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Abstract

Cyanide tailings, a hazardous waste generated during gold extraction via the cyanidation process, are
characterized by high total cyanide content, heavy metal enrichment, fine particle size, susceptibility
to dust emission, and leakage risks. These attributes have made them a critical bottleneck hindering
the green development of the gold industry. This study systematically constructs a comprehensive
safety disposal framework for cyanide tailings, covering the entire lifecycle from “generation-detoxi-
fication-final disposal-long-term monitoring,” based on field investigations at typical gold mines, en-
gineering case studies, and experimental research. Through literature review, mechanism analysis,
and case verification, the physicochemical properties of cyanide tailings, key harmless technologies,
risk assessment methods for tailings ponds, and key points for graded management and control have
been systematically elucidated. Taking a 2000 t/d gold mine in Inner Mongolia as an example. The
engineering effectiveness of the combined technology of “pressure filtration and dry stacking-rotary
kiln decyanation-three-dimensional online monitoring” has been verified. Research shows: @
Accurate classification method based on toxic substance content calculation and exposure scenario
simulation. It can enable over 95% of cyanide tailings from gold ore to be managed as general indus-
trial solid waste, and reduce hazardous waste by approximately 60 million tons annually. @ Calcina-
tion at 550°C in 20% O: for 30 minutes. The total cyanide removal rate of tailings can be increased to
99.8%. Simultaneous degradation of thiocyanate to below the detection limit. @) Establish a combined
risk management and control model of “tailings pressure filtration and dry stacking-flood intercep-
tion and drainage in the reservoir area-three-dimensional online monitoring-digital emergency re-
sponse”. The probability of tailings dam breach and sudden pollution can be reduced by two orders of
magnitude. This article provides a systematic approach and technical support for the safe disposal of
cyanide tailings and the green transformation of the gold industry.
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1. 5|15

FALIE RIS RICR R AR M O BRI S 2B P~ 1 9 T 2. 2024 4E3RE 3 4= 370t, H
H 80% Ll BRI TS, - EFALEEL 2400 77 t (B/KE 20%). FALEERSHERAFTILYI(CN
50~2000 mg/kg)7h, IEFEAT 7R B WS E SR EHARRL - WEERT, SIERERE - R%EW,
BAERKMIEBNE . (ERAEREY ) (2016 M) FRE Yy HW33 fEle ke, a7
AR FEREIK. AT RERE TG, 2025 i 4@t “RuED 25 - RE2EHERR” kB, f#
FEFKENEN AFEE VORI GRIEYF A, brEFTWAEEE “RimshiaE” m “ xR E
7R, HIER, ETRES TPREX, BERKSZ, FilgRH 62%M 5 it F 4k 4
TE “PRUR - IRIE - 187 . N B FE e AR HOUR . IREEFARR Y, BIE Al g 7 A AR A JE 3R
REER R AXGEERFBORSHEAERE, HREFNEEZSGE S SN EN 2R AN EE T,
BIERATI IR LTS 0. AT R T &
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2. BUEENFESESIFEX KR
21. FHEEBS59H

E ST FER R4 & 6000 /5 t LA E, SAMEEEA R E9 300~1200 mg/kg, B R Eh
200~1500 mg/kg, f£4: Pb. Zn. Cu. As %5 &)@ . FEHEAIE-0.074mm (5 70%LA |, F57KER 25%~40%,
BRI, SR, SIBIEREIE]. 2023 4F, BE B LR 372t, WM HUL R 8200 /7 to iR A
B NEH. mF. FEEAA X RS SR E 73%.

2.2. {LELER

MR FHICER: Si0,45%. Fe,0318%. Al,0310%. CaO8%. S4%; #PEZl4r: HHE 300~1200
mg/kg (BA CN7it), BREER L 200~1500 mg/kg, FEfEAE Pb. Zn. Cu. As. Sb Z£&E 4 JE[2].

2.3. B

1) B HI557-2010 FHHE IR = H K CN IR EE 3~30 mg/L;
2) Mitk: pH <4 BB HCN <S4,
3) FEAME: Fe(CN)e* FajE 4L 10%, HIRMFMA = HILIAETT.

