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(CO2 Emission Calculation of D Thermal Power Plant using Performance Test Results)
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Abstract

Kyoto Protocol against global warming came into effect in Feb 2005, Korea is expected to be put under
obligation to decrease the COsz emission from 2013.

Because the electric power plants burning fossil fuel occupy 25% of national CO:; emission, calculating the
amount is very important,

This paper presents;

- a brief procedure of performance test of D thermal power plant

- calculation and comparison of CO; emission of DD power plant w.r.t the generator output for LNG and
residual oil using the a, b, ¢ coefficients obtained by the performance test

- and a brief description on currently used chemical method for calculation of CO» emission
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Fig 1. Input-output curve
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