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Comparison of Sintering Hue Gas Desul phurization Technol ogy
with Ammonium Sulfate Method to that with CFB Method

Tian Xi et al.

Abgract Based on the oollection of monitoring data of the existing dntering flue gas desulphurization projects
domedticaly , the dntering flue gas desulphurization process with ammonium sulfate method and that with circulating fluidized
bed method were compared in terms of desulphurization dficiency and economic and technical indexes The anayss showed
that the gntering flue gas desulphurization process with CFB method is more suitable to the stuation of our country. At the
same time, it was suggested that the comprehensgve utilization of desulf urization gypsum byproduct should be strengthened.

Keywords ammonium sulfate method ,CFB (circulating fluidized bed) method ,sntering flue gas,desulf urization
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