24. REBERSRE

B RESL, BoKibil, A KB iEBA TR R PR EE RS TR A AR & R K EKE
NREESZAR . RA Landsim BEALTIN, A REUE ST, 50 45 RSN FALA0 T 7K Bz e pu kiR B ]
5 0.18 mg/L, EITIIZEK bR 3.6 f5[3].

3. RLERRELEBRER
3.1 HARBBLBAHES

iGNNI TRERG], KR RE AL E NGOy “HmisE - o - R A7 - KM
DB B

3.2. TEUEARMELSHIE

3.2.1. |KERE
550°C. 30 min. 20%0, %1+ F, H LG4 KCNO — CO, + NO, P Be o i, M 1400 mg/kg
% 22<0.04 mg/kg, iR =R 82%, HHS SO KL, W& MAR[4].
SRS et [ N Bl 7 B TR 43 an B B
— AR BRHE Bt (450~650°C)
iR (FeASS) I AT FERF & H AL S SAL -
FeAsS + 3.50; — FeO + As;0s1 + SO,
ST DL R SRR BN ) S A
FWIEILBE Ea = 92.4 kd/mol (3EHI25 1N As-O FEWZY).
SN n = 0.85 (5% AszOs UMY HIUHI ).
BT 244 2R E 2.5 L/(min-kg), 1EHEAE > 40 min.
. RSB B (650~850°C)
BN A R IR SRR TE B BT A
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4FeS; + 110, — 2Fe;0; + 850,71 (Ea = 78.6 kd/mol).

B N %R B (1E J& BB S5 A N K AR):

FeS; + 20, — FeSO, (Ea = 65.2 ki/mol).

DTA 7 HTH, 720°C R [ B A% 6 A8 (1) e SR P

=L AR B (850°C~1150°C)

TRERH 45 3 A5 1 R 4% Johnson-Mehl-Avrami 5 /7 27467 .
a=1-exp[-(k)"(n=18+£0.2).

S E RS FeOs Ak BRI % B 2 535 IEAH S (R? = 0.934)
TAVIZITHIER M 75 1100°C M4 T, &R FEFEIA 91.3% (15 I [ 90 min).

3.2.2. BirHEHER
Xt P AL 5 X 5 D S st B v HE (5 = 43 77 me)sLifi “ BT - XWZ HDPE JiE-45 cm RS2t - HEHEE -
HoK” T, WENEERZIER CNIKEEH 9.3 mg/L F4%<0.05 mg/L, 1R K W46 HY CN-.

323 ERE + T
TR ESHEESN KA “SO,-%5 A - HMAL” PMRNENE, CN ZLEREK 98%, JBH LIRS /KE 20%)5
THELE, [BI7K 100%IEFAFH, FF7K 60 /5 me.

3.24. HTFRE
OOT (A - WAMA W F)IRE AN - KPR, TR 28 d FAhPTEEE 2.5 MPa, 1R HEK
CN <0.1mg/L. As<0.05mg/L, i#2E (GB/T14848) MIZHh T /KbriE,

33 HHMEUHERAESRNSUELLBSER TS

331 LFHEE

1) BASLH(CAPEX)

AAbRERE: = 4200~5800 Jo-t Ui (RIFE A + BAIE 65%LL ).

JRALEAZBARS: = 300~600 Ji-t ¥ (UL HDPE + GCL 5 &4 o).

RRNET-HE: ~180~350 Jo-t V(KR + i + HEIZFHB).

HFFEIH: = 120~250 Jo-t L EFIRRE R 2 X IGEA N R AE M FTRIHRA G, Y5 &S a5
5o A).

2) BEXH(OPEX)

AR RE: BEFE~150 kWh-t 1, AR EUBER iA = 160~220 Jo-t ™ i BB 27 ~40~60 ot

SRR ARG WG BRI, 4P = 25~40 ot -at, FHEFS>30 a.

