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Abstract

In order to investigate the leaching efficiency of zinc from iron-zinc slag via EDTA method, the ef-
fects of initial concentration of ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA), temperature , liquid-solid
ratio and reaction time on the leaching rate and selectivity in process of leaching zinc from
iron-zinc slag were studied. The results showed that EDTA method exhibited good leaching effi-
ciency and selectivity of zinc, zinc was leached from iron-zinc slag preferentially. When the total
EDTA concentration was 0.4 mol/L, the leaching temperature was 20°C, the ratio of leaching agent
volume to zinc dust mass was 6 L/kg and the leaching time was 2 h, the extraction rate of zinc was
99.77%.
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AT 3Gk e BRI A, AEDTAR I, SHEEEkm TR IEY, 25 TEDTAIRE . BE .
I VR Lt B2 2 IS Bt TR) o 40 H B SR R e R e . £ SRR B EDTAIR BB W4 BT R H SR %
M, REMUERENEE. EDTARIREFAWE HREE NG E %, BRI MXERE —EEm, B
BN RN . FEEDTAIRE N0.4 mol/L, R HEFE AN20°C, BB A6 L/kg& T RBIZE
2h, FHRHEERE9.77%.
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1. 5|

REEREFE, RN E— A E R 0. RE BAREE 2 INEED MR, B
T & BRAE R R B 23 NI, B PRk Ly, 8 AITiE 2R [1].  H RT3 E =3
BRER TV B B EHRTVEB AN [2), TCIRERA Tk, A ok PR A ki 0.3~0.6 I, PRIER
BILLRTAECR, RIS BRRREE, KIRT AP, WRASIRBRE okt 2, Hnokh, £ pH
Nt 2 P A M I BN R EE[3], oA, R /KA PR A BE 2 10%~15%, A /D& HH
WEGFETR. LAT, BB B ok, X1 AR H s i IR IR E AR i HIT299-2007 X kA
BT, %8 GB5085.3-2007 #4745, #JE TfakE k. bE M RESR IS, FHATEEE /B
K, HPSRER KIEFRERY, HIAE JOESREA L O ORE AT, N b fE R P Shia i N HE, A Tk
il 20 vA B ALl Fr 2 2 ) R

TR B TR AR O — SR T, W AR AR S [4] LA R k2 R AR (BT T 8 R4 BT 5 AR
BN S [6] H AR R 1E RI2 i 7], ABRER HE NI JE M IR IR BRIZ S, TR B, oA ms kil
SPEE[T] I LR EA N E NI A, DL IR SR iR v, MY TR IR, B F B SR
BT, BRATMR S VLA [BIR IR IR S b M2 /KB MR BGR I ZIR BE, 12 Bk B R %
&, R EREE A R, ENEAGE, (Rl 2 SN AL IR . AR SC LA iR B
B AR N JEORE, SR 2 DU 28R £ (EDTA)REUEE , I BRAL S UTIEs:, SCHl EDTA fESFIH,
PR B A B PR IR R A i AL B A B AL EL0E R, AT SE LRI — IR A
2. KIS
2.1. EIMME SR

SR RS G BRI RIE TN B N R B ER R, EAEEYUIR, EKER 36.7%,
TIHEAEE 13.61%. KR JFRL B T H T4 T 105°C M T2 EE, S 100 HiG, AR

THERASN AR N A K AR BIBOR (S B ER 150 o/L)HX A [Rl— 4. £ %P0 48 —4N(EDTA
TENER) CIREN. VKRR WIEE . R ARSI N el

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.103041 356 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.103041
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

RIGH %

SZURAY 3% D/max-yA B X-BFRATHH(H 4% Rigaku 23 ); iCAP6300 Y i JEAE & S5 B 71K K 5%
WX (ThermoFisher Scientific, USA); S2400-N Y #4 5 - 7 440 1 {X (32 [H Mettler-Toledo A F]); GZX-9070
MBE %5 5 8% XT3 (i RS A FR A ); NHWY-100D B & 2U1E I 12 R (5 M5 3528 A R 2
Al); FA2104N BUHL 173 i RF (Rl VRS B R AR A IR A 7)) PHS-3C 2 pH 1H (RIgkE AR A
PR D)o
2.2. IWHE

