUIE I7ED,  HIRAHEIE ST BT Be SE8e - 6 58 e BRI
DIRUTR : EFEATC I G NES R, B E S TBON BB K iR 2%
B, BN KRG AP R K AARRE, R Bk
W SRR K AR AR R, B S ARt N S It e & T K,
DU e /N Fap, AREALIR NS L i, RS R AR F vk B i e v
B R SRS IR BE AR A R R AR v VA R )R B B v ARt A S

A — N
:lé\ &5 Ho

(5) Biwif & Fe RME ;7%
AEILE Fe &5 B9 52 AR AR FEIE SCHT 5T i Be i SE 5961 & 56 B
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H R & 55 B TR SIS (ICP-AES) IS .
24 LWFMMAS

241 FERMSKIHRM

S R o B ) R AR LR 2.4,

2.4 FESIGE T

Table 2.4 General view of the main experimental equipments used

EA GiER) CVRIIE
4% 2R A RA915M % #i Lumex A ]
FLAEMZRAL DMA-80 = A Milestone 2 7]
JRF 76T AFS-8530 e AR AT PR A 7]
B L H1850 VA P VR S 2 A AR R AT BR A )
(EBUE et S-40C it R A AR R
TH iR 7K 5 CH1015 PR A PR A A
L PIER BT100-1L e e i
T R A OTF-1200X SR B & AT FRA W
(EN RS WO - T
pH it PHS-3G g AR
AN WA T TU-190 Fb 3 A3 A S A R A ]
Hrmait LZB-3WB B 2 A v X A R A IR A 7
T A Testo 350 A ] 4 1] A )
N Ee e & J02073 BT R FR A AR
1 7 TR E AR MP-15R W H ARG A BR A ]
H TR ML 204 Mettler Toledo [ Frfik 7 FRA ]
R PR S T R i LHS-250SC b TER A A PR A
KR Z AR SHB-III AR LA PR A W
BrEeim A 3M 6800 DSk (Rl HRAA
R SY-9312 JEH BN RH R A IR =]
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HyDO001

2522 DRAGON A #]

2.4.2 FEMLWAHZFNXF

SEE B0 Fp T A P ) 2 24 AR SR 2.5
2 2.5 LB A

Table 2.5 General view of the main materials and agents used

KR 773 G gl
AREEN A HgO (red) AR AT PR 7] v
B R HgS (black) Alfa Aesar 717 BR 2 7] S
ARER Y HgS (red) FigriR THR AR it

TR HgCl, g A AR A A it
AR Hg.Cl, FigriR THR AR it

T R oK HgSO4 FigrR THR AR it
IR &3 Hg>SO4 Sigma-Aldrich 745 BR 2 7] 96%
A NaOH v [ 24 8 P A 2 iR A PR A ) v
DIRTH &L NayS0; o R 24 4 A 2 iR A IR ) G4l
TIKTRIRES CaS04.2H,0 [ 24 4R A R A B ] G4l
TIKTRIRES CaS04.2H0 BT kR A R 2 ) v
IR CaSO; A R AE ARG R A 90%

i H>ClO4 bt A A AR A AT R A T e

Wils H>S04 i [ 24 8 A 2 R TR ) e

TR HNO; e [ 24 4 A A 2 iR IR A g4t

1RGN NaBr v [ 2 4 A 2 iR A IR A ) AL

LA Nal v [ 2 8 A 2 iR A IR A ) v

S KClI v [ 2 4 A 2 iR A IR A ) v
Bt AL NaSCN bt A A AR B AR A PR A v
ERIRIX ] SnCl bt A A AR B AR A PR A v

A NaCl i [ 24 4 A A 2 iR A IR Gyt al

Eligs] NaNO; i [ 24 8 A 2 R IR A v
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HHIRFLIE
AR IR
e b R

LR ER

NaxSO4
HsNO-HCI
K2Cr 07
KMnO4
K2S,05
N2
An
TMT15
Na3C3N3S3.9H,0

DTCR

ity E 25 SR B 2 A PR A 7
i A R R A IR
ity E 25 SR B 2 A PR A 7
ity E 25 SR B A A PR A F
ity E 25 SR B A A PR A 7
J7 N T IR AR PR A T
J7 N TR PR A T
TG PEEA R

TR T PE A R 27

T Hral
98.5%
T Hral
T Hral
T Hral
99.99%
99.99%
90%

90%
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EI3IE IMNEEER] RBAEPRIRIERTSTH

