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Pincher Creek January 21, 2016

Waste Mix # 1 "

Note:

1 0of 1

ECO WASTE SOLUTIONS

Typical Expected Stack Emissions’
Solld Waste: 1. Carcass 70%, Agricultural Plastics: 20%, Wood Wastes: 10%

Stack Flow Rate: 10352 kg/hour 38926 m*/hour
Dry Gas Flow Rate: 9262 kg/hour 32600 m*/hour
Average Stack Exhaust Temperature: 1000 °C
Average Oxygen Content: 11% vlv, dry basis
Average Water Vapor Content: 16% viv
Reference Conditions (Dry Basis): 25 °C
101.3 kPa

11% O, (vlv, dry basis)

Expected Emission Level Stack Emissions
Parameter Values at Reference Conditions| Actual Emission Values® | Hourly Rate | Daily Rate (12h)
ppmv (%v) mg/Rm” mg/m® g/hour g/day
Particulate Matter (PM)’I n/a 40 7.8 305 3665
Nitrogen Oxidesl 80 98 19 750 8996
Carbon Monoxide (CO 25 29 6 219 2624
Carbon Dioxide*] 8% 1429 280 10911 130931
Sulfur Dioxide* 19 50 10 380 4561
Hydrogen Chloride® 7 10 2 80 956
Hydrogen Fluoridef 0 0.0 0.0 0 0
Dioxin and Furans' n/a 2.E-10 3.E-11 1.28E-09 1.54E-08
TOC 15 10 2 75 902
vOC n/a 8.E-02 1.E-02 5.73E-01 7
PAHs n/a 2.E-05 5.E-06 1.83E-04 2.20E-03
Co-plane PCBs] n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Hg n/a 4.E-05 8.E-06 3.E-04 0.00
Cadmium n/a 6.E-04 1.E-04 5.E-03 0.06
Lead| n/a 0.015 0.003 0.111 1.33
Copper n/a 0.129 0.025 0.986 11.84
Chromium n/a 0.012 0.002 0.094 1.12

1. Exhaust emissions vary depending on respective concentration presented in waste (function of waste).
The values of emission level in the above table are the arithmetic average concentration based EWS similar emission tests,
excluding CO,, HCL, SO,

2. Actual emission values are based on actual conditions (at 1 atm, wet basis, average O, content and outlet temperature).

3. Particle Size Distribution as per past testing.

4. The volume concentration of carbon dioxide,HCI, SO,, expressed in [% vol] & Ppm, is not usually obtained by direct measurement,
the value in the above table was obtained by calculation.



Pincher Creek
Waste Mix # 2

ECO WASTE SOLUTIONS

Typical Expected Stack Emissions'
Solid Waste: 1. Carcass 60%, Agricultural Plastics: 30%, Wood Wastes: 10%

January 21, 2016

Stack Flow Rate:

9732 kag/hour

36636 m°/hour

Dry Gas Flow Rate:

8690 kg/hour

30588 m*/hour

Average Stack Exhaust Temperature:

1000 °C

Average Oxygen Content:

11% vlv, dry basis

Average Water Vapor Content:

17% viv

Reference Conditions (Dry Basis):

25 °C

101.3 kPa

11% O, (vlv, dry basis)

Expected Emission Level

Stack Emissions

Parameter Values at Reference Conditions| Actual Emission Values?’|  Hourly Rate | Daily Rate (12h)
ppmv (%vV) mg/Rm* mg/m® g/hour g/day
Particulate Matter (PM)’ n/a 40 7.8 287 3438
Nitrogen Oxides] 80 98 19 703 8440
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 25 29 6 205 2462
Carbon Dioxide* 8% 1386 271 9928 119132
Sulfur Dioxide* 18 47 9 338 4054
Hydrogen Chloride* 7 10 2 75 897
Hydrogen Fluoride, 0 0.0 0.0 0 0
Dioxin and Furans n/a 2.E-10 3.E-11 1.20E-09 1.44E-08
TOC 15 10 2 71 846
vOC n/a 8.E-02 1.E-02 5.37E-01 6
PAHs n/a 2.E-05 5.E-06 1.72E-04 2.06E-03
Co-plane PCBs n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Hgl n/a 4.E-05 8.E-06 3.E-04 0.00
Cadmium n/a 6.E-04 1.E-04 4.E-03 0.05
Lead] n/a 0.015 0.003 0.104 1.25
Copper| n/a 0.129 0.025 0.926 11.11
Chromium n/a 0.012 0.002 0.088 1.05

Note: 1. Exhaust emissions vary depending on respective concentration presented in waste (function of waste).
The values of emission level in the above table are the arithmetic average concentration based EWS similar emission tests,

1of 1

excluding CO,, HCl, SO,

2, Actual emission values are based on actual conditions (at 1 atm, wet basis, average O, content and outlet temperature).
3. Particle Size Distribution as per past testing.
4. The volume concentration of carbon dioxide,HC!, SO,, expressed in [% vol] & Ppm, is not usually obtained by direct measurement,

the value in the above table was obtained by calculation.
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Appendix 8 Process Flow Diagram
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Appendix 9 Mass Balance
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Appendix 10 Source Emission Data
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1. INTRODUCTION

In cooperation with the National Office of Pollution Prevention, the Emissions Research and
Measurement Division (ERMD) conducted characterization of the Eco Waste Oxidizer
manufactured by Eco Waste Solutions of Burlington, Ontario. The Eco Waste Oxidizer uses a
two-step thermal oxidation process. In the first step, municipal solid waste is burned in the dual
primary chambers under starved oxygen conditions and relatively low temperatures (500 to
650°C) in order to preserve metal and glass for later recycling. Each of the two primary
chambers in this oxidizer has a capacity of two tonnes of waste. Once the waste starts burning,
the process becomes self-fuelling until the volume is reduced by over 90 percent. In the second
step, smoke and gases from the two parallel primary chambers are treated in the afterburner or
secondary chamber at an operating temperature of 1000°C and a minimum of 2 seconds
residence time to ensure complete oxidation of the combustion products.

The Eco Waste Oxidizer is configured to treat the flue gases from the afterburner in a water
quench system followed by a packed tower scrubber to remove acid gases and metals. However,
the scrubber system was bypassed in this study. The main purpose of this study was to
characterize the emissions from a well-operated incinerator without control technology.

The Emissions Research and Measurement Division (ERMD) conducted source testing at this
facility for various target compounds. These pollutants included particulate, metals, acid gases,
dioxins and furans (PCDDs/PCDFs), polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), selected
chlorobenzenes (CBs), octachlorostyrene (OCS), volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and flue
gases (CO;, Oy, CO, SO, and NOy). The semi-volatile and volatile organic compounds included
Track 1 and CEPA toxic compounds.
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2. SAMPLING SITE AND LOCATION

Sampling was conducted on the stack exhaust located above the roof of the Eco Waste facility.
Samples were extracted from the two existing ports. The sampling location is illustrated in
Figure 1. Sampling was conducted from two 4-inch ports positioned approximately 36 inches
above the temporary platform and 15 feet above the roof. The stack sampling location met the
"eight and two" criteria.

(2) 4" PIPE NIPPLES/THREADED CAPS A N
EXTENDING 4" PAST OUTER EDGE A —

 FIRE BRICK INSULATION
WITH 1/4" QUTER ~36"
METAL PLATE

SCAFFOLD PLATFORM |

| \rmjfnmmuumﬂ}mmmum\

. R ==
~15 e e e e e
<> \iﬁ__ ==
==
(3) LEVELS of SCAFFOLD
ROOF LEVEL
Dwn.By A.R.Meadows

Figure1 Sampling Location — Eco Waste Solutions Oxidizer

3. SAMPLING METHODS

3.1 General

The Method S train formed the basis of the manual methods used to collect particulate, acid
gases, metals and semi-volatile organics during the sampling phase. The train consisted of a
probe, heated filter enclosure, leak-free vacuum line, vacuum gauge, flow control valves,
vacuum pump and a dry gas and orifice meter. Stack gas and orifice pressures were measured
with an inclined manometer and micromanometer. Temperatures were measured in the hot box,
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impinger train outlet and at the inlet and outlet of the dry gas meter. In the case of the SVOCs,
the temperature was also monitored at the Amberlite XAD-2 inlet. All trains were assembled in
the ERMD mobile lab.

Leak-checks were conducted at the beginning and at the end of each run or whenever a train
joint was opened. Sampling was conducted from two traverses at isokinetic sampling rates with
readings recorded every five minutes. Sampling duration for the particulate/metals and organic
runs was 2 and 4 hours respectively.

3.2  Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals Train Description

EPA Method 29, “Determination of Metal Emissions from Stationary Sources”, was used to
determine particulate and metal emissions. Particulate emissions were collected in the probe and
on the heated filter. The condensation and collection of the gaseous fraction was accomplished
using seven impingers connected in series. The first impinger was filled with 100 mL deionized
water to trap acid gases, followed by two impingers containing 100 mL of an acidic solution of
hydrogen peroxide (5% HNO3/10% H,0,), followed by an empty impinger, followed by two
impingers containing 100 mL each of an acidic solution of potassium permanganate (4%
KMn04/10% H,S0,) and finally followed by a silica gel impinger. A schematic of the sampling
train is shown in Figure 2.

THERMOCOUPLE
STACK -
waLr o e

IMPINGERS in ICE BATH THERMOCOUPLE

PROBE
NOZZLE //%
2 PROBE THERMOCOUPLE .
m]

i
|
1
i
|
i |
N | |
1 T 1 1! Il . Y 4‘_ = ) ]
= . | CYCLONE il B i i
| BY-PASS
S-TYPE Z : THERMOCOUPLE | :
pTOT | |
TUBE \ﬁ | |
|
| I
| 1
| |
e A = = = -~ = e e —— —
PITOT HOT BOX \/
MANOMETER :1 % m. el EMPTY S SéLEILCA
5% HNO3/10%H202 4% KMnO4/10% H2504
THERMOCOUPLES -
| ORIFCE B BYPASS ! .
S 1k VL VACUUM
| 455 GAUGE
| .
: g 4 4 n J
I
COARSE
' DRY GAS
: l METER VALVE
L | am
- Dwn.By A.R.Meadows
ORIFICE ARTIGHT
MANOMETER BUMP

Figure 2 Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals Sampling Train
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The glassware was pre-cleaned following the meticulous procedure detailed in the method.

Eight samples from each test were obtained from the recovery procedure and submitted for
analysis. These samples include the particulate filter, aliquots of the first impinger water, rinses
of the front- and back-half glassware with various portions of acetone, nitric acid, acidified
potassium permanganate and hydrochloric acid that are detailed in the method. As well, aliquots
of the reagents used in the sampling train and in the recovery procedure were submitted for blank
analysis.

Glass bottles with Teflon-lined caps were used for storage of acidified KMnOj4 containing
samples and blanks. No metal components were used in this method. In its place, Teflon probe
fittings and filter supports and quartz nozzles and probes were utilized to avoid contamination of
the train and samples.

3.3  SVOC Train Description

The Environment Canada Report EPS 1/RM/2 "Reference Method for Source Testing:
Measurement of Releases of Semi-volatile Organic Compounds from Stationary Sources" was
used to determine the emissions of dioxins, furans, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,
chlorobenzenes and octachlorostyrene from the stack. A schematic of the sampling train is
shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3 Dioxin, Furan, PAH, CB and OCS Sampling Train
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This method is the most widely accepted for the measurement of organic compounds with
boiling points above 100°C. Gaseous organics were trapped in a single adsorbent tube containing
about 40 grams of Amberlite XAD-2 resin. As the temperature of the resin must be kept below
20°C for optimal collection efficiency, the hot gases leaving the filter enclosure were cooled by
passing them through a condenser cooled with ice bath water. The tube containing the XAD-2
resin was also water-cooled. Condensate formed in the cooling coil percolated through the resin
bed and was collected in a condensate trap. An impinger containing ethylene glycol inserted
downstream of the Amberlite acted as a back-up collection media in the event of breakthrough of
organics through the resin. The resin tube was covered with aluminum foil during sampling and
storage to prevent photodegradation of the trapped organics. All glassware joints were wrapped
with Teflon tape as vacuum greases are not permitted for organic sampling. Sampling duration
was four hours. Quartz nozzles and liners were used in the sampling train.

3.3.1 Glassware Cleaning and Proofing

Prior to the test program, all train glassware, probe brushes, glass wool and aluminum foil were
cleaned following the rigorous procedure in the Reference Method. The glassware cleaning
procedures were verified by analyzing the proofing rinses of the sampling trains. Pre-cleaned
and proofed commercial sample storage bottles were used for this test. Four complete sets of
train glassware were prepared for this survey. The XAD-2 was pre-cleaned and analyzed for
contamination prior to the survey. All reagents were distilled-in-glass grade. Details of the
cleaning and proofing procedures are given in Report EPS 1/RM/2.

3.3.2 Sample Recovery

Following the completion of each run, the organic train was recovered in the ERMD mobile
laboratory. During the transportation between the sampling site and the lab, all openings were
sealed with pre-cleaned glass plugs or caps or aluminum foil. The recovery procedures involved
the brushing and rinsing of the train components with acetone and hexane. Only Teflon wash
bottles were used during sample recovery. The loaded filter was carefully removed from the
holder, sealed in pre-cleaned foil and stored in a pre-cleaned glass petri dish. Amberlite tubes
were capped and re-wrapped in aluminum foil. Liquid samples were stored in pre-cleaned amber
bottles to prevent photodegradation of the organics. Bottle lids were lined with Teflon. All
samples were kept refrigerated following recovery. The sample recovery procedures are detailed
in Figure 4. All samples were forwarded to the Analysis and Air Quality Division (AAQD) of
Environment Canada for organic analysis.
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Wash and brush 3 times each with acetone (A) and hexane (H). Rinse 3 times each
1 1,234 .
with A and H.
2 5 Remove filter carefully from filter holder. Place on pre-cleaned foil. Fold in half
and crimp the foil edges. Place in pre-cleaned petri dish. Seal petri dish.
3 6,7 Soak 5 minutes each with A and H. Rinse 3 times each with A and H.
4 8 Cap ends and wrap in foil.
5 9,10,11,12 Empty contents into container and rinse 3 times with HPLC water.
6 6to 15 except 8 | Rinse three times each with A and H.