RIBRETHE: 2557700 A H4E) ~ 10~15 Jo-t 1, I8 M4 O M = 8~12 Jo-t 1,

HF I IR OKIREE ) 5 RA 70%LL F, 4% KIPE 1:6~1:10 1, =35~65 Ji-t i,

3) &vriEURM:

AR PR R AR SN AE e Bl B BBUR s 57 F A7 BELRRG (134 ILAEL(NPV) BE I B b7+ if 6235004k JF R A
SA R 22 5% 1 v BE AR L T A I 55 4 PR (<8 a I 28 B 1R 3R ) o
332 BARYEE

1) TZHEST RS
EAERe: CAE R G KA TATNE TOAURIAT, xR e i B (550°C~650°C) 5 A 7 s s il 5Kk )™
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Mo FEHEL. B > 3%, BT

SRR AERERG : FRTTHAR, (HA A BRI B2 R G 52 8% BIRE E FRdiTfads <1x107cm-s .

RIEHETHE: SO/ =AM —Veds TE R, CN A[[%%<0.5 mg-L Y JEDF & /K% 18%~25%,
Al 2 (GB 18598) 1247 N7 BR AR .

TR RIE: SIREET2%E ) BB AR IE A R, REFEEME<74 um S > 60%URIER )
Ve, TR SRR (pH > 11)%F K U8 L9 ] o

2) BEARERHAR

SRR E TR, RS + As > 5%), HIUZ A SBREMIER . B SO, iR &

JRAT A7 BERR: Mo AR E . MR KHEER >3 m. FHYPEE < 600 mm (1 XK.

REHETHE: &7 > 05 gt R EERS S CuPb/izn S M &RNEHE, ThCELEIES M.

R RIE: MR ILRR AR > RS AR 1.2 6%, HEERA E <15km; ANEHTERERE
R I SR DX s XU = I L

333 IMRHE
1) RARE/KEHK
AR BE: A SO2. NOx. bR/ (GB9078) HEAIHEMBRIE ; Kibe/a AL oe 4 fi, (Hhf
JRA B AERERG: VBUE CN-. EE&EIKEH Bla%E, ERPIPTS KRGS > 1031,
HEHETHE: RBA SO K <50mg-m=S, JERAAEES CN <0.2mg-LY, 2 HAbR .
R HRTE E, THIEEAA > 95%; (HIRIEMB IR & CN-, AT REHT2LRR TS JL iR
EKE
2) FERMEES 85 H
A REbe: VIR 25%~30%, {EHTHE KK (2 5%) T ik /AR e .
SRR AFRRRG: FEAS REL 1.1~1.3, KA A .
REHETHE: HEAFEREL0.7~0.9, BURHEREN & LT 40%~60%.
F R SLBRE CFH , HERITOHY
3) Ay A BRI
ARERE: 1.8~2.4 t COt M (F AR K A7)
JEATEAEFRE: 0.05~0.10 t COo-t 1 (I H N HDPE A 7% K izH) .
RARNETHE: 0.12~0.18 t CO,-t 1 i,
HFFIH: —0.2~0.1 t COt L (5 RN R B AUKYE, T HB /K K Ve B HERL) »

3.34. EBREHERRERSE

FALRERR: LGRS MRS, IR & HIIRER SR, BN/ MK, FERR
PE: CAPEX fmj+ ReFEmI[S]; AHER T G E; ANEARHIE.

AR : SAEEH AN HFRRE . BN MU RO, MHhBUF K i, B
PRME: KIAIRIIZE A BIRAY, AR K.

FERRETH: FUETE—PEUCE NS k. B JEBUBOKAR BRSNS B0
H AL 5 P A1

FTRE: T ILFRRSER > 10 a; BB EY; WA REFRIE. BHER2ZHN; 7
ST AT 1 S N - P A= N = =Py
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3.35. LRARFEEW

(1) #RH S + As > 5% HA I H & HIRREE /1, AR AERRE, RIS [ AsoO5 R AT RIF= & DA
PEAY AR o

(2 AT FRX. ot FARFAR R/ NEE) T, aRA R EAFIRE +30a E3 7 B,
{EHRLAE R TR B T B V2 U B Ak 2 T

(3) X FEEIL CulPb/zn HEHE <200 t-d ™ (3], HEE RRE T4, 4 & T Rk o i 2k,
BEAR AL FE -