3. BRMNFERER BRRAEPHRSE

S BRI T B A B R S R 3.1 &K 3.1 P B
PRIGEEE S AR AT B & B AE 167-1298 ng/kg 28], FHREEN 579.0
+ 376.2 pg/kg. HHJuLA B LEEd ) Bl A B H RS ERE, &
N 1298165 pg/kg, MEALH) REEH&IK, HEEN 16
ngkg. HHABWIFEAHEL (Table 1-1), SRMIBLEA B HRIR SE R
TR E PR X . BN CL 2 B IC T 3 [ S VE 2 1
X, J& TARGEUE12]. X R BB A ) CLX A 8 ok & B A
R . Hao, Y., etal. (2016)[21]5% 2 IR E 42 EH GBI A B ok & =0tk
W, JREEAL 400 3] 600 pg/kg WIFEMEERZ, MAZE (67%)
T A B A i AR R S B E 200 21 1000pg/kg 2 18], 4 30%A4% i
RIS B KT 1000 pg/kge PRAEahH SORIFIR Y 868 ng/kg,
FEN 642 ng/kg. HIMBIRZE R, 4 Lipa48 e A B FE ok &
B, HPHMERIE 1611.40£106.65. XK, StME A E K
REEHBACT 2EPIME, Rl TR E A bl rag .

55 b RIS AR L, AR KT H R A B R S &
FEL — BRG] (<150 ng/kg) o —HAnE NP X EH SRR, 4E
FEE AR SO IR IR 3 S ) IR A R B RN 3 JubriE

(> 1000 pg/kg), —HIRENIRERREF=FEY)IEFAK. HRd
IR AT B AT AR E(300-1000), N REREAR Y, 4ESTNIA
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3-1 SN B BiA & Bk &
Fig.3.1 mercury content in desulphurization gypsum of Guizhou province and the distribution of
corresponding coal-fired power plants

R 3.0 SN T ERE T B A

Table 3.1 mercury content in gypsum of Guizhou province

Coal fire power plants number

LAHRLHRBE L) 73 AT

FRTREMNIE

I AN B

Wt ok

B Min Max Mean SD

1# KTi 160 176 167 7
2# Z I 468 642 563 73
3# K 523 1000 727 201
4# BB 895 960 939 30
S# b 186 278 243 43

6# Yh5k 283 293 289 5
TH# g 540 832 706 129
8# P 1163 1482 1298 165
o# RHE 765 999 865 103
10# Eiin) 393 530 465 73

11# ke 283 302 289 9
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3.2 HFE }ILE ¢7KE’J5E/r57\1ﬁ

Fi Bt A R B SRS R TR R R ok o IR b R R B
Hby, SRR A AR SRS AN RN T A ORI 22 57 o oK & B 1011
HZ94 0.1ug/kg[81], TR E K KPR ELE 0.15-0.22png/kg Z|H]
[67,69,82], s TIHF-FIME, KRS R AR RS Gy i@,
SEIN T iR ROk B R AR . EERBET AR, =T 800°C Sk
T, RIVPARU He® MBS AAE. WRAEE R Raf It b
HIRERIBRAR, —&050 1 He® 28l E AN He?t o kR S5
H1¥) HCL A Cl, J B AE B HeCly /& AR Hi AN IR B A o — ok 1) 2 22
BTG, 83, 84], [AIHEMRIE i i SR & 5 2 B M Al =L — AN ok Y
AR [85]. He® KA R 7k (F 2 HeCl) i<W £ - AK AN
ARIRISH I RTRLZAS B 7R o« UKL I 22 FLIE 25 S bE 3R 1 AR A2 5 i
HgCl, P R EFF . HeCl, 2R, 5 TR F & 15
R o S50 NOo, Oy i sgma il S ok Ak, HA A F2
K 3.2 i,

>

Hg’(g)

Catalytic

Oxidation
@ el

PRATAS » Hg*'X(9)
o tie
Chlorination
HgCly(g) d"gch(g)
Hg(p) Species
’ Q . % HgCl,
2 Re i

V!?D’r z;{l?ﬂ ) Hgs )
(A = h/
.» N Formatiol
Coal

Combustio Postcombustion

B 3.2 BB oK BERAE[86]

Fig.3.2 Mercury transformations in coal combustion flue gas

31



SCR Z A S B IBEAH I [5] i A0 S8 AR <R ) AN IR [87, 88]
PRk, 38 I e IR 1Y) SCR AL FRIAE PR IE SCR AL RE 1) 5] ] 5k,
X 7R PR AN T2 24 IR KRN otn ) B 7R 43 A r 1) B R T2 B SR
SRR 7R 5 T4 bR AR B £ B, T AR G0 A0 73 ) 2 i 1 vk i
T RS ERR . Rk N BRI TR BN B T, PRI R 2
WA AT B R B R IR . Cheng 25[8911F 77 3 WA Bl 2 55 i % Jid [
TS 76%M He, HAH 90%MIK & £ T A E + .