Mark liguid levels on all bottles and wrap all the caps with tape.
All sample containers are pre-cleaned amber glass bottles with pre-cleaned Teflon lid liners.

Figure4 Recovery Procedure for Dioxins, Furans, PAHs, CBs and OCS

In addition to the regular sampling trains, a blank train was assembled for the tests. The blank
train was treated in the same manner as the sampling trains except that no stack gases were
sampled. However, a volume of ambient air, equal to that drawn during the leak checks was
drawn through the blank train. Essentially, the blank train serves as a check for background
levels of organics originating from ambient air, handling of train glassware and rinsing agents.

34 Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

VOC:s are classified as those organics having saturated vapour pressures at 25°C greater than 10°
" mm Hg. The method is based on the collection of a gaseous sample in a previously cleaned,
verified and evacuated 6-liter, stainless-steel canister. The canister's interior surface is covered
by pure chrome-nickel oxide which is formed during the SUMMA® passivating process. This
vessel provides a stable sample collection and storage media for many organic compounds.

A modified method TO-14 (Compendium Method TO-14 Quality Assurance Division,
Environmental Monitoring Systems Laboratory, U.S. EPA, May 1988) was used as the basis for
the VOC sampling train. The train consisted of a stainless-steel probe connected by Teflon
tubing to the canister. The gases were drawn by a Teflon-coated pump through a critical orifice
(hypodermic needle) into the canister (Figure 5).

Two canisters were collected for each SVOC run corresponding to the first and second halves of
the traverses. Sampling duration for the VOC samples was variable, ranging from 50 to 70
minutes. The sample was collected into the evacuated canister to a final pressure of 18 to 19
psig. Following sample collection, the canister valve was closed and the canisters were
transported to the AAQD laboratory for analysis.
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Figure S Volatile Organic Compounds Sampling Train

35 Flue Gases

An integrated gaseous sample method was employed to collect a representative sample from the
stack. This was accomplished by drawing sample gas through a 30-inch Inconel probe located
directly in the exhaust stream. Following particulate removal in a heated filter and conditioning
(drying and cooling) of the sample gas, the sample gas was drawn through a stainless
steel/Teflon head pump into a high volume aluminized Tedlar sample bag. A sampling rate of 1
liter per minute was used over a 30-minute sampling period per sample. A schematic of the
system is shown in Figure 6.

Each integrated sample was then analyzed using both an ECOM Model KD (electrochemical
analysis of O, CO, SO, and NO and NO;) and a Nova Model 306 BD (infrared analysis of CO,),
to determine target species
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Figure 6 Flue Gas Monitoring System
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4. QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL (QA/QC)

All stack sampling equipment was calibrated prior to sampling using accepted techniques. Items
that were calibrated included:

Dry Gas Meter (y)
Orifice (Ko)

Pitot Tubes (Cy;)
Barometers (Ppar)
Inclined Gauges (Ap)
Nozzle Diameters (Ng)
Temperature Readers (T)

The dry gas and orifice meters were calibrated using a spirometer. Pitot tubes were calibrated at
the National Research Council wind tunnel. Barometers and inclined gauges were calibrated
against a standard reference mercury barometer and an inclined manometer respectively.
Thermocouple readers were calibrated using an ice bath and boiling water. Nozzle openings
were measured by averaging three measurements with a vernier caliper. In addition to the
above, the sampling consoles and inclined gauges were checked for leaks and the operation of all
probe and box heaters was verified.

3. ANALYTICAL METHODS

5.1 Particulate and Metals

Particulate was determined gravimetrically following desiccation of the front-half acetone rinse
and loaded filter. Acid gases were determined by ion chromatography analysis of the first
impinger contents. Chloride and fluoride were expressed as HCl and HF. The samples were
acid digested, and appropriate fractions were analyzed for mercury by cold vapour atomic
absorption spectroscopy (CVAAS) and the remainder of the metals was analyzed by inductively
coupled argon plasma emission spectroscopy (ICAP). The front- and back-half components
were analyzed separately.

5.2  Semi-volatile Organic Compounds

Upon receipt in the laboratory the samples were inspected to ensure integrity and proper labeling. The
samples were then entered into the laboratory information management system (LIMS) where they were
assigned a laboratory code. The code was then entered onto each of the containers which were then
stored in a fridge at 4°C until sample processing proceeds.

Typically the train samples are divided into the front-half (probe rinse, filter, and front-half filter holder
rinse) and back-half sections (back-half filter holder rinse, XAD, condensate trap, glycol impinger and
back-half glassware rinses). The solvent fractions were dried by passage through sodium sulphate and
reduced in volume by rotary evaporation. The solids (filter and XAD) were air dried prior to a 20-hour
soxhlet extraction using cyclohexane/toluene (8:2 v/v). Prior to extraction, each sample was spiked with
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a solution containing a known amount of carbon-13 labelled dioxin/furans and chlorobenzenes as well
as deuterated PAH. These were used to assess losses incurred during the extraction and sample cleanup
procedures. Analytical results for dioxin/furan and chlorobenzenes/octachlorostyrene were corrected for
the recovery of these surrogates. PAH results were not corrected for surrogate recovery.

After extraction, the solvent extracts of the solids were reduced in volume and combined with the train
rinses prior to cleanup. The samples were split into two equal fractions. One fraction was used for PAH
cleanup and analysis while the other was used for dioxin/furan and chlorobenzene/octachlorostyrene
cleanup and analysis.

The PAH cleanup involved passing the sample extract through an activated silica column. Co-extracted
compounds which may cause interference during analysis were eluted out of the column while the PAHs
were retained on the column. A more polar solvent was then applied to the column to elute the PAHs.
The cleaned sample extract was concentrated to 500 pL and an internal standard was added to monitor
instrumental performance and was used to correct for any variations in injection and sample volume.
The sample was analyzed using low resolution mass spectroscopy. Calibration standards containing
various known amounts of the analytes were injected into the instrument before, during and after the
samples were injected. These standards were used to determine the concentrations of the analytes in the
sample. The accuracy of the standards was periodically assessed using standard reference materials.

The dioxin/furan and chlorobenzene/octachlorostyrene cleanup is more rigorous since the concentrations
of the dioxin/furans are much lower than other compounds that may be present in the extract. These co-
extractants could interfere with the final analysis. Initially the sample extract was passed through a
multi-bed silica column containing layers of acid, base and silver nitrate. Some of the co-extractants
were retained on the column and others may be reduced or oxidized. Sulphur containing compounds
were removed by the silver nitrate. The extract was then passed through an alumina column to separate
out the dioxin/furans from other compounds such as PCBs and chlorobenzenes/octachlorostyrene. The
fraction containing the chlorobenzenes/octachlorostyrene was reduced to 500 pL and an internal
standard was added to monitor instrumental performance and to correct for any variations in injection
and sample volume. The sample was analyzed using low resolution mass spectroscopy. The fraction
containing dioxin/furans was reduced to 20 uL and an internal standard was added to monitor
instrumental performance and to correct for any variations in injection and sample volume. The sample
was analyzed using high resolution mass spectroscopy.

As a part of quality assurance and quality control, a method blank is usually processed along
with the samples to assess cross contamination. A control sample, usually a standard reference
material containing a known amount of analytes, may also be processed along with the samples
to check extraction, cleanup and analytical efficiency. The division also participates in inter-
laboratory studies. The results of these studies are used to compare the results obtained in-house
with the results obtained from several different laboratories. These studies involve various
analytes from a variety of matrices. The division is accredited by CAEAL for the analysis of
PAH and dioxin/furan.
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5.3  Volatile Organic Compounds

The stack samples in canisters were analyzed using thermal desorption technique with a high-
resolution gas chromatograph and quadrupole mass-selective detector (GC-MSD) as described in
EPA Methods TO-15 and TO-17. A Dynatherm Analytical Instruments ACEM Model 900
thermal desorption system was used for sample preconcentration. Sorbent tubes packed with
20/35 mesh Tenax-TA, 60/80 mesh Carboxen 1000 and 60/80 mesh Carbosieve SIII were used
for sample concentration. An Agilent 5890 series II gas chromatograph and an Agilent 5972
MSD were used for species identification and quantification. Volatile organic compounds were
separated on a 60 meter, 0.32 mm I.D. fused silica capillary column with a 1.0 pm film thickness
of J&W DB-1 bonded liquid phase.

Air from the canister was drawn through the LiOH packed tube and concentrated onto a sorbent.
Sample volumes were measured with a mass flow controller at a fixed flow rate, 100 mL/min.
Normally, 500 mL of stack sample was passed through a LiOH tube to remove acid and CO,
from stack gas and then concentrated onto the sorbent tube. Ten mL of internal standard was
loaded onto the sorbent tube at the same time. The sorbent tube was purged with 500 mL of
UHP air to flush out CO; from the sorbent tube. The sorbent tube was loaded onto ACEM
Model 900 thermal desorption system. An internal flow of helium purges the tube of residual
water vapour and air prior to transfer of the collected analytes to a capillary packed trap for
refocusing, then into a GC-MS equipped with wide-bore capillary column and mass
spectrometer.

Optimum results were obtained by temperature programming the GC column. Column
temperature was initially held for 3 min at —60°C, then raised to 250°C at a rate of 8°C min".
The GC-MSD was operated in the selected ion monitoring mode (SIM). Identification of target
analytes by SIM is based on a combination of chromatographic retention time and relative
abundance of selected monitored ions. Two or three characteristic ions were monitored for each
of approximately 145 hydrocarbon compounds found in urban air samples. Since the MSD
acquires data for only target ions, this detection technique is considered highly specific and
sensitive.

An instrument calibration standard was made from gas standards prepared in the laboratory of
Environment Canada from three multi-component liquid mixtures and gas mixture cylinders
purchased from Scott Environmental Technology Inc. Quantification was based on five-point
linear regression calibration curves.
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6. RESULTS

6.1 General Sampling Data

The general sampling data for the test program is presented in Table 1. This table includes the
average velocity, volumetric flow rate (referenced to 25°C and 101.3 kPa), average stack
temperature and average moisture. Average oxygen and carbon dioxide levels were determined
from the flue gas samples by the procedure described in Section 3.5. The traverse data for each
run and summaries are presented in Appendix I. Operating temperatures for the dual primary
and single secondary chambers are also included in Appendix I.

The sampling strategy was devised to collect the samples over different segments of the cycle.
This approach provides a more realistic profile of the emissions during the incineration cycle.
During the first two days, the SVOC sampling was commenced at the start of the cycle. The
particulate/metals run followed with the sampling on the second day commencing about 1 hour
later than the sample collected on the first day. On the third day, sampling started with the
particulate/metals followed by the SVOC run. The sampling for each test day commenced 35,
23 and 15 minutes following ignition of the primary burners. One VOC canister was collected
during each SVOC traverse. The sampling schedule is illustrated in Figure 7.
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Figure 7 Eco Waste Sampling Schedule
The waste for the three days was delivered and piled outside the facility. Waste loaded to each

primary chamber is recorded in Table 1. Two scenarios were used for the purpose of calculating
emission rates — 100 and 250 cycles per year. These correspond to 2 and 5 cycles per week.
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Table1 Summary of General Stack Sampling Data

Process Conditions Day 1 Day 2 Day 3

Date (Oct 2002) 23 24 25

Mass loaded |Primary 1 914 909 912

(ke) Primary 2 916 917 917
Time Secondary 08:55 09:25 09:30
Burners On | primary 09:10 09:38 10:03
Primary Temperature (°C) See temperature profiles in Appendix I

Secondary Temperature (°C) See temperature profiles in Appendix I

Sampling Conditions SVOC1 | Part/M-1 | SVOC 2 | Part/M-2 | Part/M-3 | SVOC 3
Date (Oct 2002) 23 23 24 24 25 25
Sampling Time (local) 09:45 - 13:53|15:07 - 17:15]10:01 - 14:10 [ 16:07 — 18:1110:18 — 12:24{13:16 - 17:26
Test Duration (min) 240 120 240 120 120 240
Isokineticity (%) 96.1 96.0 99.4 96.9 100.3 100.3
Sample Volume (m*) 4.075 1.891 3.894 1.903 1.983 4.043
Stack Gas Characteristics

Flow Rate (m*/min) 71.64 66.79 65.73 66.72 67.04 67.74
Actual Velocity (m/s) 6.78 5.90 5.98 5.88 6.25 6.13
Temperature (°C) 705 666 669 671 688 675
Moisture (%) 10.09 7.59 10.10 6.92 10.25 8.13
Oxygen (%) 13.9 15.2 13.9 14.7 14.3 14.8
Carbon Dioxide (%) 4.5 32 4.5 3.6 45 3.7
Molecular Weight (Ib/Ib-mole) | 29.28 29.12 29.28 29.16 29.29 29.18

All volumes are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.
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6.2 Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals

The concentrations of particulate, acid gases and metals are shown in Table 2. Particulate
emissions ranged from 6 to 23 mg/m’ (average 10.5 mg/m°) corrected to 11 percent oxygen. The
largest particulate level was observed in the third run where the sample was collected at the
beginning of the burn cycle. Particulate levels for the two runs collected towards the end of the
burn were 6.0 and 2.9 mg/m® with the latter value corresponding to the run collected closest to
the end of the cycle. HCI levels ranged from 97 to 262 mg/m?® with the higher value measured
during the beginning of the burn. HF concentrations varied between 1.7 and 3.3 but the higher
levels were measured towards the latter part of the batch cycle.

