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N-(2-ethoxyethyl)-3-morpholinopropan-1-amine (EEMPA) is a
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‘ Test Campaign Goals and Plan

Test two flue gases: NGCC and coal-fired power plant flue gas

Establish water balance—limited to 10 wt% of solvent

Establish operating conditions necessary to achieve 90% capture

Use SDoE to quantify model uncertainty and refine process conditions to achieve greater than 90% capture
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at optimized reboiler duties
* Implement test plan developed with contributions from modeling insights
« Update model based on initial samples using Bayesian Inference
* Develop new test plan using SDoE
* Implement new test plan and repeat as time allows
Demonstrate long-term operability of the solvent at optimized conditions
Test performance impact of plastic packing
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