BeAh, A ERIENR RS, BRERETA AR AEN SO, MRS
Ho RAEBRFAREA R AR, HIuR TR 55
63 fir, RIEHFEFHIEFERME, FHEE 7.0 ngke. RELRILEK
HNRIE. PRI, RS EISAN S, P 6.9 ugkg. BRES
HIENEE, RN A B 8.6 ngkg. VIS WHEIE 5. BRIR SR 2
TelivE BREUE , R BB, T 23 ugke, =T A KA R
JFUAT90]. IXRBH, BRERES T IR R T e 2 LA iR (1 2k
Jio DEMIAE F B A KA TR E EWNE 3.2 Fis:

3.2 BN IR I R

Table 3.2 Mercury in limestone from major coal-fired power plants in Guizhou

- IR 17K Cea Wt A B IR Ce |72
I (ng/keg) (ng/kg)
Min Max Mean SD Min Max Mean SD
K g 37 19 12 160 176 167 7  19.57
L g 63 25 34 468 642 563 73 7.64
Kl g 73 43 37 523 1000 727 201 10.17

— 11 57 35 13 895 960 939 30 641
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LRI 38 19 25 186 278 243 43 1345

LY S 18 8 11 283 293 289 5 476
W s 47 35 13 540 832 706 129 853
BHE 32 24 10 1163 1482 1298 165 3.18
KH s 35 18 24 765 999 865 103 3.58
hi 7 23 12 23 393 530 465 73 444
B 5 20 14 7 283 302 289 9 833

2] R1A 2K A H R 7E & &= 0] =8 73 ng/kg, T 1mol CaCO;
AL RN Tmol CaS0422H,0, TEAFEERBWHIIEN T, CaCOs H
IR BB A B R 1.72 5. RIERL 1.72xCe/Cy (%) TENRRERES
RN B A B A S LebR e, T A AR & S R B SR
TTEVIEIY 3.18-19.57%, P35I 8.18+4.87, H b s
PRI R ) KT RIS A, SRR, AR RIR S EAT R
B, KA RS BRI B RS B E BRI

33 RMEER] A EPRNBEE LSS

R R A B AR Ja AL BRAL B A A AR HE I A L SR A i
My RPERNE N SR RE T, Bk S EB BA S . RIIERSPERE
SHFAFERSREAE PR SE VIR 41 HgClL T
VERE AR e VERTIR SR EANAT 247 IR IZ = T HeS o R AR
PP ok R A7 T ST 90 28 5¢ L [ A A 50 T [P o A ok 47
TEILASHIR T IEA 280, b, BCR T ESHBUEA MR 7 THR
RS VP B A B R ET
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331 RMAENESWFRISH

1993 SERRIMIE R FRE R E Tessier 25 A[911F 1979 4EHE H A
WBRIIRSEETIEA EIR H BCR P E R GE . VA C) 2N
FF -8R0 o b v 0B VP A 7R 55 8 4R (0 B R AR mT A
FIPERE . BCR TP B RARBUEN B & 8K 7 N AFIER : F1 KIEAS.
F2 55FR v 3RENAS . F3 AliRJRAS. F4 S LS FS ARl SR, B
I [R] R R A0 [ A R U AR A E AN [ (0 3 B v B 4 R 1Y)
FETBE RE[92] - Bloom Z£[93]IA M HiAt F1 XA EE A4, HeCl, HgSOs-
HgO Al Hg(NOs),. F2 JEZ&f4% HegO. HgSO4 1 HgAu. F3 A WL
BF, ERBAETEER HeCl, F4 WARNREERMR, AR
o IR PR L TP A ok, R EAFE Hg. HeCl. Hg (Hgh) H4:
J&, T FS WA HeS, 2liiifE bt fpRE. M, mT
FERTER IS R E 25 TS IIAKIER. 90°C 7Kk
R AAEE He MR, X843 BCR J7iEFISCREAR, X 50 -
60%. Bk, AT R Bian 8 A[78]#IE G BCR %, HAK
BAERAEQ 2.13 FTFR. BCR ESREUAL Rk 3.3 KK 3.3 At