The front- and back-half fractions were analysed separately. As expected, all the mercury was
associated with the back-half fraction. With the exception of three metals, the majority was
consistently found in the front-half of the train. Two of these three metals, manganese and
nickel, exhibited partitioning towards the front-half of the train in the run that was collected at
the beginning of the cycle (77 and 84% respectively). The partitioning was skewed towards the
back-half in the first and second runs for manganese (88/74%) and nickel (59/61%) respectively.
In contrast, selenium distribution was skewed toward the back-half when the sample was
collected at the start of the burn (70% in the back-half) compared to the two runs (71 and 66% in
the front-half) collected towards the end of the cycle. Two metals, beryllium and thallium were
not detected in the train samples. Mercury was detected in all runs but was very variable.
Levels varied between 4.7 and 72.2 pg/m’. For most of the metals, the levels in Run 3 (start of
burn) were substantially higher than concentrations measured towards the end of the burn. No
difference was noted for chromium.

The average (see note in Table 2) metal concentrations for the three runs are illustrated in Figure
8. Values are plotted on a
logarithmic y-axis. Lead,
copper, zinc and cadmium
B accounted for the majority of
1.E+02 M 4  the reported metals (246,

i - 214, 140 and 120 pg/m’

1.E+03

E ] respectively). Four metals,
S 1.E+01 ] | mercury, antimony,
E chromium and manganese,
K showed average
T 1E+00 | concentrations between 10
Q and 100 pg/m’. The
S H H remainder of the metals were
1.E-01 , P AL AL L] below 10 pg/m’ of which
5 - 5 § § é E E § g £ § 2 é £ cobalt was below 1 pg/m3.
g § g2 § 3 £ © 8 2 =3 °E As mentioned previously,
=

beryllium and thallium were
not detected.
Figure 8 Average Metal Concentrations

(corrected to 11% oxygen)
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Table 2 Summary of Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals Concentrations
(corrected to 11% oxygen)

Pollutant Part/M-1 Part/M-2 Part/M-3 Average*
Particulate (mg/m’) 6.0 29 22.7 10.5
HCl / HF (mg/m?) 97 33 113 4.0 262 1.7 157 3.0
HC1/ HF (ppm) 65 4.0 76 4.9 175 2.0 105 3.6
Metals (pg/m’)

Mercury 11.2 72.2 4.7 294
Antimony 32.6 923 90.8 71.9
Arsenic 0.9 0.9 2.2 1.3
Barium 0.2 32 53 29
Beryllium 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cadmium 21.7 354 303 120
Chromium 56.5 49.2 534 53.1
Cobalt 0.3 0.2 0.5 03
Copper 138 161 343 214
Lead 62.1 160 515 246
Manganese 11.6 10.4 21.0 14.4
Nickel 2.9 27 10.2 53
Selenium 2.1 2.7 3.6 28
Silver 33 35 4.3 3.7
Thallium 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Zinc 57.7 88.0 274 140

All volumes are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.
“0" denotes not detected.
* The average was based on the mean of the three runs.
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6.3 Flue Gases

The concentrations of oxygen, carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulphur
dioxide are summarized in Table 3. Carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulphur dioxide are
corrected to 11 percent oxygen. The values summarized in Table 3 represent the arithmetic
average of the half-hour integrated bag samples. Detailed data for all the runs is given in
Appendix I.

Table 3 Summary of Flue Gas Concentrations

Run 0, CO, Cco* NO* NO,* NO,* SO,*
(%) (%) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)
Part/M-1 15.2 32 9 50 4 54 0
Part/M-2 14.7 3.6 6 47 3 51 0
Part/M-3 14.3 4.5 4 45 4 49 0
SVOoC1 13.9 4.5 0 36 2 38 0
SvocC 2 13.9 4.5 3 40 3 43 2
SvoC3 14.8 3.7 4 40 3 43 0
Ave** 14.4 4.1 3.6 41.7 3.0 44.7 0.5
Std Dev** 0.5 0.5 2.7 8.0 1.7 9.6 1.9

* Corrected to 11% oxygen. ** All data points

In general, oxygen levels were 13.5 to 14 % at the start of the burn and increased to 15% by the
end of the daily testing. Carbon dioxide followed the reverse trend, starting around 4.6 to 4.9%
and decreasing to 3.1 to 3.5%. Sulphur dioxide was detected in only three of the integrated bag
samples (SVOC 2). Carbon monoxide levels were below 10 ppm with only one bag sample
slightly above 10 ppm. On average, NO represented 93% of the total NO,. NO, levels showed a
declining trend for the first four to five hours after the start of the daily sampling after which
they increased for the remainder of the burn.

6.4 Dioxins and Furans

PCDD/PCDF data is reported on the basis of the seventeen 2,3,7,8-substituted dioxin and furan
congeners. This data is further transformed by multiplying each of the 17 congeners by their
respective toxicity equivalency factor (International-TEF or I-TEF). The factors range from 1.0
for 2,3,7,8- TCDD to 0.001 for OCDD and OCDF. The sum of all the 17 factored compounds is
known as the TEQ. Analytical results of the loaded trains, field blank train, proofing and method
blank samples are presented in Appendix II.

The emission summaries for the TEQ dioxins and furans are given in Table 4. The front- and
back-half components of the SVOC train which correspond to the particulate and gaseous

Eco Waste Solutions Report ERMD 2002-03




16

fractions respectively in the sample gas were combined for analysis. Train catches were
corrected for the blank train. The blank train level was less than 0.35 pg TEQ/m’.

The levels of the 17 congeners are shown in Figure 9. In all runs, the furan TEQ outweighed the
dioxin TEQ. On a train total basis, the 10 furan compounds were very consistent representing 81
to 88% of the total train TEQ. Four furan congeners, 2,3,7,8-T4CDF, 2,3,4,7,8-PSCDF,
1,2,3,4,7,8-H6CDF and 2,3,4,6,7,8-H6CDF accounted for 67 to 71% of the total TEQ. On the
TEQ basis, the 2,3,4,7,8-P5CDF congener was the largest component (26 to 30% of total)
followed equally by 1,2,3,4,7,8-H6CDF (14 to 17%) and 2,3,4,6,7,8-H6CDF (14 to 18%). The
2,3,7,8-T4CDD congener was detected in all runs and accounted for 2.6 to 5.2% of the total
TEQ. The congener profiles among the three runs are essentially identical.

Varying TEQ concentrations were measured during the testing. The highest level (71 pg
TEQ/m®) was measured in SVOC 3 which started about three hours after the ignition of the
primary chambers. TEQ concentrations for the two tests conducted shortly after ignition were 10
and 36 pg TEQ/m’. The simple average concentration was 38.9 pg TEQ/m’. All concentrations
are at 11% oxygen.

Concentration
(pg TEQ/m3 @ 11% oxygen]

Congener

Figure 9 Distribution of TEQ Congeners
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Table 4 Concentrations of Dioxins and Furans

(pg TEQ/m* @11% oxygen)

Compound SvVvOoC1 SVOoC 2 SvoC3
2378-T4CDD 0.41 0.92 3.69
12378-P5CDD 0.35 0.92 3.48
123478-H6CDD 0.05 0.29 0.96
123678-H6CDD 0.11 0.59 1.24
123789-H6CDD 0.14 0.56 2.81
1234678-H7CDD 0.12 0.71 1.17
OCDD 0.03 0.18 0.19
2378-TACDF 1.03 3.84 6.73
12378-P5CDF 0.15 0.56 0.85
23478-P5CDF 2.81 10.82 18.63
123478-H6CDF 1.42 5.36 12.06
123678-H6CDF 0.65 2.78 4.45
234678-H6CDF 1.77 5.15 10.31
123789-H6CDF 0.13 0.70 0.63
1234678-H7CDF 0.44 1.30 2.56
1234789-H7CDF 0.23 0.69 0.88
OCDF 0.13 0.37 0.33
TOTAL 9.98 35.73 70.98

Eco Waste Solutions

All values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

Totals may not add due to rounding.
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6.5  Chlorobenzenes and Octachlorostyrene

The analysis of the SVOC train samples also included chlorobenzenes (CBs) and

octachlorostyrene (OCS). Chlorobenzene compounds included 1,2,3,5-tetrachlorobenzene,

1,2,4,5-tetrachlorobenzene, 1,2,3,4-tetrachlorobenzene, pentachlorobenzene and

hexachlorobenzene. Concentrations for the five selected chlorobenzenes and octachlorostyrene
are summarized in Table 5 and Figure 10. Both train fractions were combined for the analysis of
selected chlorobenzenes and octachlorostyrene. Pentachlorobenzene represented the largest
component of the chlorobenzene isomers. Total selected CBs ranged between 3.4 and 44 ng/m’.
Similar to the TEQ dioxins and furans, the highest level for each of the detected compounds was
measured in the run collected three hours after ignition. OCS was not detected in any of the
three runs. Chlorobenzene concentrations are not corrected to 11 % oxygen.

Table 5 Concentrations of Chlorobenzenes and Octachlorostyrene (ng/m’)

Compound SvoC1 SvoC2 SvoC3
1,2,3,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.7 2.8 10.1
1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.0 0.8 35
1,2,3,4-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.7 33 7.2
Pentachlorobenzene 1.2 3.6 17.3
Hexachlorobenzene 0.7 1.8 59
Total selected CBs 34 12.3 44.0
Octachlorostyrene 0.0 0.0 0.0

Concentrations are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

“0" denotes not detectable.
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Figure 10 Chlorobenzene Concentrations
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6.6  Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs)

PAH concentrations are summarized in Table 6. As mentioned previously, the front- and back-
halves of the sampling train were combined for analysis. Train catches were corrected for the
PAHs detected in the blank train. Due to the low PAH loadings from this source, the PAH
contribution from the blank, was substantial ranging from 44 to 66% of the uncorrected train
catch. PAH analytical results of the loaded trains, blank train, proofing and control samples are
presented in Appendix II.

Retene, a compound associated with wood combustion was added to the PAH list. The lighter
half of the reported PAHs accounted for 82 to 99 % of the total. The heaviest PAH compound
detected in at least one of the runs was benzo(g,h,i)perylene. Fluorene, phenanthrene,
fluoranthene, pyrene and retene were the most abundant compounds accounting for 70 to 86% of
all the reported PAHs for the three runs. Phenanthrene accounted for 33 to 42% of the total.

The totals for each train were low, ranging from 15 to 39 ng/m® (simple average 29 ng/m®).
These concentrations are not corrected to 11% oxygen. The highest levels were found in the
runs that commenced sampling shortly after ignition of the primary. Little difference was noted
between Run 1 and Run 2. A plot of the detected PAHSs above 1 ng/m’ is shown in Figure 11.
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Figure 11 Selected PAH Concentrations
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Table 6 Concentrations of PAHs (ng/m”)

(corrected for blank train)

Compound SvocC1 SvocC2 SvoC 3
Acenapthylene 0.8 0.7 0.1
Acenapthene 0.0 0.0 0.2
Fluorene 1.3 1.7 0.8
2-Methyl-Fluorene 1.2 1.5 1.1
Phenanthrene 12.8 14.5 6.1
Anthracene 1.5 0.7 0.2
Fluoranthene 35 4.6 1.5
Pyrene 3.0 34 1.5
Retene 6.5 24 2.7
Benzo(a)Fluorene 0.0 0.2 0.2
Benzo(b)Fluorene 0.0 0.0 0.0
1-Methyl-Pyrene 0.0 0.2 0.1
Benzo(g,h,i)Fluoranthene 0.0 03 0.0
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.5 04 0.0
Triphenylene 04 0.3 0.1
Chrysene 1.1 1.0 0.1
7-Methyl-Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2.4 2.0 0.0
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.5 0.0 0.0
Benzo(e)Pyrene 0.9 0.7 0.0
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Perylene 0.0 0.0 0.0
3-Methyl-Cholanthrene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 1.3 0.0 0.0
Dibenzo(a,h)Anthracene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Benzo(b)Chrysene 0.0 0.0 0.0
Benzo(g,h,i)Perylene 0.9 0.0 0.0
Anthanthrene 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 38.6 34.7 14.9

Values expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

“0"” denotes not detectable.
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6.7  Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

The full VOC target list contains 145 compounds, however this list was pared down for reporting
purposes as many of the species are of lesser interest. Normally the list is reduced to include
BTEX (benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene and xylenes) and halogenated hydrocarbons. Benzene
and some halogenated hydrocarbons such as vinyl chloride, 1,3-butadiene, dichloromethane, tri
and tetrachloroethene, carbon tetrachloride, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1,2-dichloroethane and
hexachlorobutadiene are classified as CEPA-toxic substances. Naphthalene, a PAH compound,
was also included since it is not reliably determined using the modified Method 5 type train. The
full list of VOC concentrations is given in Appendix II.

The emission data for VOCs of interest is summarized in Table 7. Two canister samples were
collected during each SVOC run. These are reported separately in Table 7.