AR EDTA IREGHIXHAEHGE P EE AT IR BRI, iR EDTA REBUE. 4l LA S DT £
fii EDTA IR MR IS EE S AEBRAL S AEIR, TR NS Hp B () T2, WA 1. EETFPE =
1, BNZEL. DUIERIERME, EDTA KIS BA KU pH JEIMASE, BHATIEBEMIZEL, X 18 T 2584
T2k, S8R HmACEDTE, IHEEREONmAGEE, {f EDTA i R A . 5 ==
FH & BRI BE AR o A e, A BRI AL SR T U0 e

B IR
i (EDTARR) A
xia i B (B AR
EDTA]» (om0 o [k [ o ) [ | TR, pem i
ST =
| RIS
&

Figure 1. Technological process of recovering zinc from iron slag
L RHRERBSEFN T ZRIE

2.2.1. EDTA KRB X R IE R FE MR

HY 250 mL fEER, 20 BInA 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 F1 0.4 mol/L ff) EDTA 4N /KIEW 120 mL, FI#vH
K pHAEZE 9, FFAE 5 —> 250 mL MIHEFIR R NN 120 mL ZKf R, B3O 20 g T4 ks
JERHY A, B TR A 40°C O E IR RE R B PR B 2 ho 12 EUSERUG LI 60 mL 253 /K4 3 kit
o BIFIRMCRIVE, R ERUAR. BUREIE L e AR S B RIS A XRD
4, A MDI Jade6.5 H R ARER T BEZEATY0AH 4T, K S3400-N Y44l 1 B i (K A H Sz
FrEOR 22 w])BEAT AN 73 B EEASL

2.2.2. BREEE pH X8 H R RIEFEME R

L Z 4y 120 mL 5% 4 0.4 mol/L () EDTA 44Ky, 4 BT 250 mL fHEMA, SR 2
FR5 58 pH 9 5. 6. 7. 8. 9 A1 10. FEANA 20 g 45 ki JFoRb A, B TIRE N 40°CHITEIR R
IREL R RAZEL 2 he RHGERUE I IEIE A 60 mL 2517k 4 3 IRBss, S IFIBMAGRE, I EIUATR,
SR G BRI e Forp i . BRI C RIS = .

2.2.3. IE3ZSCIGHLScls

AR LI 5P, R 2R R R AR R EE L R A W L 12 AR FESE,
DRI I 4331 AL FEE (A) ~ B 1) (B) Y[ L (C) BA 2 EDTA K FE (D) W% 82N 3, AR R &k 3 M EOKT,
FEOPIR I JFORL B8 20 g, REUAAE pH 21 9, 3 Lo(3Y) IEX R 2HHAS:, KK T % 1. R
SERUE IR 60 mL 2B 7K 3 IRBEEE, GRS, IR IUARRR, BOREIl e B &,
THEEEIR 2 (LT E E 7 HEROR).
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Table 1. Factors of the test for leaching zinc from iron-zinc slag by orthogonal experiment
1 EXEWRISKERHRRKFR

AF A/°C B/h Cl(L/kg) D/(mol/L)
1 20 1 4 0.2
2 40 15 5 0.3
3 60 2 6 0.4

2.2.4. EDTA 5 H,S WIEIFLIE

W2 S5 BT A5 HR 100 mL JRON 250 mL FRIHETEI 1, P DI a4 B (N R BUSR8 F =B AL £E),
TN, NI, JF NS, PR BRACE SN BT IR BOR I HE TR R e &,
BRI T RUE T I, W8, IEEONEAEE, HT T OO AERACE, I8N EDTA B, a3 H THREL

3. &R51tie
3.1. EDTA iRE xRN R Kk #1480 %2 0

MIEERE . KRR K& EDTA RBUEZAE R XRD B (K] 2)n] W, BRE rEe 2 DA IR e Al i 2
BEPAIE AL, KRN A BRI I BRER S, 1A REMEIUARIRBHR Y, A EDTAIREL, AIHEEREHRIR
. EDTA WECHREMRGE, RESTFZERE TG, SETSERANNEEEELE. B, £55E
RN A BRI =M T