(4) KA R & @Y LA R T, Wi “REE + RHKEE” SERSHRR, BEIE
R, XK 7R SH R AR [6]

4, RUEEBRELEFARARHER
4.1, BRELEFHAREH

4.1.1. HRBREHAR
WS H S K H 500°CEMRT e 30 408, BRI 778.20 mg/kg P& 4 1.59 mg/kg, R & 2B
% 99.99%. SAHFEWI TR, BB S A A U FeOs X FAA 20 il A HEALAE FH

41.2. EiFEHHHEHRE
FAFF R TR - Bhk - ik - IR BT 2
@O RAHEM(60°C, 80 mg/L)fH # kY 4L 92%.,
@ BEREI%(0.8 T)IRYKEN Fh L 58%.
@ HAEMBGIFEBET S 42%.
@ BRACHIER Sh 32 4 [0S R 85%, iZ%FLARAEALTE 6 51 5 7] 612 840 /37T

4.1.3. £ - WEBRS AT

IR B TEE T F AL W B 0K 75%, JE b2 B R R 0.56 mg/L LR, AbE A E{EZ 180
TT/
4.2. RigFTEUHER
4.2.1. KEREWHE

550°C . 20% O+ 30 min 44 ~, R EH H 778 mg/kg F& 2 1.59 mo/kg: B &L 26 [F) BT IR .
TS RIREE + BYESS, HCN <5mg/m3, Nox < 100 mg/m3. 558 v %A T35 R 78 Rl B K Y £
B IERHT].
422. HHESWE

RS £ S E AL (PS-AOP): pH11, S;0¢2:CN =3:1, 40°C, 2h, MFEHRFE >95%. KGR
[ T BB K, SEBUR K EHETL
4.2.3. REWX/EKL

KR - WEFE R EATEL(C:S = 4:6)[E 1L 28 d, FALYIR HIKIZ i 4.5 mg/L [%% 0.05 mg/L, E4EJER
1 EE 1 . GB5085.3-2007 FRAR .

4.3. BT SREHEEAR
1) kW . MRIRE - NEFIECE T, Al f#EFLEE & 15%~25%:;
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2) Z57s: BACHRIR AR - R PR, FUALHN AR 30%;
3) i ik EUE(L.6 MPa)EJEDF & /KH <20%, SEHLTHEAE.

5. & &N £RERNKIRA S S REE
5.1. MR A15 %

3T HAZOP + Bow-tie B, A4 im )70y 8 ANFRIC. 23 DOCHETT A, R 46 WG, H
I (R XS 4 T AL, A BT . R AR . R HCN R[] -

5.2. BN
R (FTA) PG R RIS, AR R S R ST, DG B L

5.2.1. FTA {58#Ei15 4

T A FEm L.

—la . A——3KIB T B—— RS C——BUIN; D——45HHkiG .

FEAREM S 20 T, Bl “24 h B KA R > 200 mm” “IRIELHEIE <2 m” “THMKE <50
m” “HEZBOERR” SE[9], AR T

o Wil (DL):

o IT 10 FIIH WM G 1TH(M1-M3);

o [E A FEZREN S5 01(C1-C4).

W] &SR E T OR/AND [T 5T 0k, H 445 B/ 1% 34 4.

5.2.2. XESHPEKIE
€ B AR DAl 0 o S BORUE AR 3% 1o

Table 1. Basis for determining key parameters in quantitative risk assessment

F*® 1. EEREITE XSRS HEIVERKRE

A ZH =AY AE/P S ik
24 h [ & > 200 mm Py 50x 10°3/4F MR EJR 30 FERIES T Gumbel 431 95% & 15 1R
R <2m P 40x10724F T 5AEIELNEN 1.8 x 109848 Gril-diiseisk
HEZ Wit I 30 Ps 10x 10734 WHEAK + gEflids REE = 1UMTBF
F-HEK <50 m Pa 1.2x 10724 BT 240 R/AF S 43 A
MBS > VII p. 15 x 10-4/4F %B 18306-2015 HhE5h S 4 X kI .