Table7 Concentrations of Selected VOCs (ug/m’)

SvocC1 SvocC2 SVOC3 Overall
Compound
Sample 1 | Sample 2 | Sample 1 | Sample 2 | Sample 1 | Sample 2 Average
Chloromethane 0.79 4.56 1.34 231 1.57 0.85 1.90
Vinyl chloride 0.00 1.72 0.26 1.07 0.36 0.44 0.64
1,3 Butadiene 0.00 11.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.83
Dichloromethane 2.55 2.64 2.24 2.82 1.43 1.03 2.12
Benzene 1.79 99.80 1.60 1.43 1.87 0.95 17.91
Toluene 5831 2072 1258 2660 1170 713 2284
Chlorobenzene 0.10 3.72 0.12 0.26 0.09 0.07 0.73
Ethylbenzene 1.88 17.64 0.79 1.08 0.52 0.28 3.70
Total Above | 5838 2213 1265 2668 1176 717 2313
All reported VOCs 5871 3213 1293 2695 1191 731 2499

All values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.
Compounds denoted in bold are CEPA-toxic compounds.

With the exception of sample 2 in SVOC 1, the VOCs reported in Table 7 accounted for +98%
of the total VOCs. A high level of propene (verified by reanalysis) was measured in second
sample of the first SVOC run. Three CEPA-toxic compounds, 1,2-dichloroethane and 1,1,1-
trichloroethane and hexachlorobutadiene were analyzed for but not detected. Other toxics such
as carbon tetrachloride, tri and tetra chloroethene were detected but at levels below those usually
found in ambient air. Two of the naphthalene results showed levels slightly above ambient.

Toluene, normally found in combustion sources, was the most abundant compound accounting
for practically all the detected volatile organic compounds. The higher toluene value in the first
canister of the first SVOC run was confirmed by reanalyzing the canister. Except for the
benzene, toluene and ethylbenzene reported above, other components of BTEX were detected
but were found to be around those levels normally found in ambient air.

No agreement was evident among the three pairs of canisters. Using pair averages, the total
VOCs for each of the three runs were 4540, 1994 and 960 pg/m’. The average VOC level is in
the order of 600 ppb on a volume/volume basis. The highest levels of VOCs were measured in
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the samples collected at the start of the cycle (SVOC1 and SVOC 2). No pattern was evident
between the first and second canister of each SVOC run.

6.8 Estimated Emission Rates

The annual emission rates for the particulate/metals and organic runs are given in Table 9. One
of the difficulties associated with the calculation of the emission rates is the estimation of the
concentration over the oxidizer cycle for each of the pollutants. Pollutant levels are a result of
feed material, process operation and the portion of the burn cycle in a batch process. In this
program, sampling was staggered as much as possible to provide a more representative variation
of the emissions over the cycle.

Normally, the concentration used for calculating emission rates is the arithmetic average of three
runs. In this case, this approach may introduce a bias for some of the pollutants as two of the
runs were essentially duplicates of the same portion of the cycle. A selective average was also
calculated based on the average between the two runs collected during the same part of the cycle
and the remaining run. A comparison of these two averaging techniques is illustrated in Table 8.

Table 8 Effect of Averaging Method on Uncorrected Concentrations

Pollutant Three Run Selective
Average Average
Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals
Particulate (mg/m®) 6.78 8.87
HCI / HF (mg/m”) 100.3 1.8 118.9 1.6
Mercury 18.27 14.49
Antimony 45.70 49.40
Arsenic 0.86 1.01
Barium 1.89 2.30
Cadmium 78.9 109.7
Chromium 33.00 33.66
Cobalt 0.20 0.23
Copper 136.4 159.5
Lead 159.7 205.6
Manganese 9.09 10.32
Nickel 3.39 4.23
Selenium 1.75 1.90
Silver 2.33 2.46
Zinc 90.3 1133
Organics
Dioxins and Furans (pg TEQ/m’) 25.35 29.95
PAHSs (ng/m®) 29.40 25.78
CBs (ng/m’) 19.93 25.95
VOCs (ug/m’) 2499 2115
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Table 8 shows that the selective approach results in higher average concentrations for
particulate, HC1, most metals, dioxins and furans and chlorobenzenes. VOCs and PAHs display
the opposite bias. The difference for mercury is irrelevant as the emissions are probably directly
related to the feed input. Neither method is invalid but this exercise serves to illustrate that the
assumptions have an impact on emission levels. For the purpose of this program, the simple
average of three runs will be used to estimate annual emissions. Two scenarios were used for
estimating annual emission rates — 100 and 250 cycles per year.

Table 9 Estimated Annual Emission Rates

BASIS: AVERAGE OF THREE RUNS
Ten hour cycle
100 and 250 batches per year
Stack flow rate - average of all runs
Average* Annual Emission Rate

Pollutant i

Concentration 100 batches | 250 batches
Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals
Particulate 6.78 mg/m’ 27.5 kglyear 68.8 kg/year
HCl 100.2 mg/m’ 407 kg/year 1017 kg/year
HF 1.83 mg/m’ 7.4 kg/year 18.5 kg/year

(ug/m®) ear (g/year)

Metals
Mercury 18.3 74 185
Antimony 45.7 185 463
Arsenic 0.9 3 9
Barium 1.9 8 19
Beryllium not detected - -
Cadmium 78.9 320 800
Chromium 33.0 134 335
Cobalt 0.2 1 2
Copper 136.4 553 1384
Lead 159.7 648 1619
Manganese 9.1 37 92
Nickel 34 14 34
Selenium 1.7 7 18
Silver 2.3 9 24
Thallium not detected - -
Zinc 90.3 366 916
Organics
Dioxins and Furans (TEQ) | 25.35 pg TEQ/m’ 0.103 mg/year 0.257 mg/year
TCB (3 isomers) 9.73 ng/m’ 0.039 g/year 0.099 g/year
PCB 7.38 ng/m’ 0.030 g/year 0.075 g/year
HCB 2.82 ng/m’ 0.011 g/year 0.029 g/year
PAHs 29.4 ng/m’ 0.119 g/year 0.298 g/year
0oCs not detected - -
VOCs 2499 plg/m3 10.1 kg/year 25.3 kg/year

* Uncorrected concentrations at reference conditions used to calculate emission rates.
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Concentration data is summarized below. The relative abundances (on a logarithmic scale) for
the organic compounds and metals are illustrated in Figure 12.

Compound Concentration
VOCs
PCDDs/PCDFs*  38.9 pg TEQ/m’
CBs (5 isomers) 19.9 ng/m’
PAHs
0CS 0 ng/m’
PAHs 29.4 ng/m’ CBs
VOCs 2499 pg/m®
Particulate* 10.5 mg/m’ U] Concentration (g/m?)
HCI* 157 mg/m’
HF* 3.0 mg/m3 i ' i
*at 11% oxpgen 1.613 1.611 1.E-09 1.6-07 1,605 1,603 1.E-01
0 denotes not detected.
Metals* (ug/m°)
1.E+03
Mercury 29.38 Concentration (ug/m?)
Antimony 71.9
Arsenic 1.3 [ ] _
Barium 29 1.E+02 ]
Beryllium 0.0 ] __
Cadmium 120.0 —
Chromium 53.1 -
Cobalt 03 1.E+01 H{ |+ gl i-""’ = H
Copper 214.2 £ 3] |E o —_
Lead 2455 2l 2 ERL (8] 1A e g
Manganese 14.4 S| |E S| (2] = el |_
Nickel 53 | 1E+00 |2 o| |E S| g 2 (2| 5] s
Selenium 2.8 HRE 5 S 2| 2| |5 % E
Silver 3.7 2 =] B 3 2
Thallium 0.0 = K I—I E
Zinc 139.8 1.E-01 T T T T T T

Figure 12 Summary of Emission Results
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APPENDIX I

(Only available with hard copy)
Waste Oxidizer Temperature Data

Flue Gas Monitoring Data
SVOC Traverse Data

Particulate /Metals Traverse Data
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APPENDIX II

(Only available with hard copy)
Anion, Particulate and Metals Analysis

Dioxin, Furan, CB and OCS Analytical Report

VOC Analytical Data
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1. INTRODUCTION

Currently, cremation is not an approved disposal method for dead animals under the Dead
Animals Disposal Act (DADA) in Ontario. However, on-farm dead animal cremation units
(DACU) are currently being used in Ontario. Approximately 250 units are being used for on-site
disposal of poultry and other species not mentioned in DADA. Cremation has the potential to be
an acceptable method of carcass disposal under the new Nutrient Management Act and the new
Food Safety Quality Act. Thus, the environmental impact of DACUs needs to be fully
characterized and demonstrate that they can meet the current MOE limits and Canada-Wide
Standards.

Specific concerns regarding deadstock cremation include air emissions of toxic substances from
numerous small-scale DACUs, potential concentration of chemicals in the ash and the fate of
pathogens, spores and prions from cremation.

The Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food, the Ontario Ministry of the Environment, the
University of Guelph, the Ontario Region and the Emissions Research & Measurement Division
entered into a cooperative program to address the issues listed above. The program was carried
out at the Arkell Research Station of the University of Guelph. Two feeds, poultry and swine
were selected for evaluation. Commercially available animal cremators were selected for
evaluation. This report details the characterization of the Eco Waste Solutions CleanAire
cremator manufactured in Burlington, Ontario. The CleanAire cremator system involves a two
stage process. During the first stage, cremation occurs at temperatures above 649°C in the
primary chamber. Smoke and gases then travel into the secondary (afterburner) chamber, where
the combustion is completed. This unit is rated at 250 kilograms capacity.

This report details the releases to air of selected compounds from the dead animal cremator.
Target pollutants included particulate, acid gases, metals including mercury, dioxins and furans
(PCDDs/PCDFs), co-planar polychlorinated biphenyls (co-planar PCBs), chlorobenzenes (CBs),
pentachlorophenol (PCP), polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) and flue gases (O, CO,, CO, SO; and NOy).
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2. SAMPLING SITE AND LOCATION

Sampling was conducted on the exhaust stack of the cremator. The sampling location is
illustrated in Figure 1. Sampling was conducted from two four-inch ports located about 19 feet
above grade. The stack sampling location met the upstream and downstream flow disturbance
criteria.

19.5" .D. STACK

2" PIPE NIPPLE with CAP

(2) 4" PIPE NIPPLES/THREADED CAPS
EXTENDING 4" PAST OUTER EDGE

U

* FIRE BRICK INSULATION
WITH 1/4"OUTERMETAL 4 ft. /
PLATE /

SCAFFOLD PLATFORM

[T

15 ft.approx. —

12t (3) LEVELS of SCAFFOLDING

| LOADING DOOR
|

Dwn.By A.R.Meadows

Figure 1 Sampling Location — Eco Waste Cremation Unit

3. SAMPLING METHODS

3.1 General

The Method 5 train formed the basis of the manual methods used to collect particulate, acid
gases, metals and semi-volatile organics (SVOCs) during the sampling phase. The train
consisted of a probe, heated filter enclosure, leak-free vacuum line, vacuum gauge, flow control
valves, vacuum pump and a dry gas and orifice meter. Stack gas and orifice pressures were
measured with an inclined manometer and micromanometer. Temperatures were measured in
the hot box, impinger train outlet and at the inlet and outlet of the dry gas meter. In the case of
the SVOC:s, the temperature was also monitored at the Amberlite XAD-2 inlet. All trains were
assembled in the ERMD mobile lab.
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Leak-checks were conducted at the beginning and at the end of each run or whenever a train
joint was opened. Sampling was conducted from two traverses at isokinetic sampling rates for
each of the particulate/acid gases/metals and SVOC sampling trains with readings recorded
every five minutes. Sampling duration for the SVOC and particulate/acid gases/metals runs was
240 and 120 minutes respectively.

3.2  Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals Train Description

EPA Method 29, “Determination of Metal Emissions from Stationary Sources”, was used to
determine particulate and metal emissions. Particulate emissions were collected in the probe and
on the heated filter. The condensation and collection of the gaseous fraction was accomplished
using seven impingers connected in series. The first impinger, normally empty in Method 29,
was filled with 100 mL water for acid gas determination followed by two impingers containing
100 mL of an acidic solution of hydrogen peroxide (5% HNO3/10% H,0.), followed by another
empty impinger, followed by two impingers containing 100 mL each of an acidic solution of
potassium permanganate (4% KMnO4/10% H,SO4) and finally followed by a silica gel impinger.
A schematic of the sampling train is shown in Figure 2.

THERMOCOUPLE
STACK

WALL - .
[ rren IMPINGERS in ICE BATH THERMOCOUPLE
/?/ | HOLDER "
PROBE I g = —
NOZZLE / I o4 d b A H A LW A
/ PROBE THERMOCOUPLE | P9 i g T o q
@r ' fl Ty =
T o o] i T 7
. i i 3 |
, I CYCLONE ' |
- STACK r | BY-PASS /| GHECK
s THERMOCOUPLE = 1 | VALVE
PITOT | |
TUBE : |
|
oy : - L EER
| | | iU
! J \
PITOT HOT BOX _
MANOMETER 100mL 0omL EMPTY oL SILICA
H20 5% HNOJ0%H202 4% KMAOA/10% H2S04 O
o VACUUM
v LINE

VALVE VACUUM

T GAUGE
<1
e —Nil'
COARSE
VALVE
D=4

——— Dwn.By A.R.Meadows

ORIFICE
AIR-TIGHT
MANOMETER PUMP

Figure 2 Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals Sampling Train

The glassware was pre-cleaned following the meticulous procedure detailed in the method.
Eight samples from each test were obtained from the recovery procedure and submitted for
analysis. These samples include the particulate filter, an aliquot of the first impinger water,
rinses of the front- and back-half glassware with various portions of acetone, nitric acid,
acidified potassium permanganate and hydrochloric acid that are detailed in the method. As
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well, aliquots of the reagents used in the sampling train and in the recovery procedure were
submitted for blank analysis.

