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Methodology Development of Mercury Emission
from a Coal Combustion Plant
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Table 1. This study compares mass balance of mercury at coal-fired power plants, with earlier researches.

Incoming Outgoing
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N alﬁisef%) 100 998 02 970 639 &lg"g% 129 18 19

Avg. coal feed rate 4128ton/day, °Calculated based on gypsum generation rate and include process water, “Avg. Hg in fly ash
0.37mg/kg, °Estimated Flue flow rate 1,618,860 Nm'/hr, *Avg. fy ash content is 2.8% of total emission in stack, 'Estimated gypsum
generation 137ton/day, °Estimation base on coal ash contents, "Including sludge and effluent from wet FGD.
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Fig. 1. Mercury concentration and speciation variation across air pollution control devices using NCA coal.
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