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Optimal lean loading remains flat for 90-95% CO, capture and then decreases
with increasing CO, capture to alleviate the rapid rise in reboiler duty and
steam extraction. As a result, the solvent circulation rate drops, and the
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-, S 'system and CSIRO study [2] for absorber height increases. Higher working capacity of solvent is favored over
< .Capture unit. higher liquid flux (higher mass transfer rates) for high levels of CO, capture.
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