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- Introduction - Research objectives
China’s iron and steel industry (I1SI): The current researches analyzed China’s ISI from industrial level. This research
OConsumed 688.4 Mtce in 2013, which is 16.5% of the national total: focuses on plant level analysis to estimate the environmental impact and provide
OEmitted 16.2% of total national CO., emissions in 2013 (1687.2 Mtons); more detail suggestions.
DAir pollutants emission and heavy metal emission from iron and steel industry BierAsnie v'Site selection
(I1SI) are also serious problems. v'Capacity elimination
Table 1 Restriction of air pollutants emission from iron and steel industry in China v :
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Conclusion: 1. This framework is able to handle different criteria for selecting ISI plants location. The capacity utilization rate is within a reasonable level between 87% - 90%.
2. Results show that increasing EAF ratio Is more effective to conserve energy and reduce emission than tax and EFE
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