1 13,6—CaS042H,0 g 3 6 13,6—CaS04 21,0 b 3 6 1,3,6—CaSO42H,0 €
| 14—ZnS04 HyO 1 | 3,6—7n;804(OH)g HyO ‘1 ‘ ’ 3,6—7nSO(O)5 10
3,6—Zn480,4(0H)gHy0 ' 2,5,7—FeO(OH) ‘ ‘ 2,5,7—FeO(OH)
‘ 3, 6 2,5,7—FeO(OH) ” 2 5 ‘ 7 ‘ 2 5 ,
2 | | 1 i i
[ 5] [ ‘ | ‘
.J,\,L e AJLJ OO S ,7 S . At s bdb J‘ u-u[Lf. wu;wm”m,,,, NV IS YPTY TR A NPV Y “ . ‘«\,.q,..,,.r 4 »«.»JL,‘ WAL ww.ﬁmwu TN LU P DT
‘ ‘ Za30,H,0 ‘ 7080, H,0 ‘ ‘ 7080, H,0
1 . L 1 | |
‘ ‘ 70,50, (OH)H,0 ‘ 70,80 (OH) -H,0 ‘ 7n,80,(OH)H,0
L Li | Il Il el Ll L. I [ L. L
| CaS0,2H,0 | CaSO,2H,0 ‘ ‘ L CaS0,2H,0
! ! !
‘ FeO(OH) ‘ FeO(OH) ‘ FeO(OH)
. . !
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Figure 2. XRD patterns of iron-zinc slag leached by different methods
2. SEREAIER XRD EiE

AF EDTA BRI B, Bk BEFREENE 2. W3R 2 0TI, 4 EDTA WRERVINS, HAERE
B, B AAEE NV, 24 EDTA A 0.4 mol/L I, £ L4 dE i, HASR HmES LA
WA . MR S 4E 13.61% T 41, 20 g Bk b & 4% 0.042 mol, T I, EDTA ZHUN A5 IRk, ok
PR A, AR YU EDTA SERAEEE, ARk,

Table 2. Effect of EDTA concentration on the extraction amount of zinc, iron and calcium
2. EDTAREXSE. #%. (SEFEHENEM

EDTA ¥ (mol/L) 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Zn*" 2 & (g) 1.051 1.369 1.747 2.103 271
Fe*"2 1 & (q) 0 0.001 0.002 0.005 0.334
Ca?" 2 & (g) 0 0 0 0 0.007
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MR IAT KRG L& EDTA 78R BUR PGB 2 4L L 4% 3. 4 EDTA RIS, #kilid Zn
M8 BN 0.075% (B L), ZERED Zn ER MFEARUAH, Fe A /DEIRM, M5 LF AR

Table 3. Main chemical compositions of iron slag by pre/post-leaching
=3 RERBRIREETRHNRE D H(%)

2% Ca Mg Zn Fe Al Mn Pb Cr Cd Cu S HoAthy
BT 9.43 081 1361 1013 114 0.34 012 017 0.021 0.001 14.1 50.15
KE G 1179 0.89 1039 1266 143 0025 015 021 0.014 0.0004 1402 4842

EDTA &J5 14.13 1.06 0.075 12.63 171 0.031 0.18 0.18 0.002 0.0001 16.45 53.55

AT J5 AR F e gt R 3 B . AL 3 AT L, EDTA SEHUN BRI ) de B 2544, AR T g

Figure 3. The scanning electron micrographs of iron slag (a) and leaching residue (b)

3. EREE(Q)S EDTA R E OB EE

3.2. RENRANE pH R H R AR

REURHIAE pH SRR B3R J e Bk (s L6 4, & 4 0T I, AEWILE pH 4 4F T e AR #T AL 52
AR, ANBE pH AR TBEE pH IR, BRIR H SRR W, pH 2] 9 ST AR, 2 A
PRI R T kAN PR N . X 5 EDTA <)@ & 1B e AT 55 [9], AIA Y EDTA 158 S/KiaMEer
B, ME(BL Y 3R EDTA):

H, Y™ +2Zn% =[ZnY]" +(4-n)H"* 1)

(4-n)
AR T S R IR B SR B A B RON, A EATHEAN TR, HEi S EDTA BChL, b

6H" +2n,SO, (OH), =4Zn* +SO; +6H,0 )
3H" +FeO(OH) =Fe* +3H,0 3)
Hu YY" +Fe™ =[FeY] +(4-n)H" )