Glass bottles with Teflon-lined caps were used for storage of acidified KMnOj4 containing
samples and blanks. No metal components were used in the sampling train. Quartz nozzles and
liners were used to avoid contamination and handle the high temperatures at the outlet.

3.3 SVOC Train Description

The Environment Canada Report EPS 1/RM/2 "Reference Method for Source Testing:
Measurement of Releases of Semi-volatile Organic Compounds from Stationary Sources"” was
used to determine the emissions of PCDDs/PCDFs, co-planar PCBs, CBs, PCP and PAHs from
the stack. A schematic of the sampling train is shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3 Semi-volatile Organic Compounds Sampling Train
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This method is the most widely accepted for the measurement of organic compounds with
boiling points above 100°C. Gaseous organics were trapped in a single adsorbent tube containing
about 40 grams of Amberlite XAD-2 resin. As the temperature of the resin must be kept below
20°C for optimal collection efficiency, the hot gases leaving the filter enclosure were cooled by
passing them through a condenser cooled with ice bath water. The tube containing the XAD-2
resin was also water-cooled. Condensate formed in the cooling coil percolated through the resin
bed and was collected in a condensate trap. An impinger containing ethylene glycol inserted
downstream of the Amberlite acted as a back-up collection media in the event of breakthrough of
organics through the resin. The resin tube was covered with aluminum foil during sampling and
storage to prevent photodegradation of the trapped organics. All glassware joints were wrapped
with Teflon tape as vacuum greases are not permitted for organic sampling. Quartz nozzles and
liners were used in the sampling train.

3.3.1 Glassware Cleaning and Proofing

Prior to the test program, all train glassware, probe brushes, glass wool and aluminum foil were
cleaned following the rigorous procedure in the Reference Method. The glassware cleaning
procedures were verified by analyzing the proofing rinses of the sampling trains. Pre-cleaned
and proofed commercial sample storage bottles were used for this test. Eight complete sets of
train glassware were prepared for this survey. The XAD-2 was pre-cleaned and analyzed for
contamination prior to the survey. All reagents were distilled-in-glass grade. Details of the
cleaning and proofing procedures are given in Report EPS 1/RM/2.

3.3.2 Sample Recovery

Following the completion of each run, the organic train was recovered in the ERMD mobile
laboratory. During the transportation between the sampling site and the lab, all openings were
sealed with pre-cleaned glass plugs or caps or aluminum foil. The recovery procedures involved
the brushing and rinsing of the train components with acetone and hexane. Only Teflon wash
bottles were used during sample recovery. The loaded filter was carefully removed from the
holder, sealed in pre-cleaned foil and stored in a pre-cleaned glass petri dish. Amberlite tubes
were capped and re-wrapped in aluminum foil. Liquid samples were stored in pre-cleaned amber
bottles to prevent photodegradation of the organics. Bottle lids were lined with Teflon. All
samples were kept refrigerated following recovery. The sample recovery procedures are detailed
in Figure 4. All samples were forwarded to the Analysis and Air Quality Division (AAQD) of
Environment Canada for organic analysis.
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Sample Component(s) Recovery Procedure
Wash and brush 3 times each with acetone (A) and hexane (H). Rinse 3 times each
1 1,2,3,4 .
with A and H.
2 5 Remove filter carefully from filter holder. Place on pre-cleaned foil. Fold in half
and crimp the foil edges. Place in pre-cleaned petri dish. Seal petri dish.
3 6,7 Soak 5 minutes each with A and H. Rinse 3 times each with A and H.
4 8 Cap ends and wrap in foil.
5 9,10,11,12 Empty contents into container and rinse 3 times with HPLC water.
6 6to 15 except 8 | Rinse three times each with A and H.

Mark liquid levels on all bottles, wrap all the caps with tape and label all bottles/containers.
All sample containers are pre-cleaned amber glass bottles with pre-cl d Teflon lid liners.

Figure 4 Recovery Procedure for Semi-volatile Organic Compounds

In addition to the regular sampling trains, a blank train was assembled for the tests. The blank
train was treated in the same manner as the sampling trains except that no stack gases were
sampled. However, a volume of ambient air, equal to that drawn during the leak checks was
drawn through the blank train. Essentially, the blank train serves as a check for background
levels of organics originating from ambient air, handling of train glassware and rinsing agents.

3.4  Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

VOC:s are classified as those organics having saturated vapour pressures at 25°C greater than
10" mm Hg. The method is based on the collection of a gaseous sample in a previously cleaned,
verified and evacuated 6-liter, stainless-steel canister. The canister's interior surface is covered
by pure chrome-nickel oxide which is formed during the SUMMA® passivating process. This
vessel provides a stable sample collection and storage media for many organic compounds.

A modified method TO-14 (Compendium Method TO-14 Quality Assurance Division,
Environmental Monitoring Systems Laboratory, U.S. EPA, May 1988) was used as the basis for
the VOC sampling train. The train consisted of an Inconel probe, a moisture trap, a Teflon-
coated pump, a mechanical flow controller and a canister (Figure 5).

Two canisters were collected for each SVOC run corresponding to the first and second halves of
the traverses. Sampling duration for the VOC samples was variable, ranging from 60 to 63
minutes. The sample was collected into the evacuated canister to a final pressure of 16 to 22
psig. Following sample collection, the canister valve was closed and the canisters were
transported to the AAQD laboratory for analysis.

Eco Waste DACU Report ERMD 2003-03




VACUUM/PRESSURE
GAUGES FLOW
\ CONTROLLER
N SINTERED
7 STAINLESS STEEL PROBE FILTER
- ,r VALVE
- P by e o
—_— ISOLATION o
= VALVE
———pm ;
PUMP with
COOLING COIL ST.STL/TEFLON HEAD
CONDENSATE VOC CANISTER
TRAP

Dwn. by A.R.Meadows

Figure 5§ Volatile Organic Compounds Sampling Train

3.5 Flue Gases

An integrated gaseous sample method was employed to collect a representative sample from the
stack. This was accomplished by drawing sample gas through a 12-inch Inconel probe located
directly in the exhaust stream. Following particulate removal in a heated filter and conditioning
(drying and cooling) of the sample gas, the sample gas was drawn through a stainless
steel/Teflon head pump into a high volume aluminized Tedlar sample bag. Sampling rate and
duration were 1.0 Lpm and 30 minutes respectively. An integrated bag sample was collected
every half-hour during the sampling. A schematic of the system is shown in Figure 6.

Each integrated sample was then analyzed using both an ECOM Model KD (electrochemical
analysis of O, CO, SO, and NO and NO,) and a Nova Model 306 BD (infrared analysis of CO,),
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Figure 6 Flue Gas Monitoring System
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to determine target species
concentration. Each
instrument was individually
calibrated twice a day using
two ranges of certified gas
standards. Initial calibration
was carried out prior to the
commencement of sampling,
once all equipment had
reached operating conditions,
while final calibration was
performed at the end of
sampling.
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4. QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL (QA/QC)

All stack sampling equipment was calibrated prior to sampling using accepted techniques. Items
that were calibrated included:

Dry Gas Meter (y)
Orifice (Ko)

Pitot Tubes (Cp)
Barometers (Ppar)
Inclined Gauges (Ap)
Nozzle Diameters (Ng)
Temperature Readers (T)

The dry gas and orifice meters were calibrated using a spirometer. Pitot tubes were calibrated at
the ERMD wind tunnel. Barometers and inclined gauges were calibrated against a standard
reference mercury barometer and an inclined manometer respectively. Thermocouple readers
were calibrated using an ice bath and boiling water. Nozzle openings were measured by
averaging three measurements with a vernier caliper. In addition to the above, the sampling
consoles and inclined gauges were checked for leaks and the operation of all probe and box
heaters was verified. Zero and span calibrations, drift and ten-point linearity checks were
completed on the flue gas analyzers.

S. ANALYTICAL METHODS

5.1 Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals

Particulate was determined gravimetrically following desiccation of the front-half acetone rinse
and loaded filter. The samples were acid digested, and appropriate fractions were analyzed for
mercury by cold vapour atomic absorption spectroscopy (CVAAS) and the remainder of the
metals was analyzed by inductively coupled argon plasma emission spectroscopy (ICAP). The
front- and back-half components were combined for the metals analysis. Acid gases were
determined from the impinger solutions using ion chromatography.

5.2  Semi-volatile Organic Compounds

Upon receipt in the laboratory, the samples are inspected to ensure integrity and proper labeling.
The samples are then entered into the laboratory information management system (LIMS) where
they are assigned a laboratory code. The code is then entered onto each container which are then
stored in a fridge at 4°C until sample processing proceeds.

Typically the train samples are divided into the front-half (probe rinse, filter and front-half filter
holder rinse) and back-half sections (back-half filter holder rinse, XAD, condensate trap, glycol
impinger and back-half glassware rinses). The solvent fractions are dried by passage through
sodium sulphate and reduced in volume by rotary evaporation. The solids (filter and XAD) are
air dried prior to a 20-hour soxhlet extraction using cyclohexane/toluene (8:2 v/v). Prior to
extraction, each sample is spiked with a solution containing a known amount of carbon-13
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labelled dioxin/furans, dioxin-like PCBs and chlorobenzenes as well as deuterated PAH. These
are used to assess losses incurred during the extraction and sample cleanup procedures.
Analytical results for dioxin/furan, dioxin-like PCBs and chlorobenzenes/octachlorostyrene are
corrected for the recovery of these surrogates. PAH results are not corrected for surrogate
recovery.

After extraction, the solvent extracts of the solids are reduced in volume and combined with the
train rinses prior to cleanup. The samples are split into two equal fractions. One fraction is used
for PAH and chlorobenzene/octachlorostyrene cleanup and analysis while the other is used for
dioxin/furan and dioxin-like PCB cleanup and analysis.

The PAH and chlorobenzene/octachlorostyrene cleanup involves passing the sample extract
through a deactivated silica column which contains 5% water (w/w). Chlorobenzenes and
octachlorostyrene are eluted out of the column using hexane while the PAHs are retained on the
column. A more polar solvent is then applied to the column to elute the PAHs. The cleaned
sample extracts are concentrated to 500 pL and an internal standard is added to monitor
instrumental performance and is used to correct for any variations in injection and sample
volume. The samples are analyzed using low resolution mass spectroscopy. Calibration
standards containing various known amounts of the analytes are injected into the instrument
before, during and after the samples are injected. These standards are used to determine the
concentrations of the analytes in the sample. The accuracy of the standards is periodically
assessed using standard reference materials.

The dioxin/furan and dioxin-like PCB cleanup is more rigorous since the concentrations of these
analytes are much lower than other compounds that may be present in the extract. These co-
extractants could interfere with the final analysis. Initially the sample extract is passed through a
multi-bed silica column containing layers of acid, base and silver nitrate. Some of the co-
extractants are retained on the column and others may be reduced or oxidized. Sulphur
containing compounds are removed by the silver nitrate. The extract is then passed through an
alumina column to separate out the dioxin/furans from other compounds such as PCBs and
chlorobenzenes/octachlorostyrene. The fraction containing dioxin/furans is reduced to 20 pL
and an internal standard is added to monitor instrumental performance and to correct for any
variations in injection and sample volume. The sample is analyzed using high resolution mass
spectroscopy. Following analysis for dioxin/furans, the analyzed fraction is combined with the
previously eluted fractions from the alumina column and the volume of the combined extracts is
reduced to 100 pL. The combined fraction is then injected on an HPLC COSMOSIL PYE
column. A PYE is a reversed phase silica-based column which can separate the ortho-, mono-
ortho, and non-ortho-chlorinated chlorinated biphenyls on the basis of the degree of planarity
and chlorination using pentane as the eluent. The dioxin-like PCB fraction is collected and
reduced to a final volume of 20 uL by the addition of an internal standard. The extract is
analyzed using low resolution mass spectroscopy.

As a part of quality assurance and quality control, a method blank is usually processed along
with the samples to assess cross contamination. A control sample, usually a standard reference
material containing a known amount of analytes, may also be processed along with the samples
to check extraction, cleanup and analytical efficiency. The division also participates in inter-
laboratory studies. The results of these studies are used to compare the results obtained in-house
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with the results obtained from several different laboratories. These studies involve various
analytes from a variety of matrices. The division is accredited by CAEAL for the analysis of
PAHs and dioxin/furan.

5.3 Volatile Organic Compounds

The stack samples in canisters were analyzed using thermal desorption technique with a high-
resolution gas chromatograph and quadrupole mass-selective detector (GC-MSD) as described in
EPA Methods TO-15 and TO-17. A Dynatherm Analytical Instruments ACEM Maodel 900
thermal desorption system was used for sample preconcentration. Sorbent tubes packed with
20/35 mesh Tenax-TA, 60/80 mesh Carboxen 1000 and 60/80 mesh Carbosieve SIII were used
for sample concentration. An Agilent 5890 series II gas chromatograph and an Agilent 5972
MSD were used for species identification and quantification. Volatile organic compounds were
separated on a 60 meter, 0.32 mm L.D. fused silica capillary column with a 1.0 pm film thickness
of J&W DB-1 bonded liquid phase.

Gas from the canister was drawn through the LiOH packed tube and concentrated onto a sorbent.
Sample volumes were measured with a mass flow controller at a fixed flow rate, 100 mL/min.
Normally, 500 mL of stack sample was passed through a LiOH tube to remove acid and CO,
from stack gas and then concentrated on sorbent tube. Ten mL of internal standard was loaded
onto the sorbent tube at the same time. The sorbent tube was purged with 500 mL of UHP air to
flush out CO, from the sorbent tube. The sorbent tube was loaded onto ACEM Model 900
thermal desorption system. An internal flow of helium purges the tube of residual water vapour
and air prior to transfer of the collected analytes to a capillary packed trap for refocusing, then
into a GC-MS equipped with wide-bore capillary column and mass spectrometer.

