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ABSTRACT: The test of simultaneous desulfurization and
denitrification was carried out in this paper by using the
self-developed highly active absorbent at the self-designed flue
gas Circulating Fluidized Bed (CFB), the factors influencing
for the removal efficiency of the highly active absorbent were
studied, and the working conditions were established. The
removal efficiencies of 92.3%, 60.8% for SO, and NO, were
achieved at a Ca/(S+N) molar ratio 1.1 , The mechanism of
Simultaneous removal for SO, and NO, based on CFB was
investigated on the base of tests. The testing results can offer
valuable references for industrial application. The foreground
of application will be vast in china and in the world with a new
technology of simultaneous removal SO, and NO, based on
Flue Gas Circulating Fluidized Bed. This study has not been
reported.
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Fig. 1 The testing apparatus of CFB
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