5.2.3. IHHER

K F Monte-Carlo 108 3ttt 19 2T S 4F e i0 % .

Po=2.3 x 107%/4E.

FINTHESGE . ELINMGRIEL + T + GNSS)MIN Z3g it )G, BEriTEAEIE AR,

RIHEHER <2m FRER 2.0 x 10744FRNTE + $ER8E7); T <50m FFEZ5.0x10%
F(THE + BIRE).

BT TR M

P1=11x 1094, KEFEAC 2.1 MER.
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5.3. SREEER
IR B PERE “ =RINE” RGO, THMEKE . GNSS f7#8), SR E-F &5k,
ARG FACEN R GE DO B + U E ShmEk + 24 h B AL R
HIZR AR : R R BE + T TE R, i fk HCN < 5 mg/m3.

5.4.

HACCP {&&REI

SN 4R HACCP iR L% 2.

Table 2. HACCP plan for the whole process of gold ore dressing
2. €W RN £IRIE HACCP IHXRIF

T KRN gwmttcL  WERF AGMNRSEREF  BESEE KA

o o pm e L FE 15 min BHEER AR —fEMRE CL—0L SN
gy COPLe IEE 2 g g omp s < = oy Pt Ty
B W g U DTN TN WS MRS B B W e e TAE ¢
By el O T LSRG M+ M i o 1 W7 B
TTowmRs 0 T T 3 BHATR - WEEE. fr o+ D T O

% RN i 61 E =

. i B fr < 1 EIAWERLH + e g o \

o TREE oo gsvevmaxs ik avE, o CLORHHRI 1 B IEA T
WAL BT o s L min 1 L SHEANH LR 2. 2k i B
. » i Pz nr < B Iminidsks 20 R o A \ SN G,
RIS D e e st kol 20 s g FIRARE MR ERZRBE K+
BEX R T e 1 B 3, Al 1 | U BMIRI 10 R 3 IR LI

kR ot min JSEREER fE =5 4
e g DRI CCP-3 HE <2300, b W P00 TUA E—SH0# CL—37 1. 4 7 K 1AL
,g g Bk RULER Jj;_”;]— T o W2 RO WDOIRGEE R % 2 HEEA AR
oo ooy S ST 420 mA 55 30 SR IFRIEE & 3 i IR
BHE BBt PLC 5 1 ARG WS AAHIE /7 234
R be ccpa. HON = 51 FTIR JE 5 i il )ZFCT ;;;gs{m;gﬁ p fjﬁ%ut-t X;I
Wy ¢ HONJE U moims UM HON, £30sidake Loy oA AR & g
S e CUREE L s FEARER S — B R R
s PRI T B E R 2 2 ARG o ST e S T
850°C SRR, F 105303 o ST S 102
N LR S @15 =54
6. REITFR

6.1. AEEHEEH 2000 t/d &~

6.1.1. THEHR
B TREJEASNE X, JFRHGHEY E, Wit ER. 2023 FEsERuGsE, &) “%
PETHE - BRI BE - Z4EE IR SRR RS E Rk,

6.1.2. FHAREELE

1) @Ak
2) BiKTHE
3) e

: FIAFIREN D, REaiR R 2.6%, Wb RE#E S5 ) ta;
: B 6 5 400 m? FEAREIENL, RS /KEH 35%[% % 18%:;
@2.8mx45m [E5A7, AbEE 25t/h, 550°CAfLRTRE, EE <2 mg/kg;

4) B R, PRI T HERE, XUZ HDPE (515, 3tV 538U B & 2, FEZR N 280 J3 m3;
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5) HrrARiE: 2% 42 55 GNSS. 16 sfLB/KE. 8 K TMEE AL, R ANER =T 4.

