OPTIMIZATION PACKAGE FOR COAL POWER
BOILERS & COOLING TOWERS
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3. Proper operation tuning 3. BWIEEELS (R
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4. Expertise needed
plant operators’ capacity
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Online boiler heat transfer 1. EEIBPER S THR)m
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Investment tuning expertise for boilers KRS AR
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evaluation procedure
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removal, bottom ash afterburning JEMR S PAFOL IR 474k PR AL
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3. Conclusion: Potential likely exists in
most cases
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= Boiler from Case study #1 -  ZFIM1PYEIPESGITE

calculated in advance

. % predicted combustion . gk 3EIEG PR E 7D

tuning potential confirmed

. boiler tuning potential
detected
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Field results SCihsE R

= QOldest installation
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= Observed facts .xmgguﬂg,lsé;ﬂ
1. Technical claims
. 1. BIAREK
2. +% lower acquisition & 2. HEILE=RAIRE
operation cost 3 HRISNEGET

3. unscheduled stoppage



Assumptions FliTEIHE

Boiler potential: °% as observed at 1. {BIFE ] ZHIBTRA %

Case study
. . 2. REE: (BHRFIER %
Cooling tower potential: ' % system

eff. boost as observed 3. % EEESAERISE
% plants with cooling fowers 4. AT R E R | o
% RDF co-firing rate N— Ok
2 5. /500 hiyBEATAIE, %
h/y operation time, © % NS ERE

capacity factor



For 1 mil MW installed capacity Z=Hl8&=/9100 5K EL

Coal usage reduction: SRR S o
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