7N o

% 3.3 Wi H BCR {45 1%
Table 3.3 the results of BCR extraction from desulfurized gypsum

JAEE R

9m5 - Fl F2 F3 F4 F5 EILVESA
1# KF 6.31 11.57  5.32 71.63 5.17 97.3%
2# 22 I 523 7.42 2.35 7435  10.65 94.5%

34 K 426  2.69 1.46 84.32 7.27 103.2%
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A4 —HE 796  6.26 5.14 71.69 8.95 101.7%
5# b 936  3.53 1.27 7121  14.63 98.5%
6# YN 924  7.56 5.79 65.69  11.72  96.3%
T# EE IS 9.78  3.68 2.89 6424  19.41 97.2%
8# HILZE 723 436 3.63 70.34  14.44 93.8%
ot KH 9.69  9.56 8.86 58.46  13.43  105.7%
10# g 11.69  5.56 5.26 70.79 6.7 109.3%
11# ESRES 1145 5.69 3.69 71.12 8.05 98.9%
Qiangui B 5
I F4
Pannan [ 1F3
Faer N F2
Yemazai R

Z% Tangzai
2 Nayong
()]
2 Qianbei
o
Erlang
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Fig.3.3 BCR extraction results of desulphurized gypsum mercury from major coal-fired power

plants in Guizhou

T BRI, AE ST AR B LR RS A, T FLORT F2 DU D il

AE TS TIEBRERE, HEFEELBIE 6.59—19.25%2 18],

5N 8.38%,
KSR S, WHITE 58.46 — 84.32%2 [1],

EEE )ILE Eij*%ﬂi;u?_j‘:( (F4+ FS) (%ﬂilu\

Horp g B i e s e FACRT AL AR

T4
SR

Py EEN 70.36%
) HIEEAE 76.8 —91.59%
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18], Frr G PR T ROk & Bl s o IX R W] AR LA A B KR
o AR R IR, WA B 7E AL FRAL B AR T T vT Be A BRI R
FETBUAR o

BT NHIBE SR, Fy [FRER b 8 T A £ 237 Al-Abed,
S. R, et al. [94]f/%F 38 [ 52 47 3% J8 WM (I AR A 8 IOAG2EFE S L3R
W, A B ok £ F4 JERSAAAE (72.28%), 1 F4 A1 F5
BRI B EIE 99.6%.  Zhu, Z., et al.[207%F B E B AN AN A B H
] HIBER A B R B ETE A TR L F4 B E S VRN 77.19%
-96.5%, F4 A F5 (& &R EIA 96.25%. , Hao, Y., et al.[21]%
TRE F ZAME ) Wi A B BCR 45 R F1 + F2 & &6
NND -252%, FHIEENT4%, F3 KISEERA ND-82%, K
ZHEENT 10%, F4 & EIEHEN 10% - 98.5%, #id 84%HIHE i
F4 &2 60%. Diao, X., etal.[18]% [ AL HL ) B ER A B 24T
KU F4 [FIRE R E h iR E 2. SHAMF AR, 5t
P E RS LT BB A B R S R B 22 AR, A F
17k F4 &2 1% (N=1D kS EHIT 60%.

3.32 Hﬁ. }ILE EIJ7KEIJI1H:II'&|‘_&L§—J\1-E

T imsi g B B, A E EE AR AL B 7k DR
N SMRHETBCN 9510 it — D e BB A B Hh 7R TE HE ORI S 4 1ot
PRSI AT REG T, IRIE SR E M HI S0 J7% GB-50853-2007,
KRR AEERYE (HI/T299-2007), LAREER IR IR VR G ORI A7), 15
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P BR A B FE A AUTE AL B | HEAE . B e H AL HE 5 PRI 3
R, Hr i EH SRR KR, WEY IR i
INEERERE o SR B BRZZ MR 2 (HY/T299-2007), DABSERZE MK
DR, AU RN DAY fR, o 0 A e IR
BRI T, NAETRBIERE. BEERN TR TR
BN