Optimum results were obtained by temperature programming the GC column. Column
temperature was initially held for 3 min at —60°C, then raised to 250°C at a rate of 8°C min™.
The GC-MSD was operated in the selected ion monitoring mode (SIM). Identification of target
analytes by SIM is based on a combination of chromatographic retention time and relative
abundance of selected monitored ions. Two or three characteristic ions were monitored for each
of approximately 145 hydrocarbon compounds found in urban air samples. Since the MSD
acquires data for only target ions, this detection technique is considered highly specific and
sensitive.

An instrument calibration standard was made from gas standards prepared in the laboratory of
Environment Canada from three multi-component liquid mixtures and gas mixture cylinders
purchased from Scott Environmental Technology Inc. Quantification was based on five-point
linear regression calibration curves.
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The general sampling data for the test program is presented in Table 1. This table includes the
average velocity, sample volume and volumetric flow rate (dry basis, referenced to 25°C and
101.3 kPa), average stack temperature and average moisture. Average oxygen and carbon
dioxide levels were determined from the flue gas samples by the procedure described in
Section 3.5. The traverse data for each run and summaries are presented in Appendix I.

Eco Waste Solutions supplied an operator to oversee the incineration of the poultry and swine.
The cremator is controlled by software but the operator did make some adjustments during the
trials. These included frequent manual adjustments of the primary air damper and occasional
changes in the primary and secondary temperature set points. The secondary temperature though
was not adjusted as often as the primary. Once the secondary chamber reached temperature, the
charge was loaded in the unit and the primary burner ignited. Sampling commenced once the
primary reached temperature. The time between ignition of the primary and start of sampling
varied from 14 to 60 minutes. Following the poultry testing, the cremator was charged with a
swine load to condition the unit prior to the emission sampling. The sampling schedule is shown

on Figure 7.

Figure 7 Eco Waste Sampling Schedule
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Table1 Summary of General Stack Sampling Data

POULTRY SWINE
Test Conditions
EW-P1 EW-P2 EW-P3 EW-S1 EW-S2 EW-S3
Crematorium Conditions
Feed (kg) 185.1 210.9 200.5 239.0 190.5 214.6
Fuel Burned (L)* 134.2 106.2 125.3 145.8 82.1 55.8
Primary Temperature 760°C to 871°C
Secondary Temperature On at 996°C Off at 1038°C
Ash Produced (kg) 6.4 6.8 52 6.1 54 6.1
Time Primary Burner On 10:52 10:45 10:55 10:20 10:07 10:15
Run Conditions (SVOC/Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals)
Date (September, 2003) 24 25 26 28 29 30
Sampling Time (local) 11:41 - 16:03 10:55-15:11 | 11:10-15:28 | 10:50-15:16 | 10:31 - 14:49 | 10:29 — 14:47
pling 12:45 - 15:05 11:56-14:11 | 12:12-14:28 | 12:01 —14:16 | 11:33 -13:50 | 11:29-13:47
. , 240 240 240 240 240 240
Test Duration (min) 120 120 120 120 120 120
o 99.14 100.34 99.26 98.28 98.12 99.73
0,
Isokineticity (%) 98.06 101.39 99.06 97.34 96.62 97.32
Sample Volume () 4.230 4.551 4270 3.955 4.229 4.116
P ume tm 2.078 2.126 2212 2.059 2.094 2.075
Stack Gas Characteristics (SVOC/Particulate/Acid Gases/Metals)
. 15.2 16.1 15.3 14.3 15.3 14.7
Flow Rate (m’/min) 15.0 14.9 15.9 15.0 15.4 15.2
Actual Average Velocity 591 6.39 6.06 5.63 5.93 576
(m/s) 5.87 5.92 6.41 6.07 6.17 6.06
. e (o0 892 892 901 882 873 874
emperature (°C) 910 895 927 913 919 910
. 10.14 11.38 11.17 11.28 10.71 11.50
Moisture (%) 8.98 11.11 10.64 11.24 10.29 11.40
o y 10.91 10.01 9.94 9.93 10.18 9.77
xygen (%) 10.62 10.14 10.13 10.05 10.47 10.27
. 7.85 8.56 8.60 8.46 8.53 8.88
Carbon Dioxide (%) 8.08 8.50 8.45 8.40 8.34 8.52
Molecular Weight (1b/1b- 29.69 29.77 29.77 29.75 29.77 29.81
mole) 29.72 29.77 29.76 29.75 29.75 29.77

All volumes are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.
* Sunoco Diesel Fuel 2, 0-0.4 % sulphur
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6.2 Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals

The concentrations of particulate, acid gases and metals are shown in Table 2. All values in
Table 2 are corrected to 11% oxygen. Note that the correction for oxygen is in the order of
+10% as average oxygen levels were close to 11 percent. Analytical reports are given in
Appendix II.

Particulate concentrations corrected to 11% oxygen were reasonably constant for both feed
types. Concentrations ranged from 17 to 25 mg/m’ for the poultry and between 14 and 18 mg/m’
for the swine. The average concentration for the swine was about 5 mg/m? less than the poultry.

Levels for HF and HCI were also consistent. HF levels varied from 0.29 to 0.49 ppm and 0.11 to
0.16 ppm for the poultry and swine respectively. On average, HF levels for the swine were
about one-third of the poultry. HCL levels were between 24 and 34 ppm for the poultry and
varied from 24 to 33 ppm for the swine with both feed materials showing the same triplicate
average. These results are corrected to 11% oxygen.

The front- and back-half fractions were combined for metals analysis. All metal concentrations
in Table 2 are corrected to 11% oxygen. Two metals, beryllium and thallium were not detected
in the train samples. Silver was not measured in two of the three swine tests. Mercury was
detected in all runs and was less than 0.10 pg/m?® for both feeds. Individual metal levels were
consistent among the triplicates with the exception of antimony in the poultry runs and
manganese in the swine. In general, metal concentrations were higher for the poultry feed.
Disregarding the manganese value in the second run of the swine tests, three metals found in
stainless steel, chromium, manganese and nickel displayed similar levels between both types of
feed.

The average metal concentrations for the two feeds are illustrated in Figure 8. Values are plotted
on a logarithmic y-axis. In descending order, copper, zinc and lead represented the most
abundant of the reported metals. Copper levels for the 3poultry and swine and zinc concentrations
in the poultry testing displayed values above 100 pg/m”. Three metals, antimony, chromium and
lead showed levels above 10 pg/m® while cadmium, manganese and selemum straddled the range
between 1 to 10 pg/m’. The remainder of the metals were below 1 pg/m’,
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Table 2 Summary of Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals Concentrations
(corrected to 11% oxygen)

Pollutant i Swing
PAGM-1 |PAGM -2 | PAGM -3 | Average | PAGM-1 [PAGM -2 |PAGM -3 | Average

Particulate (mg/m’) 17.24 25.36 19.12 20.57 17.95 14.10 13.69 15.24
- (mg/m®) 0.40 0.32 0.23 0.32 0.13 0.10 0.09 0.11

(ppm) 0.49 0.39 0.29 0.39 0.16 0.12 0.11 0.13
Hel (mg/m?) 387 51.2 354 41.7 49.7 354 39.9 41.7

(ppm) 259 343 23.7 28.0 334 23.7 26.8 28.0
Metals (pg/m’)
Mercury 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.04
Antimony 7.88 41.11 45.71 31.57 487 3.90 4.49 442
Arsenic 0.64 0.73 0.66 0.67 0.34 0.30 0.39 0.35
Barium 0.97 0.74 0.33 0.68 0.44 0.32 0.81 0.52
Beryllium 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cadmium 1.30 1.64 1.41 1.45 1.11 0.29 0.44 0.62
Chromium 16.08 11.99 9.85 12.64 12.72 12.10 11.98 12.27
Cobalt 0.09 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.04 0.06
Copper 216.61 232.57 156.83 202.01 167.82 108.20 111.62 129.21
Lead 46.13 82.02 87.07 71.74 17.91 12.42 13.20 14.51
Manganese 3.24 2.64 2.33 2.74 2.44 20.58 2.15 8.39
Nickel 095 0.35 0.46 0.58 0.75 0.50 0.58 0.61
Selenium 11.68 12.42 8.60 10.90 7.13 5.48 6.78 6.47
Silver 0.13 0.15 0.13 0.14 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.03
Thallium 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Zinc 152.47 198.64 124.25 158.46 124.44 63.82 76.66 88.31

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

“0" denotes not detected.
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Average Metal Concentrations (pg/m’)
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Figure 8 Average Metal Concentrations

6.3 Flue Gases

The concentrations of oxygen, carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulphur
dioxide are summarized in Table 3. Carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides and sulphur dioxide are
reported at 11% oxygen. The values for each run in Table 3 represent the arithmetic average of
the 30 minute integrated bag samples collected during the SVOC and particulate/acid
gases/metals sampling. Detailed data for all the runs is given in Appendix L

Carbon dioxide and oxygen exhibited the same trend during each run. Oxygen levels increased
towards the end of the burn while a corresponding decrease was noted for the carbon dioxide
concentrations. Carbon monoxide levels were extremely low for both feed materials. The
highest single CO concentration was 4 ppm for all runs with both feeds. NO and NO,
concentrations were the highest at the beginning of the burn but stabilizing thereafter. The NO,
fraction was the same for both feeds (15% of total NO,). SO, was detected in both feeds for
each of the triplicates exhibiting a declining trend from the start of the burn to the end of
sampling with consistently higher levels measured during the incineration of poultry. The same
fuel was used for both feed materials.
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Table 3 Summary of Flue Gas Concentrations
(CO, NO, NO;, NO, and SO; corrected to 11% oxygen)

- 0, Co, Cco NO NO, NO, SO,
(%) (%) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm) (ppm)
POULTRY

EW-P1 10.91 7.85 0.4 62.1 10.0 72.2 59.7
EW-P2 10.01 8.56 0.8 64.7 9.1 73.8 52.9
EW-P3 9.94 8.60 0.4 71.2 16.2 87.5 59.5
Ave* 10.29 8.34 0.5 66.0 11.8 77.8 57.3

Std Dev* 1.35 1.09 1.0 13.0 6.6 19.1 31.2

SWINE

EW-S1 9.93 8.46 0.7 69.0 143 83.3 24.8
EW-S2 10.18 8.53 1.1 62.5 9.0 71.5 32.4
EW-S3 9.77 8.88 1.5 70.0 12.8 82.8 32.3
Ave* 9.96 8.62 1.1 67.1 12.0 79.2 29.9

Std Dev* 1.43 1.14 1.1 16.7 6.2 22.6 15.6

* All data points for three runs

6.4  Dioxins, Furans and Co-planar PCBs

PCDD/PCDF data is reported on the basis of the seventeen 2,3,7,8-substituted dioxin and furan
congeners. This data is further transformed by multiplying each of the 17 congeners by their
respective toxicity equivalency factor (International-TEF or I-TEF). The factors range from 1.0
for 2,3,7,8- TCDD to 0.001 for OCDD and OCDF. The sum of all the 17 factored compounds is
known as the TEQ. More recently, analysis has included 12 co-planar PCB compounds. These
congeners, which have dioxin-like properties have been assigned a toxicity equivalent factor
(TEF) by the World Health Organization (WHO98-TEQ). In this study, only the I-TEQ emission
results will be presented however, a separate table will be presented showing the levels of the co-
planar PCBs without a toxicity equivalent correction. This has been done to avoid confusion
between the two sets of toxicity equivalents. Analytical results of the loaded trains, field blank
train, proofing and method blank samples are presented in Appendix II.

The emission summaries for the TEQ dioxins and furans are given in Table 4. The front- and
back-half components of the SVOC train which correspond to the particulate and gaseous
fractions respectively in the sample gas were combined for analysis. Train catches were
corrected for the blank train. The blank train was around 1.1 and 0.4 pg I-TEQ/m’ for the
poultry and swine conditions respectively.
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The levels of the 17 congeners are shown in Figure 9. In all runs, the furan TEQ outweighed the
dioxins. Using triplicate averages, the 10 furan compounds represented 75 and 85% of the total
train TEQ for the poultry and swine respectively. The 2,3,7,8-T4CDD congener was detected in
only one of the six runs. The 2,3,4,7,8-PSCDF congener was the largest TEQ component
representing 40 and 35% of the total for the poultry and swine triplicate averages respectively.
Apart from the observations noted above, it was difficult to extract any other patterns of the 17
congeners as many of the congeners were not detected in both series of runs.

The average concentration between the poultry and swine series was identical however, a large
variability was noted in each set of triplicates. TEQ concentrations at this site were very low.

Concentrations are corrected to 11% oxygen.

