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Table 1. Al2=¢ dgt

SYS. recovery transportation supply

TSS; general heat exchangerwd| hot water or steamap\high-efficiency boiler
7SS, general heat exchangersp| hot water or steam®pjabsorption heat pump
7SSy ceramic heat exchangere)| metal hydridemp\absorption heat pump
TSSy heat exchanger using solid particleswp| hot water or steammpihigh-pressure using MVR
TSSs heat exchanger using solid particleswb| metal hydridemp|high-pressure using MVR
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2.2 ey}
Table 2. A5H 715X 4% %

hierarchy 1 hierarchy 2
2 AFAA A% 75 A1(B) A 29
28] F2 {0.767) 0.32291 1
Al
A 0421 293497 (0.233) 0.09809 2
dHE (0.348) 0.09016 3
A% (0.249) 0.05684 6
71€4 0.245 AEASE (0.244) 0.05439 8
N golA 0.179) 0.04361 10
emission of CO, (0.322) 0.06698 4
aAx 0.208 cm.iss.im of SO, 0.281) 0.05845 5
emission of NO, 0.231) 0.04805 9
emission of TSP (0.166) 0.03453 12
#32 FGHFES (0.268) 0.03350 13
a3 0.125 B A 287154 (0.278) 0.03475 11
AdA+F7IdE (0.454) 0.05675 7
total 1.000 total 1.00000

4) 5% 7tE5A AR

7€ B2, AL B 8734 3o 38 29 § 48 v e VEEE 39
Aoz 1y € EEFE AUAN2EE FTH Her] A8 GFE B3I $494 AP
TAA 7AFA 2 AAE ot 2¥ &Yool ot uwdM B dFAME v
H RAGE AF dazt s 72 49 A3 23 e AFEHAR L o8
LIELY AYANLRA qE T B/HE A

Table 3. A12® di¢ES] 37 25

(;‘e?l ) (gﬁ) TS5, TSS: TSS; TSS, TSSs u) 3
AN | T3 87H0.09809) 3531 34.76 24834 30.54 21283 | W/Mcal
0.42]) | X287 R2032291) 6,788 6,923 16,746 6,752 16,572 EL]
A 5(0.09016) 325 375 3.50 3.60 375 | 5@sE
Aex | ABIE005684) 375 3.50 325 3.50 325 | 53%
0245) [ 7) ¢4 4 £(0.05439) 375 3.50 325 275 250 | 53712
B4 80]4(0.04361) 375 375 325 3.00 325 | 53718
emission of C02(0.06698) 1 1 1 1 1| 9%
#7344 | emission of SOx(0.05845) 4451 4,684 4,901 5,794 5,840 kg
(0.20) [ emission of NOX(0.04805) 36 37 33 39 36 ke
emission of TSP(0.03453) 9 9 10 i1 12 kg
43 43 F 9 5(0.03350) 3.00 325 4.00 4.00 400 | 587%
( 011% | E}AIQ] 8-8(0.03475) 325 325 3.00 325 350 | 5371
i A1) 2) 4= F(0.05675) 275 3,50 350 375 350 | 5A7E

5) dgHst 2 2y
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XA, FA BEFE ¥ HITE Z= 220 YHME JAAE 71FE 4 fAE W
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Fale MygEg Uys Agsigd.
Table 4 Azl gigtEe 3ot 23 7&38
|l (weighy A 52 weight) TSS; 1SS TSSs 7SS 7SS
AR F3U7H0.09809) 0.86491 0.87860 012298 100000 0.14349
o4y 201 2032291) 0.99470 097530 040320 1.00000 040743
SH £(0.09016) 0.86667 1.00000 093333 096000 1.00000
2144 212 E(0.05684) 1.00000 093333 0.86667 093333 0.86667
(0.245) 71444 5(005439) 1.00000 093333 0.86667 073333 0.66667
1 4501 4(0.04361) 1.00000 1.00000 0.86667 0.80000 0.86667
emission of CO2(0.06698) 1.00000 100000 100000 1.00000 100000
a8 | emission of SOK(G.05843) 0.76216 0.80205 0.83921 099212 100000
028 | cmission of NOx(0.04805) 092308 094872 0.84615 1.00000 092308
r emission of TSP(0.03453) 0.75000 0.75000 083333 091667 1.00000
. {r aheba 3§ 5(0.03350) 0.75000 081250 1.00000 100000 1.00000
w3 EFAIR1 98715 AH0.03475) 092857 092857 0.85714 092857 100000
o o L1 X4 2716 £(0.05675) 0.73333 0.93333 093333 1.00000 093333
AT AE 4 HiE5AG e AAFAE ASEARA A& T 47]d deHe H
7HEA Y g FEEE HAbEso F3lo 42 F A4 b 2 dgg A, o
2% FHE destFA Wy FAS $goz vertER UdiAs JAEAAN T 8
& d¥ AFAE Zyd TO%a*r zpold o] 9o},
Table 5914 2 TSS,& A9l A Eeofol 24 714 & FFE 7ISsigey 13