3.4 PitifaERIR HENE
Table 3.4 Leaching toxicity of desulfurization gypsum

ey VB EOE GEGERE WM s
& FIRHE B REWRE RHK PR i
%1% %1% ng/L g/l pg/L ng/L
] 3.7 2.4 6.1 3.97
I 5.4 4.1 30.3 22.9
K 7.4 5.0 56.1 37.9
—HE 8.6 4.8 77.9 43.4
2k 12.5 5.6 26.75 11.9
YNk 6.1 2.8 15.1 6.9 100 1
b & 4.7 2.4 32.2 16.7
LR S 2.8 0.79 36.4 10.3
KE 6.0 2.9 51.5 24.9
i) 5.4 35 24.4 15.8
ke 4.8 2.2 13.8 6.3

F 2R T 50, B R R R 1 7RI L) 598 B I v TG R 2 v i
Wk, TRERAEIRIE R BRIy 6.12 + 2.65% ki T BR Bz
WL (3.3+ 1.4%). H R KLE AR R AN B IEASRALLY pH (B ik T
B BRZE MRS, SRR AT A I T A B MR NURA &P s i, 1845
FZH) He B 5= H R R, FrREmBR A5
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FE S 7RI 38 oAk 292 H B bRt (H R IR R TE 18 2 TR
T BRVEAE 2 B TR G MV Y38 5 T F /KU - IX R W T0 18 R 4 T A
AE B RMETGEL DA, 3 R B B KR X o 75 )T BRI A
7 H IR KA R TG Gt

Sun, M., et al.[2315 % i A1 8 ok iR H AR T B S R 3R R B
it A B IR A2 AT b IR & pH fsga, o pH 2 i E
MR E, pH B, 12 &K ({EFSGE K2 HI/T 299-2007 1)
T35 R B R — 458 I3 SOR AT R, I AN 78 42 OB H AR PR
$55 v B A B T ) R A R A T IR R A R R
B IR BRI Sl 2182 R Re , 72 SR I R oK IRE R 38 B n] 8L
AAEAE B 53 1E B AR PRI o 76 58 B AR Wi 30 7 A IR AR AL SR FR
SR P RERETEC SR, [RIT J A B AE LS H ARFA S rh ok R RE TS i AT
HEEZ .

3.33 RFAE PRES D

1A 8 Hh ok AR TR b v il £

Fi Bt A1 B R PR AR RE A RN AR A A R B A EE 0 A B AR )
VERLRE R TR B A o, B & TP ok £ E LLEHLR Y 9 £,
R LS A LR S ERCYINIRE . i BG4 8 ok RS,
Rk ey 5 Bobed Ja KA BB A B 2 SR & OB TR THR A
it £ BRI R LT HRE R N TR THR AR, 152 hRiE
R AR THR RS (Nl 3.4 Fros). -t liina g b
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AR AT 25 B R SRR IR I AT 8 72 5 b HE R AL R B 26 R REFP
THIR A, 32000 EHE S5 ARME G XS EE, e % BRI R LBl
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Fig.3.4 Heat release curve of Hg standard material

R 3.5 GRIFMEALE IV He PR TRIAARL i A T [X 8]

Table 3.5 heat release peak temperature and temperature range of mercury standard compound

. Liu, X, et al. Zhu, Z., et al. Lopez-Anton, M.
AR AW
) (2013)[25] (2016)[20] A., etal. (2010)[76]
ey [XgE R XA R XA e/ X [a]
ngClz 121, 229 70~340 148,240  120~300 210+£5 90~305 80 £ 5; 60~220
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130 +10

1319

HgCl, 223 60~280 212 170~230 85~308 120 £10 70~220
22745
Black 216+2 205+5
213,282 140~320 250  200~300 170~310 170~290
HgS 256+8 2455
Red
352 270~380 350  330~370 3515  300~380  310£10  240~350
HgS
Hg>SO
219,340 170~420 145225 120~265  323%7  200~425 28010  120~480
4
HgO 503 330~480 325  260~370  527£10  460~550  505+5  430~560

HgSO4 552 350~510 400 350~450  567£15 500~600 540 +£20 500~600

M 3.4 ATEN, SRAGE VIR HENYD 5T oK 53 AR TEURAIE VA 35 P A 1o
FIME I A HgSO4 > HgO > Red HgS > Hg,SO, > Black HgS > HgCl, >
Hg,Cl, HHr HgSO4 I3 IR B B =i HgoClo B0 AR B AIG
HgSO, 43 it izt i T HgaSO4, HeCly KI5 A FE B T HeoCly, AL
4 HgS =T 2 HgS, X 5 Liu, X,, etal, Zhu, Z., et al. il Lopez-Anton,
M. A, etal FIRFFLIEA—E (3R 3.5). (HRTEM ARG 55 X E -
A—EMZER, W Liu, X, et al MHFFEEI HgO 5 HgSO4 157 At
IR A T HAR N BB T, X H5ER . AERE . FHREE ., R
ERIAFAG G R 2RI, VIR -5 X [R] 352 [m)is FE R 1) 7 1A
1w F o
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Fig.3-5 influence of heating rate on the heat release curve of mercury in desulfurization gypsum