Average TEQ Concentrations (pg I-TEQIm?')
025 |
|
‘l |
020 | |
| |
1 0 Poultry
@ Swine J
i
|
|
. |
. |
EIJ-JE; Joo
= &y T ._.\
0 41 gy S, Qa.
Congener 14 15 45 17"

Figure 9 Average I-TEQ Concentrations

The concentrations of the 12 co-planar PCB congeners are given in Table 5. As noted earlier, the
concentration values are not corrected for the toxicity equivalent. Train catches were corrected
for the blank trains for each feed which were 200 and 160 pg/m’. Except for the PCB-81
congener, all the congeners were detected in the train samples before blank correction.
Neglecting PCB-81, any not detected (ND) values reported in Table 5 are a result of the blank

correction.
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Table 4 Concentrations of Dioxins and Furans
(pg I-TEQ/m® @11% oxygen)

POULTRY SWINE
Compound
SVOC1 | SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average | SVOC1 | SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average
2378-T4CDD 0.000 0.280 0.000 0.093 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
12378-P5CDD 0.000 0.110 0.042 0.051 0.057 0.011 0.097 0.055

123478-H6CDD 0.000 0.010 0.000 0.003 0.026 0.000 0.000 0.009

123678-H6CDD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.005

123789-H6CDD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.004

1234678-H7CDD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.024 0.002 0.002 0.009

OCDD 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.001 0.001 0.004
2378-T4CDF 0.005 0.395 0.000 0.133 0.184 0.026 0.030 0.080
12378-P5CDF 0.000 0.075 0.000 0.025 0.026 0.000 0.014 0.013
23478-P5CDF 0.000 0.719 0.000 0.240 0.525 0.000 0.119 0.215

123478-H6CDF 0.000 0.035 0.000 0.012 0.180 0.007 0.024 0.070

123678-H6CDF 0.000 0.043 0.000 0.014 0.105 0.013 0.000 0.039

234678-H6CDF 0.000 0.056 0.000 0.019 0.144 0.000 0.015 0.053

123789-H6CDF 0.000 0.028 0.000 0.009 0.022 0.000 0.019 0.014

1234678-H7CDF 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.002 0.085 0.009 0.001 0.031

1234789-H7CDF 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.029 0.000 0.000 0.010

OCDF 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.024 0.000 0.001 0.008

Total| 0.009 1.757 0.042 0.603 1.462 0.068 0.324 0.618

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25° C and 101.325 kPa.
"0" denotes not detected.
Totals may not add due to rounding.
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The PCB-118 congener was the largest component accounting for 60 to 63% for the poultry runs
and 51 to 56% of the total for the swine. The next abundant congeners were PCB-105 and PCB-
77. These three compounds accounted for 88 to 91% of the total for all six runs. Based on single

run and triplicate averages, the co-planar PCB levels were higher for the swine than poultry.

Table 5 Concentrations of Co-planar PCBs
(pg/m® @11% oxygen)
(Toxic Equivalent Factor not applied)

POULTRY SWINE
Compound / IUPAC WHO98
Number) TEF
SVOC 1| SVOC2 | SVOC 3 | Average | SVOC 1| SVOC2 | SVOC 3 | Average

Non-ortho Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)
3,3’,4,4’-tetraCB (77) 0.0001 10.75 6.75 7.36 8.29 9.38 11.53 9.88 10.26
3,4,4 5-tetraCB (81) 0.0001 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3,3°,4,4’5-pentaCB  (126) 0.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.39 0.39 0.42
3,3°,4,4°,5,5-hexaCB (169) 0.01 0.16 0.04 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01
Mono-ortho Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)
2,3,3,4,4’-pentaCB (105) 0.0001 16.94 10.05 10.85 12.61 21.04 23.78 29.07 24.63
2,3,4,4",5-pentaCB (114) 0.0005 3.02 1.94 1.82 2.26 0.62 2.16 2.18 1.65
2,3°,4,4°,5-pentaCB (118) 0.0001 58.03 39.05 39.75 45.61 41.00 59.70 62.54 54.42
2,3,4,4°,5-pentaCB (123) 0.0001 6.63 3.42 3.89 4.65 392 4.89 6.38 5.06
2,3,3,4,4°,5-hexaCB (156) 0.0005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 221 1.94 2.87 2.34
2,3,3’,4,4°,5"-hexaCB (157) 0.0005 0.54 0.46 0.21 0.40 0.41 0.00 0.93 0.45
2,3°,4,4°,5,5-hexaCB (167) 0.00001 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.89 1.18 1.36 1.14
2,3,3°,4,4°,5,5"-heptaCB (189) 0.0001 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.33 0.17 0.20

Total| 96.08 61.70 63.89 73.89 80.05 105.93 | 115.77 | 100.58

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25° C and 101.325 kPa.

"0" denotes not detected.
Totals may not add due to rounding.

TUPCA-International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry
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6.5 Chlorobenzenes and Pentachlorophenol

The analysis of the SVOC train samples also included chlorobenzenes (CBs) and
pentachlorophenol (PCP). Chlorobenzene compounds included 1,2,3,5-tetrachlorobenzene,
1,2,4,5-tetrachlorobenzene, 1,2,3,4-tetrachlorobenzene, pentachlorobenzene and
hexachlorobenzene. The reported train catches were corrected for the blank train levels. Blank
train levels for hexachlorobenzene for both poultry and swine and for PCP in the poultry runs
were relatively high. Concentrations for the five selected chlorobenzenes and pentachlorophenol
(PCP) are summarized in Table 6 and illustrated in Figure 10. Analytical results of the loaded
trains, blank train, proofing and control samples are presented in Appendix II.

Both train fractions were combined for the analysis of the selected chlorobenzenes. The
tetrachlorobenzenes represented the largest component of the reported chlorobenzenes. Total
CBs ranged between 0.15 and 0.97 ng/m®. Hexachlorobenzene concentrations were
considerably lower due to the relatively high blank train correction. Total average CB
concentrations between the poultry and swine conditions are similar however a large variability
was noted among the single runs. Triplicate variability is due to the very low levels detected in
the train samples. The PCP average was significantly higher for the swine test series.
Chlorobenzene and pentachlorophenol concentrations are not corrected to 11% oxygen.

Table 6 Concentrations of Chlorobenzenes and Pentachlorophenol (ng/m3)

POULTRY SWINE

Compound
SVOC1 | SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average | SVOC1 | SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average

1,2,3,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.000 0.220 0.000 0.073 0.253 0.000 0.000 0.084

1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.000 0.176 0.000 0.059 0.177 0.000 0.000 0.059

1,2,3,4-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.118 0.220 0.141 0.159 0.152 0.118 0.000 0.090

Pentachlorobenzene 0.142 0.286 0.164 0.197 0.303 0.166 0.146 0.205

Hexachlorobenzene 0.024 0.066 0.047 0.045 0.076 0.071 0.000 0.049

Total selected CBs| 0.284 0.967 0.351 0.534 0.961 0.355 0.146 0.487

Pentachlorophenol 0.071 0.132 0.023 0.075 1.365 0.544 0.583 0.831

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25° C and 101.325 kPa.
“0" denotes not detected.
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CB and PCP Concentrations (nglms)
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Figure 10 Chlorobenzene and Pentachlorophenol Concentrations

6.6  Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs)

PAH concentrations are summarized in Table 7. As mentioned previously, the front- and back-
halves of the sampling train were combined for analysis. Train catches were corrected for the
PAHs detected in the blank train. Most of the lighter fractions of the PAHs were found in the
blank trains however the total found in the blank train was insignificant. PAH analytical results
of the loaded trains, blank train, proofing and control samples are presented in Appendix II.

Retene, a compound associated with wood combustion and indeno(1,2,3-cd)fluoranthene were
added to the PAH list. Naphthalene was analyzed but not reported in the emissions. Eleven of
the compounds were not detected in any of the runs for both test conditions. Fluorene,
phenanthrene, anthracene, fluoranthene, pyrene and retene were the most abundant compounds.
On average, these six compounds represented 86 and 84% of the total PAHs for the poultry and
swine conditions respectively. Some trace amounts of PAHs heavier than retene were detected
in either one or both test conditions but these amounts were insignificant. The totals for all runs
ranged from 16 to 31 ng/m’ (average 22 and 24 ng/m’ for poultry and swine respectively).
These concentrations are not corrected to 11% oxygen. On a total average basis, little difference
was apparent between the two feeds. A plot of the detected PAHs above 1 ng/m? is shown in
Figure 11.
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POULTRY SWINE
Compound
SVOC1 [ SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average | SVOC1 | SVOC2 | SVOC3 | Average

Acenapthylene 0.21 0.15 0.16 0.18 0.86 0.17 0.00 0.34
Acenapthene 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.06 1.95 0.59 0.39 0.98
Fluorene 0.59 1.38 0.59 0.85 5.08 2.20 0.22 2.50
2-Methyl-Fluorene 0.78 0.99 1.08 095 1.31 0.87 0.78 0.99
Phenanthrene 12.48 6.33 6.46 8.42 10.06 8.23 8.07 8.79
Anthracene 1.37 1.65 0.84 1.29 2.60 2.44 2.24 2.43
Fluoranthene 4.56 1.25 1.38 2.40 1.62 1.70 1.48 1.60
Pyrene 239 1.78 1.76 1.97 2.15 2.62 2.38 2.38
Retene 428 5.47 323 433 3.82 0.61 2.48 2.30
Benzo(a)Fluorene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(b)Fluorene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1-Methyl-Pyrene 0.14 0.20 0.21 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.06
Benzo(g,h,i)Fluoranthene 0.19 0.13 0.09 0.14 0.48 0.35 0.46 0.43
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.08
Triphenylene 0.33 0.00 0.12 0.15 0.38 0.33 0.56 0.42
Chrysene 1.09 0.04 0.02 0.38 0.48 0.38 0.58 0.48
7-Methyl-Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 0.92 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(e)Pyrene 0.64 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Perylene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3-Methyl-Cholanthrene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Fluoranthene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.90 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Dibenzo(a,h)Anthracene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(b)Chrysene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Benzo(g,h,i)Perylene 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Anthanthrene 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total| 31.49 19.38 16.14 22.34 30.80 20.50 20.04 23.78

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

“0" denotes not detected.
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Figure 11 Selected PAH Concentrations

6.7  Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

The full VOC target list contains 150 compounds, however this list was pared down for reporting
purposes as many of the species are of lesser interest. Normally the list is reduced to include
BTEX (benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene and xylenes) and halogenated hydrocarbons. Benzene
and some halogenated hydrocarbons such as vinyl chloride, 1,3-butadiene, dichloromethane, tri
and tetrachloroethene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1,2-dichloroethane and hexachlorobutadiene are
classified as CEPA-toxic substances. Naphthalene, a PAH compound, was also included since it
is not reliably determined using the modified Method 5 type train. The full list of VOC
concentrations is given in Appendix II.

The emission data for VOCs of interest is summarized in Table 8. Two canister samples were

collected during each SVOC run. VOC concentrations are not corrected to 11% oxygen. The
average of these two canisters is reported in Table 8.
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Table 8 Concentrations of Selected VOCs (ug/m’)

POULTRY SWINE

Compound SVOC1 | svoc2 | svocC3 fvv:r’:; SVOC1 | SVvOC2 | SVOC 3 fvveer':g"e
Chloromethane 0.18 0.37 0.81 0.45 1.11 0.98 0.43 0.84
Chloroethane 0.00 0.10 0.18 0.08 0.38 0.10 0.17 0.22
Dichloromethane 0.30 0.55 0.58 0.46 0.50 0.57 0.75 0.59
Benzene 478 6.38 7.83 6.14 5.59 7.68 9.28 7.29
Toluene 1.54 1.56 2.35 1.75 1.43 3.06 2.43 2.29
Chlorobenzene 0.06 0.11 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.07 0.10 0.08
Ethylbenzene 0.14 0.13 0.47 0.22 0.33 0.27 0.19 0.27
m,p-Xylene 0.38 0.40 0.95 0.53 0.69 0.85 0.58 0.72
0-Xylene 0.11 0.09 0.33 0.16 0.30 0.18 0.13 0.21
Naphthalene 0.25 1.99 422 1.89 29.38 0.49 0.36 11.29
Total Above | 7.73 11.67 17.80 1177 | 39.80 14.22 1442 | 2381
AIVOCs| 309 457 61.9 462 118.9 56.9 49.8 75.2

Values are expressed on a dry basis referenced to 25°C and 101.325 kPa.

The level of VOCs was very low at this source. The VOCs reported in Table 8 account for 21 to
35% of the total VOCs for all the test runs. Eight CEPA-toxic compounds, vinyl chloride, 1,3-
butadiene, 1,2-dichloroethane, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, tri and tetra chloroethene, carbon
tetrachloride and hexachlorobutadiene were not detected.

Except for the first SVOC run with the swine feed, benzene was the largest component of the
VOCs ranging from 43 to 71 % of the selected compounds. Naphthalene and dodecane levels in
the first swine run were substantially higher than the other five SVOC runs. These two
compounds contributed 64% of the total reported VOCs for the first canister collected in the first
swine run. Total VOC levels for the individual canisters ranged from 25 to 87 ug/m’ and 45 to
187 pug/m® for the poultry and swine runs respectively.

In four out of the six pairs of canisters, lower levels were measured in the second canister
collected for each run on a total VOC basis. The overall average for the swine runs was higher
than the poultry testing but most of this difference was attributable to the naphthalene and
dodecane in the first canister of the first swine run. Note that the VOC levels from this source
are negligible. Using a benzene basis, the overall average mass/volume concentrations of 46 and
75 pg/m’ are equivalent to 15 and 24 parts per billion (ppb) on a volume/volume basis for the
poultry and swine test conditions respectively.
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The annual emission rates for the particulate, acid gases, metals and organics are given in Table
9. These values should be regarded as estimates as the emission results from a one-week period
are extended to an entire year.