ol 0918018 -& Aol 7H}

@ S8t
A w2

7te} BEAuIFRI BS Aolg ¥Yn

g Mg 5

P
FEF

S FFE 7SS old B TSS,= A
T8 dges HHNAY. TSS:= 0903553 &
T8 QUG 25, A4 S24A d5F Ax"e g471ed BE 34
288 0ol IdFEA2H By 25
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Table 5. #&&d A9 s HF 971 24

A 21(weight) 2] F2(weight) TSS; 7SS2 TSS3 TSS4 T5Ss
AAH 9 7H0.09809) 0.08484 0.08618 0.01206 0.09809 0.01408
©421) F-2}u] 9 2(032291) 0.32120 0.31493 0.13020 0.32291 0.13156

) sub-total 0.40604 0.40112 0.14226 042100 0.14564
kA %(0.09016) 0.07814 0.09016 0.08415 0.08655 0.09016
NeA A E] =£(0.05684) 0.00568 0.00531 0.00493 0.00531 0.00493
© ;4 5 7V 4 & 5(0.05439) 0.05439 0.05076 0.04714 0.03989 0.03626
: X 4=-20]41(0.04361) 0.04361 0.04361 0.03780 0.03489 0.03780
sub-total 0.18182 0.18984 0.17401 0.16663 0.16914
emission of CO,(0.06698) 0.06698 0.06698 0.06698 0.06698 0.06698
a3 emission of SOx(0.05845) 0.04455 0.04688 0.04905 0.05799 0.05845
(0.208) emission of NOx(0.04805) 0.04435 0.04559 0.04066 0.04805 0.04435
" emission of TSP(0.03453) 0.02590 0.02590 0.02878 0.03165 0.03453
sub-total 0.17439 0.17795 0.18546 0.20344 0.20801
%2 3} 8} ¥ =(0.03350) 0.02501 0.02710 0.03335 0.03335 0.03335
& ‘:} E} 4] 887154 (0.03475) 0.03227 0.03227 0.02979 0.03227 0.03475
(0.125) off | &} 1 7] o £(0.05675) 0.04162 0.05297 0.05297 0.05675 0.05297
sub-total 0.09890 0.11233 0.11610 0.12237 0.12107
total 0.88370 0.90355 0.61821 0.91801 0.63305

rank 3 2 S 1 4
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3. 48

2 d7E dUAries Yoz st 433 csY AFdgE 4% Ao g4
Qi Bol8 AHPE H L% HRYUE T35 1 oo wet 43Ut

getx oz AFENAY Py BRY JAEY FAE AANoZ A ENT
F AT =EFE ATEY. 4 TELY AUAANEY HHsE o7 dHMAMe &, o
71Eod o HAH diote] Aol Wedez Hrl Q2L ARHeZ HENG ¥ o
F8st= AAl o olyF Ao wel B AN E AFAAAN oo <€
BEARS UL dF FrRY L AAsigen o we AAd didF HAH €
FEA2E dighe 4B 4 MA T

o)4el Pt Ao wel $MEe FUAME TSSot 74 $43te Aoz dege
B Fo g TSS,, TSS: B TSSse¢ozm uety.
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