HIPE 3.5 mIAN, XFFEIFERORE G, 755 MU AF T HL OB 428
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Fig.3.6 thermal decomposition diagram of mercury in desulfurized gypsum from major coal-fired
power plants in Guizhou

—ANMBRIEE R AR A B A RS ] 3.6 BT
~, FHERTAEL ASERIEE R A B A R 2E 5, Ho,
RIT 59N 0 B R I 3o R FE 2 v, AR HE) o 487> it
I 0t R A iR B, R HLT S9N ) R A O AR BB S R AL
HgS.HgO 5 HgSO, 1) EL 5 45 /55 , 10 #4 7 fide i P K (1 HgCl 5 HgCly
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T LA U AG o S%of R SR A 420 J5 %o JB i A 8 (1 AR ) 15 73U (PeakeFrit

WK AT 4.12) (18 3.7) RELERTA BB B, isia & ik
FELL HeClL, AR HgS A AEAE, HA Bt ¥ HgCL MLk
Bl b, T ZE R I A HeS e, X5 HARRE 7t 2 o i iR
OB P REAETLETFAR 8. Liu, X, et al.[25]%F R E 9 MRIEH
7 HIRE R THE PR LS R L W] HeCl, M HeS B A & hRME
BAEAE LA . Rallo, M., et al. 2415 FHE A PR MRIE LT AR 7+
S 25 B R RE R I AN LT R A B T ok 20 ) 2L HeS M
HgCl, AF. Zhu, Z., et al.[20][FEIFEXTF E 5 BRI B IR A B 2
JP FHE AR I FE 6 HeS =2 Miiifa B ok N FEAFEIEA

Qiangui HgSO,
Pannan %//// FHHE HgO
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E Tangzai EHEH HoCl,
% Nayong (LT Ho.Cl,
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K 3.7 B E S A

Fig.3.7 Mass distribution of different mercury compounds
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3.34 BRIAE B RORREEM TG

A i it A B ) 1 A B ASORE 2 B A A 8 SRR 1 2 23
2005 4, S BLAE] 0 00 B H AT IE 70% [ BN A B AR
B BB BB 5 A BB T BT 30%(74]. fl1EA B
PRy R R T A 25 A B R AR 3 K AR KA B RS, B T R

AR
hea
2CaS0,2H,0 i 2Caso4-1Hzo+3H20
123 FE BRI I HILE 128°C & 163°C 28], ik, &4

IKETREBOE FE g2 e, T iR B & W S 5K A B A TKAE
[74].
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Fig. 3.8 the mercury release ratio during simulates wallboard production process
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AT, HARERE R UL 10°C BTHEE R THE 2 120°C, 115 867
IEPEE TR, BL2°C MTHEIE R T4 160°C, HEFFH /N, 3%
FER R, T B A B B 2 RS R R L] o 25 SR an R 18] 3.8
Fis. BHE 3.8 AN, EREUABRGIVELRE S, WA & R R
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Fig. 3.9 correlation between the proportion of HgCl> and Hg>Cl in total mercury in
desulfurization gypsum and the ratio of mercury release
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Fig.3.10 Correlation between mercury concentrations in gypsum and mercury content in coal for
all 11 power plants
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Fig.3.11 Correlation between gypsum mercury concentrations and chlorine content in coal for all
11 power plants

Cl B RIERI TR —, MRS, iR EIL T
300 - 600°C, AT 90% 1) Cl #A4k 8 HCl SAK[96], 7R AT 5 A H
& S E AR HCLL Cly 55 & &S R A= AR BRI AH IRBLAE A%
HgCL[6]. W TR Mm 2 4t B A W F B BR <A AN R RE 71, CLIY
FAEARAE T HeCly B, ATRTHE N T 9802 i R G R i 5, Al
BEZIREANBIBRAES . XW5HHA BT RNOET THEH
fif 4 R —50, HeClL M HeoCl i E R FEREZ —. thsh,
B TR AE 2 A2 R R s, B A& ik 51k 515
DL | B £ AU L P Y B AE S5 AT DA S YA il Ve S AR 26 A
AR, B, WA ek SRE CL & EAUFRE —E R
FHRME . Diao, X, etal. [18]XH[4L 11 ANMEAMER) i CL & & ISR
AR A B R PR S B ClL &I To BRI e . T e 5 R 2
ZHAMPBREWBOR, T AERSESHES &8RN, W