R A B BRI N T ESE A IR R, A EAE T2 S Zn S04(OH)s &b, HAB Y
Zn,SO4(OH)s SN 58 T 54 435 FeO(OH) S B 1fif EDTA fEAR[EI pH I EBAZAELRANE, pH A 5 K,
FELFEHAN HY?, BE% pH B0k, EEFERAH HY 5228 HY®, pH E) 9 i HY® Ltk
Bk, K pH E, WIFFUERASN Y. AL, BEEYIGE pH ERE R, RN AERREE T2, %
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B RS TS LSS AR Zn,SO4(OH)s I EDTA i B 55 Zn,SO4(0H)s Sbi. i, SEFRALE
IR EDTA B4 5HE &8 5 FRUAL, AR A R4 x 10 )i/ N FRRERES VA ERL (9.1 x 107°),
TERRPERS R EDTA R SHRERES SOV M SN, AR Bk, XHE pH & T 9 )5, 4568
NIBERTRASFRA I R o MU C(L)RIR) BT I, Re A5 Hh IR BRI A6 pH 8 -5 Hh /K g e 5
BREREEIILL G 2, KUk, EAIIRBGRILG pH e TIERL,  HsRieE &1 pH N 9 3 10,

Table 4. Effect of pH on leaching rate and selectivity of zinc from iron slag
= 4. RBURANIA pH XFRH R R RF MRS

BRI pH E 5 6 7 8 9 10
B E(g) 2.701 2.704 2.707 2.708 2.71 2.711
Bz i (g) 0.931 0.413 0.356 0.343 0.334 0
i i (g) 0 0 0 0 0.007 0.245

3.3. IEXSCIfE{L

DL B ISR R N Fa AR, B ATt iR a0 45 SR AT 00T, SR 4 R AR b B L% 5. i
F ST, BHEENERYHNEENRTFND>C>B>A, TN, EDTA #ERWE SIS &2
o, AP R R . ORISR N, IR 60°C, [EWiLk 6 L/kg, EDTA MKEE N 0.4 mol/L, I2HL
WFE] 2 he SRARSFAFEIERZRPRAE M, HEFAREHITIRI, SR HEA 99.81%, HIER
FHHILTEIRLEE 20°C, [ 6 L/kg, EDTAKEEX 0.4 mol/L, JRZHUSA] 2 h 244 HI45 5(99.77%)
FHECHR AN B, T e U AN SO N 1 5 i B AR BB IR, T SE B A= 77 HR AR o R IR

Table 5. Effect of different leaching conditions on zinc extraction by EDTA method
# 5 FRIZMH%} EDTA R EZNT

e HBEIC A I E)/h B T E (L/kg) C W (mol/L) D E (%)
1 20 1 4 0.2 55.26
2 20 15 5 0.4 97.45
3 20 2 6 0.3 91.84
4 40 1 5 0.3 82.72
5 40 15 6 0.2 74.89
6 40 2 4 0.4 87.64
7 60 1 6 0.4 99.77
8 60 15 4 0.3 75.24
9 60 2 5 0.2 70.31
X1 244,55 237.75 218.14 200.46
X2 245.25 247.58 250.48 249.8
Xs 245.32 249.79 266.5 284.86
X, 81.52 79.25 7271 66.82
X, 81.75 8253 83.49 83.27
X, 81.77 83.26 88.83 95
R 0.25 4.01 16.12 28.18

PAKF A3 B3 C3 D3
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3.4. EDTA 5 H,S BfEIF

SEEFRE, R AFEABAE, TR RO, LR

(ZnY)" +H,S=2ZnS+H,Y* ()

XA AT AR A e AR [0 BAS . SCHER[1L] B AS SRR I B i 2. EDTA [ B 4.

EDTA SHrifae w4, mibera R, RARIIE AR
K=[H,Y*] / [(va)z’] = Kiys:1Kins 2 /(K Ko Kepra s Kepra s ) = 2.588x10°

RO, PR ECEOR, AT A BT R AL . JE I FH PR R AR R AR, R AR IR AL ST
B AR EE, AT SEE EDTA PG AR AL S PG IR .
4. &g

EDTA 2RI e 3R HUEE AR BGR, 12 HUNT B JEURE rh 7R 1 S R 5 PR B 1 LA 3 1 X
WG pH (A @I EAZ LI AL 7R EDTA 1 BRI E Lo i U e i B 4 2, IR U [A] %o &%
A — IS0, 12 R FE X 85 R s, O LTS i AR IR U2k A EDTA MR FE 29 0.4 mol/L IR fE 9 20°C,
B EE 6 Likg IZ61E TN 2 h, BRI, AR RN 99.77%.

E&mMAE
BBV G RS LR A B R T AW RS A TR S50 % 0 H (MXKF201906) .
S 3k
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