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RESEARCH PROGRESS OF MERCURY €ONTROL
TECHNOLOGIES FOR COAL-FIRED FLUE GAS
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Abstract: On the base of introducing mercury emission’and speciation in coal-fired flue gas,
the research development of mercury removal technologies for coal —fired power plants were
summarized. Firstly, the mercury removal capability of the existing air pollution control de-
vices was reviewed. Secondly, the mercury removal efficiency of the emerging mercury control
technologies was evaluated, including, adsorption and chemical oxidation. Finally, In accor-
dance with the actual situation of national economy, the major research tendency to mercury
control technologies was recommended
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