48



BB A B R 2 DL HeS Sk, B CL & & i 8 oK
SR /N e Sun, ML, et al. [30]38 X WV LRI s Bt A & bt
JUJ R B AR CL A2 BT et LB A 8 P el I R 1 A B BRI R
M, 3K 5 AHTE T AT 9T 45 R — B

3.43 B AEPRIR SRS EHEXMY

TRl aghEERZ MR~ Iiia 8 PYooR 5KkE
NV EPS G TP

1600 - )
@) y= 432.25 + 0.098x r’=0.034
N=33 p = 0.154

-

N

o

o
1

O

®

800 é) O O
600 O @

400

o o§60§

T T T T 1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Fe content (mgFe/ kg gypsum)

K312 B4 E P H) Hg & &S50 5™ Fe & 2RI MR A
Fig. 3.12 correlation between Hg content and Fe content in desulfurization gypsum
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Table 3.6 mercury release ratio of desulphurization gypsum in different disposal ways
in Guizhou province
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Pk FE R BRI 37.55% 2.45%
HIVEA BB 5 29.97% 15.03%
F LK e 22 45 571 14.51% 0.50%
Hit 82.03% 17.97%

H AT, A E T 5 TR el s i 18%, HOuF Tl
V0 3 2 R R MR LA S CAK e SRt Rl i A A B T R
B, 1EARIE T, A E R ORI, R
BT ez o TR P TN E. B TR RSEAR, X6k
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33.4% 18], HORIHCREICR 5 oR & ) & &% VIAH
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Figure 4.10 influence of Cl" ion concentration on mercury distribution
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Hg?* + Cl™ + S02~ > HgS05Cl™ > HgS05CI2~ <> HgCl3™
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Fig. 4-11 Thermal decomposition curves of desulfurized gypsum influence by CI- ion
concentration
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Figure 4.12 influence of Br™ ion concentration on mercury distribution
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Figure 4.13 Thermal decomposition curves of desulfurized gypsum influence by Br

ion concentration
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Figure 4.14 influence of I ion concentration on mercury distribution
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Figure 4.15 Thermal decomposition curves of desulfurized gypsum influence by

I" ion concentration
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Figure 4.16 influence of SO4> concentration on mercury distribution
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Figure 4.17Thermal decomposition curves of desulfurized gypsum influence by

SO4* ion concentration
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Figure 4.18 influence of NO3™ concentration on mercury distribution
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Figure 4.19 Thermal decomposition curves of desulfurized gypsum influence by NO3

ion concentration
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4.20 Mikiif & BT
Figure 4.20 morphology of FGD gypsum

® 4.1 OBERRARD AL (%)

Table 4.1 particle size distribution characteristics of gypsum (%)

FE S Fh 2R <20um  20~40um  40~60um  60~80um >80um
A 28.7 32.6 15.8 15.6 7.3
B 4.6 43.6 32.4 15.5 3.9
C 2.1 32.9 44.5 17.2 3.3

ANRITESAIRLAS B BB A B 0 ok 7 BCHR S ] 4.21 o |l
PRI, AN IR FRREAR 70 AT B TR 35 RSP A B ) i 78 it B SR R £ 23T
A REMNRFW . ERBBRBEEATT, EABRAE A HIRE
BAEIE 1947%., REFETAE B AT C, HH M RIE R
REEFAERERZESR, C HEmitEERSG, 715 11.56%. Ochoa-
Gonzélez, R., et al.[117]P0AS[FJE SR B I A5 A 8 ok AR 2 1 H 7k 1 ik
JE R M P T 2 B O 3 Y R A R R S5 52 22 P DR 3R IR s ),
1/ Z AL LB AR iR B TR B IN A A B P R B AR
=
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Figure 4.21 influence of morphology and particle size of desulfurization gypsum on

mercury distribution
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Figure 4.22 the mercury reduction in a simulates double-alkali desulfurization system
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Fig. 5.1The distributions of mercury in solid, liquid and gas phase affect by additives
addition
Addition amount: NaHS: a. 0.625 x107° mol/L; b. 1.25 x 10® mol/L; ¢. 2.5 x 10 ®mol/L; d. 5
x 107 mol/L; DTCR: a. 0.125 x 107 (v/v); b. 0.25 x 107* (v/v) ; ¢. 0.5 x10#(v/v); d. 1 x 107
(v/v); TMT: a. 0.5 x 1074 (v/v); b. 1 x 1074(v/v); ¢. 2 x 1074 (v/v); d. 4 x 1074 (v/v).
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Fig. 5.2 Thermal decomposition profiles of three pure mercury-additive compounds
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Fig. 5.3 Thermal decomposition profiles of the gypsum treated by NaHS
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NaHS 0.5>10°mol/L 94.9% 81.9%

