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Table. 1. Chemical composition of limestone using this experiment

A =o :
=9 Si0, | ALO; | Fe;0O; | CaO | MgO | Ig-loss
NS (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

34 99.5 0.09 0.12 0.04 | 5570 | 0.26 | 42.50

Ef <3 86.3 0.20 0.14 033 | 4834 | 6.69 | 4423

5 97.9 0.59 030 | 0.076 | 54.82 | 0.83 | 43.35
HHEA 87.5 0.20 0.14 0.33 48.34 6.69 | 44.23
2B 98.2 0.28 0.17 | 0.057 | 55.00 | 0.12 | 43.56
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(a) 49 7|EA = (b) F¥B 1200 T(x10K) (c) HF-&-AA = (x10K)
Fig. 1. SEM analysis of limestone using this experiment(Chung Lim B)

ob A SO»=1800 ppm A Temp=1000T
sob ® Temp=1200C

SO, removal efficiency(%)
SO, removal efficiency(%)

Fig. 2. Effect of Ca/S and SO, Fig. 3. Effect of Ca/S and reactor
concentration on SO, removal temperature on SO, removal

efficiency. efficiency.
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Fig. 4. Effect of water on SO Fig. 5. Effect of Ca/S and
removal efficiency. absorbent species on SO
removal efficiency.
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