Table 9 Estimated Annual Emission Rates

BASIS:

100 charges per year
8 hours per charge
Stack flow rate - average used for each test condition

Pollutant | POULTRY f SWINE
Particulate, Acid Gases and Metals
Particulate (kg/year) 16.32 11.80
HCI (kg/year) 33.1 323
Metals (g/year)
Mercury 0.05 0.03
Antimony 253 342
Arsenic 0.53 0.27
Barium 0.53 0.40
Beryllium 0.00 0.00
Cadmium 1.15 0.48
Chromium 9.96 9.48
Cobalt 0.06 0.05
Copper 160 100
Lead 57.1 11.2
Manganese 2.16 6.39
Nickel 0.46 0.47
Selenium 8.62 5.00
Silver 0.11 0.02
Thallium 0.00 0.00
Zinc 125 68.5
Organics
PCDD/PCDF (ug I-TEQ/year) 0.49 0.49
Coplanar PCBs (pg/year) 58.0 80.0
TCB (3 isomers) (mg/year) 0.22 0.17
PCB (mg/year) 0.15 0.15
HCB (mg/year) 0.03 0.04
PCP (mg/year) 0.06 0.60
PAHs (mg/year) 16.5 17.1
VOCs (g/year) 34.1 54.1

Uncorrected concentrations at reference conditions used to calculate emission rates.

6.9  Dispersion Modelling

The Ontario Ministry of the Environment (MOE) Regulation 346 dispersion model was applied
to estimate the maximum Point-of-Impingement (POI) concentrations for each of the test
conditions. The average temperature and exit velocity for each of the test conditions

were used in the dispersion model.
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The POI concentrations for each of the pollutants are given in Table 10. The input parameters
and outputs are shown in Table 10. The higher of the stability classes was picked for predicting
the maximum ground level concentrations. In this case, the “D” stability class yielded the higher
concentration. In both test conditions, the single source maximum ground level concentration
was located 142 metres from the source.

Table 10 Single Source Maximum Ground Level Concentrations

Reg 348 Input and .
Ou%put Parameters Poultry Suine
Height (m) 9.14 9.14
Emission Rate (g/s) 1 1
Exit velocity (m/s) 5.95 6.08 Half Hour
Diameter (m) 0.4593 0.4593 POI Limits*
Temp (K) 1159 1185 (ng/m*)
Max Concentration (ug/m3 per g/s) 571 571
Stability Class D D
Distance (m) 142 142
Particulate and Acid Gases (pg/m°)
Particulate 3.2E+0 2.3E+0 100
HCI 6.6E+0 6.4E+0 100
HF 5.0E-2 1.6E-2 4.3
Metals (ug/m’)
Mercury 9.9E-6 6.2E-6 5
Antimony 5.0E-3 6.8E-4 75
Arsenic 1.1E-4 5.3E-5 1
Barium 1.1E4 8.0E-5 30
Beryllium 0.0E+0 0.0E+0 0.03
Cadmium 2.3E-4 9.5E-5 5
Chromium 2.0E-3 1.9E-3 5
Cobalt 1.1E-5 9.2E-6 0.3
Copper 3.2E-2 2.0E-2 100
Lead 1.1E-2 2.2E-3 6
Manganese 43E-4 1.3E-3 7.5
Nickel 9.1E-5 9.4E-5 5
Selenium 1.7E-3 9.9E-4 20
Silver 2.2E-5 4.6E-6 3
Thallium 0.0E+0 0.0E+0
Zinc 2.5E-2 1.4E-2 100
Organics (ug/m’)
Dioxins and Furans (pg TEQ/m’) 9.7E-5 9.8E-5 15
Co-planar PCBs 1.2E-8 1.6E-8 Not available
Selected Chlorobenzenes 1.37E-10 1.22E-10 Not available
Pentachlorophenol 7.8E-8 6.9E-8 60
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons

Benzo(a)pyrene 0.0E+0 0-0E+0 0.0033
Volatile Organic Compounds

Vinyl Chloride 0.0E-5 0.0E-0 3

Napthalene 2.8E-4 1.6E-3 36

*Ontario Ministry of the Environment, March 1999, half-hour limits
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The maximum ground level concentrations for each of the reported pollutants for both test
conditions are substantially below the POI limits in Regulation 346. Note that the maximum
ground level concentrations for some VOCs such as toluene, trichlorobenzene and xylenes were
not calculated as these compounds have high POI limits. The predicted POI values should only
be used as a guide for the impact of this source. The predicted impact for the animal cremator
will depend on the capacity of the unit, meteorological conditions, surrounding terrain and
receptor points.

7. SUMMARY

The results presented in this report are representative of the feed and operating conditions during
the test program. No problems were encountered with the collection of the samples for the target
pollutants. The provision of an Eco Waste operator during the test program ensured a smooth
and uninterrupted operation. None of the predicted maximum ground level concentrations
exceeded the Ontario POI limits.
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Sampling Schedule

Flue Gas Monitoring Data
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Appendix 12 Technical Data Sheet



Pincher Creek Project §
ECOA0TNZPY Unit @—. ECO WASTE SOLUTIONS

EWS PRODUCT TECHNICAL DATA SHEET - ECO 10TN2PV
General Information
A.1 _[Vendor/Equipment Manufacturer Eco Bum Inc. o/a Eco Waste Solutions
A2 Ewipmem Type Controlled-Alr Two-Stage, Thermal Oxidization System
A.3 |Model Number ECO 10TN2PV
A4 |Total System Capacity Per Batch kg | 10000 [ s ] 22046
A.5 |Total System Capacity Per 24 hours (1 batch per day) kg | 10000 | Ibs | 22046
A.6 |Fuel Type to operate system Diesel
3 575V AC 3-phase, 60 Hz (standard, other power supplies are compatible and
A7 |Electrical Power Required P csan be used upo:raquest)pp P
Waste Description
B.1 |Waste Types/Description Animal Carcasses with Agricultural Plastics and Woods
B.2 |Assumed heat value of waste MJrkg 6.5—9.0 | Brum | 2800—3900
B3 |A d moistura content of waste % up to 70%
B.4_|Assumed density of waste kg/m? 320 | bsicust. | 20
Op g Conditions
C.1_|Bum Cycle Time | 12 hours
C.2 [Cool Down Time | 12 hours
Primary Chamber Inf ion (Two Chambars)
D.1_[Casing material Carbon Steel
D.2_|Casing thickness mm 6.35 in 144
D.3 |Actual Waste Volume per Chamber m’ 125 i 441
D.4 |Hearth Area per Chamber m? 16.17 [id 174
D.5 |Oparating Temperature °c 650—850 °F 1200—1560
D.6 [Loading and Ash Removal Door Size per Chamb mm 1880 x 1575 in 74 x 62
D.7_|Esti d Ash Quantity Produced kg/day 250—1500 Ibs/day 550—3307
Bumer
D.8 Manufacturer / Model Diese! Burner: Riello / RL-70/2
D.9 Quantity 2
D.10 Two Stage Diesal Bumer Output Range MJh 1019 - 3309 [ mmbtuh | 0.966 - 3.136
Two Stage Natural Gas/Propane Gas Bumer Output Range MJh 540 - 3254 | mmbtuwh | 0.512-3.084
D.11 Motor Voltage v 575
Fans / Blowers
D.12 Manufacturer / Mode! NewYork Blower / Junior 90
D.13 Quantity 2
D.14 [ Capacity/Size m’h 2701 | crm 1580
D.15 Fan Motor hp/RPM 1.5/1750
D.16 Motor Voltage v 575
Refractory
D.17 Wall Materia! Ceramic Fiber Modules
D.18 | Wall Thick mm | 152 || 6
D.19 | Wall Temperature Rating °c [ 1316 | 2400
D.20 Loading Door Material Ceramic Fiber Modules
D.21 Loading Door Thickness mm | 178 n | 7
D.22 | Loading Door Temp. Rating °c | 1316 w | 2400
D.23 Fioor Material Heavy bl
D.24 | Floor Thickness mm | 152 | m ] 6
D.25 [ Floor Temp: Rating °c | 1760 | 3200
D.26 Roof Material Ceramic Fiber Modules
D.27 | Roof Thickness mm | 152 [ n T 6
D.28 Roof Temperature Rating °C | 1316 | °F l 2400
S dary Chamber information
E.1_|[Casing material Carbon Steel
E.2 |Casing thick mm 6.35 | in | 1/4
E.3 [Effective Volume m 21.7 | 766
E.4 |Residence Time of Gas s 2
E.5 |Operating Temperature °c 1000 | °F | 1832
E.6 |Maintenance Door Size mm 813 x 813 l in | 32x32
Burner
E.7 Bumer Manuf / Model Diesel Bumer: Riello / RL-100/M
E.8 Bumer Quantity 2
E.8 Modulating Diese! Burner Output Range Mim 1329 - 4727 | _mmbtuwh | 1.26-4.48
Modulating Natural Gas/Propane Gas Burner Output Range MJ/h | 601 - 4648 | mmbtuh | 0.57 - 4.405
E.10 Motor Voltage 575
Fans/Blowers
E.1 Manuf: / Model NewYork Blower / SWSI 20
E.12 Quantity
E.13 Capacity/Size m’h 8801 [ cmm ] 5180
E.14 Fan Motor hp/RPM 5.0/1750
E.15 Motor Voltage v 575
Refractory
E.16 Wall Material Ceramic Fiber Modules
E.17 | Thickness mm | 152 | | 6
E.18 | Temperature Rating °c | 1316 | 2400
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Pincher Craak Project

ECO 10TN2PV Unit

@—0 ECO WASTE SOLUTIONS

EWS PRODUCT TECHNICAL DATA SHEET - ECO 10TN2PV

|-Maln Stack Information

F.1 [Casing Material Carbon Steel

F.2 |Casing Thickness mm 6.35 in 1/4

F.3 |Inside Diamet mm 1118 n 24

F.4 |Outside Diamst mm 1283 in 50 1/2

F.5 |Height from grade m 11201 it 36 3/4

F.6 [Design Max.Temperature °c 1200 °F 2192

F.7 |Operating Temperature °c 1000 °F 1832

F.8 |Self Supporting Yes/No Yes

F.9 |Air Emissions Test Port Yes/No Yes

F.10 |Air Emissions Test Platform Yes/No Optional

Refractory

F.11 Material Light Castabl,

F.12 | Thickness mm | 76 | in ] 3

F.13 [ Temperature Rating °c | 1371 | ¢ | 2500
Surface Paint Treatment

G.1 Paint System Used on Eco Waste Oxidizer Shell - Rust—lnhlbltlng;::ﬂr;:/e(-v;r;p;‘rjzliimn:#zig:‘, aﬁ:;b:gg:—(:arboznc "

G.2 Dry Film Thickness of Paint mm 2.0-3.0percoat |

Main Control Panel

H.1

General

The main control panel is the primary interface for the entire Eco Waste
Oxidizer package. The panel controls and monitors, bumers, blowers, and
other integrated components. The Programmable Logic Controller (PLC) is
factory-programmed to provide optimal control for all key process settings.

H.2

Electrical Standards Approval

CSA Approved (with label)

H.3

Power Supply

5§75V AC 3-phase, 60 Hz (standard, other power supplies can be compatible
upon request), 120V AC single-phase for control power

H4

Enclosure

- NEMA 12 (unless otherwise specified)

- enclosures are designed to provide protection against dirt and oil

- corrosion resistant powder painted, 14 ga. hot rollad Carbon Steel with
continuously welded seams ground to a smooth finish

- complete with a removable 12 ga. back panel mounted on a 3/8" collar.

- the enclosure's door is equiped with oll resistant gasket, a removable print
pocket, 1/4-20 grounding stud, padlocking hasp and a continuous piano hinge.

- Brand name: Ralston or Eldon

H.5

Panel Features

- Single Point Electrical Connaction

- Main Disconnect with Lockout

- Power on button

- Emergency stop button

- Touchscreen Operator Interface

- PLC - Allen Bradley

- Variable Frequency Drive (VFD) control for Secondary Chamber Blower —
Allen Bradley

H.6

Process Monitoring and Controls

- Temperature: Primary and Secondary Chambers and Stack

- Bumer operation and functions Including air/fuel modulation

- System interlocks: ire, door position, fuel low level indicator, air
proving switch

- Differential Pressure (system draft)

- Fan amperage monitoring via current transducer (Canada only)

- Integrated weigh scale (if purchased) fo totalize and record the weight of
waste batch loads.

P

H.7

Motor Starters

Motor starters: IEC contactors, solid state overloads. Short circuit protection:
class J fuses.

Touchscreen Operator interface

Easy-to-use feature that makes starting and operating the system visual and
intuitive. The display allows the Operator to view all operating conditions at a

L1 [General glance. Pre-installed with EWS' user friendly easy to understand graphics
customized to reflect the package's unique configuration and comp t:
Scraens Include rea! time monitoring with graphic representation of the
1.2 |Information Displayed equipment showing status of all major components, including visual indicators
system faults and data trending via historical charts.
Operating conditions of various key process parameters such as
1.3 |Data Acquisition temperatures, burner output etc. are logged and recorded. Data can be
exported to flat file via standard USB data storage device.
Shipping Dimenslons
J.1 _|Primary Chamber Dimensions {L x W x H) x2 mm 6890 x 3193 x 3243 in 304 x 126 x 128
J.2_|Primary Chamber Waight x2 kg 21999 tbs 48500
J.3 [Secondary Chamber Di fons (L x W x H) mm 8220 x 2869 x 3101 in 324 x 113 x 122
J.4 |Secondary Chamber Weight kg 10433 Ibs 23000
J.5 [ISO Container (for accompanying cratas) Di ions (L x W x H) mm 12200 x 2440 x 2600 ft 40x8x8 1/2
J.6 |ISO Container Weight kg 19500 Ibs 42990
Note: This is EWS dard supply. H , other & codes, electrical powor, fuel supplies, instrument f: ors etc. are upon req
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