DTCR 1>10"4(v/v) 94.8% 92.8%
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Figure 5.10 schematic diagram of leaching toxicity and mercury heat release of desulphurized
gypsum with additives addition
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A3AE 5X10°mol/L, 1X10* (viv) & 4X10* (viv) B, ZEABLER
AEFRIEEBI D HIN 94.9%. 94.8%F1 91.4%, —MroRiEFHE(
F 3%.

(2) A[EE 4 BN SR &M Hde e iy A TMT-Hg >
NaHS-Hg > DTCR-Hg. B ZINFIGEINF &G, $ARmAE
FRR IR &S R A — € AL . NaHS IIABEER R 00H, B G &
HoR B R B A B-HeS, NaHS #8245 =i b 242 i HgSx . DTCR
ARG T, DTCR 5RE G YIER IR IE R 5 56T T 200 i
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FEVIBONTRE , AER R T R RE 2 A HeS F1 HgSxo
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INEEAE R R FIRH L AR, (H BT AR E PR ER I, 3%
H PR oK S R MESG N, X G0 1 it A AE B R HETBOS AR b (R AR R TR

(4) HFENE TR, HE R IR A8 R I s el mT
1E 66.9-92.8% [0 o LT AREMAFAE T ) 48.3%. XELHIEHEEE
RIS, BumiAE A SR RO -
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FoE FELFILERE
6.1 EEZR

AW TR R BN G EERIE ) A T RS &
MFFAE TR, AT AR ok & R I RE e 8 3R e £ AR TS
TE R R, FFER FE TR AE 5 SR b B AL B I F2 R ORI o BB

(D STMBimAE RS8N 167-1298 ng/kg 2 7], k& &
N 579.0£376.2 pgkg, KT RETIKTE. TRESHRE, ST
BB B R IR 2L HeS FERMAEMY) (HgClo) TERAEAE,

(2) 5 A8 WA B 7E J5 SR AL B Ak B 3 7 v B — 8 IR B ORI -
Bk A B R AT AT, o TIER KA $9IR AT RIS
WAKILHILE 6.59 - 19.25% [0, P& EN 8.38%. ulRiHIKIE
IR IZ H BB 6.33%, 1o T B FR BV 2 3.45% . TERBAA &
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1E 33.4%2 17, HRMARRE SRS 2E VM.

(3) ik sf CaCOs [FI#F 2 Bt A F ok i — DN EEORE, HokE&E
SRR A B RORSEATEIL 19.57%. EA B TR S8R & i
AF P Fe & EMRMER KA1 CLAAE— T AR

(4) BRI SR, ik N8 A 8 & | ARIEAS
= EER ST RN A E TR R AR T AR R ok
PFF, LhHgClx NoRIE, BN 16h 50T, BEABEAE +
RIECBILE 15.2% 24 » Bt NI P e 2 KA — E R EES
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¥ A2 L HgSO4 1 HeS HEA AR A S, FACLLBIZE 10-20% 2 18], ¥
W2 B 0 F BT IR B R, K 7R 4 B IR B A AE L 3%
B IRIEESNEA. ERBREBAME T, FEZ CrETH
AR

(5) B4 @A A0V I ml 4G B A0 2R R JE T (K &R
HENBEBRAE . RS ES B EFRIMERZ4T, A
Biai A B IR RS 2 R A — R B R SR 5NN 456 %
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RIGIN, SRAERSAUA B AR i 4 i A2 b (0 PORE s 0 S8 3 8 .
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LR BB 7 R

(3) AANHE R B AE HORBEG A B T i B A H R &
JCEUWI As. Be. Cd. Co. Cr. Mn. Ni. Pb. Sb Ffl Se ZHI& & K
VR R TBCRF MR AR AT B A B Ak 3B XS [FIRE B2, A R iE— 2B A
(4) TR GIERE, FFRF R A B LT R B ok
IR SR &, ARt — Bt ot .
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