6.1.3. BITHR
1) fEIRE: fEREYIH 65 Ji tla (%% 1.5 Jj tla (X €K);
2) IREIXG: B R IME R FAIK 99%, b F/AKEALYIRE <0.01 mg/L;
3) LU ai: LR LMD 240 B, UL PIEHETE 1800 TG, FLRE AL 1200 ST,

6.2. LULARFESEH 2000 t/d &

6.2.1. T2
R MR - R B - Ik - RS - UL - B E R R, S ULER 65 Ht. JBA
BB OB R R, BB A R, SAE XK .

6.2.2. EARBUES R
(1) HETHEEIEEN, fiE 6 6 400 m? FRIEEIENL, JFEE & /KR H 35%M 2 18%:;
(2) BL%E 550°C I AR be R Gt, WFIRES 25 th, 5kl CN™ < 2 mg/kg;
() BN EAYA AT, B XUZ HDPE [is. ke, BisilcEh, FE28N 280 15 m3.

6.2.3. BITHR
HitiE: © BRI AR 65 5 ta A 1.5 )7 tla (ke K K): @ B FEZ4#Ei 1.5m 2
FZ& 4.2 m, FEBERFEE 99%; O ZEA AT 3.8 STt K, HFAFFRE 1200 fijt.

6.3. HARGTREEMIR

NTHGAUE “RJETHE - PR - —4EfELRIRI” — R AR TE B T B T R, AT
Wi SRS S5 = ANERE, XL 5 B S (i AR Case-A)-5 Ll 7R Fr Bk 1 (i FR Case-S), FEAMEZR
PEAL TR AEE . FH R SR B N 1L X R i AMIR I B s X =R A, PP HOE A A S R R

6.3.1. MRS

a) &R &M

B YR RBHER, HETHERE dso < 75 pm. SRR < 2000}, B E AT AR E A
IKE < 18%IIIEYE: 45 dso > 120 pm (WIXAAE A BLRET), TEBN 15%~20%40H% Z0 A1 2K BN IR 23
RRGHE

FEhb M. P 7 FiE (Case-A/S) T 7643 I R IENUIRAL AT B, WRAGAERE; %Ak T V T4 (Fi R
X)), RGN (5 + 25%~35%).

R ARE T A AR T (2.8 m Z514~1801), ERMuILKE ) >200 kPa; Rt IHiFETT CFG #E
B, RS A AR N 120 J5~150 Ji It

b) JRBRE

EH R ZE X (>VIIE): HDPE BB e B T 2%, ToUH GCL+ St ZEa0E,
K LI+40% .

FIFE X (R <—1°C): FRIENUR MBS TR, AT BRI LR, FIMFEFE 2.8 KWhit
6.3.2. SEEMH

a) EH &
Rk > BREBANZ N AL EE). THEEETE 48h WHEHREKKSE 13%, TLHASMEME, £
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KE < FFEWE 1.5 5 (KILLARS), T 4000 m? BHYGH, #854) 600 J5 .
Wi [ A E-30°Chm fasgialT, (HA8 U 2 ko IR 75 R iR AL (—40°C), iR Z 4 1600

b) JRBRE

Fral iR (FE Y RH > 80%): K5 be )5 bl 530 CN-/ 3 2 5 mg/kg, TEMERE 400°C AR R, i
BEAER N 0.6 KWh.

IR RSR : GNSS AR IR B InEp LB, g NG HIRm a8, NTHRA +15 576
15,

6.3.3. &5TFH

a) &R &

CAPEX 732 /3= LA 2000 t/d MR ], — A B % 549 1.3~1.5 1475, K NIEH™ % 5 65~75 Jt.
HH RS <5a, &SRO >4a, SOt E,

Hfr: (Bl 4 eEFE 38 KWh/t 8, FLH 0.55 JC/KWh I, B ACFE R A 20.9 76, #5 % F 2 FIAE#E 0.09
USD/KWh (=0.65 JG/kWh), RA FFF% 25.3 76, {HATIE IR #OR HL (R 4% 75 )2 < 650°C)HKTH 30%.

b) JRRR{E
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KL T =R M A RGBSR bR, W8 3. PP LLH AR, AR &5, BURKK .

Table 3. Comparison of key indicators between three extrapolation scenarios and existing cases
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