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Abstract

The iron and steel industry is energy-intensive, and steel slag and CO: are the two major byproducts
that accompany emissions during the smelting process. The use of steel slag for COz capture and
utilization is a feasible and promising technology to achieve waste resource recycling. This paper
firstly introduces the physicochemical properties of steel slag. The feasibility and potential applica-
tion value of steel slag as a raw material for carbon capture are analyzed. Secondly, this paper dis-
cusses the existing process pathways for COz capture from steel slag and the factors affecting the
carbon capture reaction. The reaction mechanisms of different steel slag carbon capture processes
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are analyzed. Finally, based on the current research status of steel slag carbonization technology, its
development prospects and directions to be studied are proposed.
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1. 5|18

R A = AR T AR B ZR RO T 7™ B I RS A AN R S5 e o) . ANERAT L2 CO,
HERBU) T B otk E 2 — o WEE KGR EIE: 2024 45, E PP 10 /20 PSR 1 AR
W FERlF=E 2 2 W) COp, AERATILAFEE [ COL HEUR KL H AT BRE CO HER M 7% [1]. BEAL, 4N
SEERAT I AE P AR RO 5 — KRR S . SR, FRIERE R FH 5%, A2 30%[2], KH74N
B EHEAPIRES, GER T P E R SRR SRR T e R, DR, R TIXOREFRUR 1) S, AT L5
B AR A 7 Jo R PR B FBORD 32 i A (R B AL R 28, DS BIARBRAT L T RSk R R

T, ) FH R SR 4 Bl T [ A4 PR 3k AT COL 3 FRANFI FH (CCUY BRI g & — T T AT A & R
s B A 1 CaO A MgO Frf, 7T DAE $2 DABIRE #h i 2UE 8 CO,, B mT AR Hh i BB 470 )
1ER COa WIS, JETETEN COx FHAFIE R3], Rk, FIFHAEEE COL AN & RO S Ak AR AL Fl 42 Bk
AR I B R 2 —

2. MEYEELEMR

N (R HERR GG i 1 7™ B IR BRI e A BRI 2, AL S O S SZ AN T2 AR & 1 B T
AL P (BOF) . HLIIU (EAF)E A HR G AUBE B (AOD )W AR 60K b (LF) VA 1) 32 244k 2 il 4y
.

Table 1. The main chemical composition of BOF slag, EAF slag, AOD slag, and LF slag
% 1.BOF &, EAF &, AOD i&H LF BHEENF MR IHK

Ca0 Si0 ALOs3 MgO FeO Fe203 P20s Cr203 Sk
BOF 50.26 13.07 2.75 1.57 — 25.73 1.32 0.22 [4]
BOF 47.7 13.3 3.0 6.4 — 24.4 1.47 — [5]
AOD 543 17.7 6.4 3.0 — 9.2 — 2.8 [6]
LF 515 283 12 113 — — — 3.9 [7]
EAF 35.23 9.41 10.78 9.77 — 24.22 — — (8]

BOF X%l CaO. SiO, FIEALE(FeO/Fe,0:) 2, Hr Sio, MEEZA N 10~17 wt.%, Aibik
(FeO/Fe03) I & B 218 3~26 wt.%, CaO &, 214 39~51 wt.%. AOD #ERIMLF R/ BOF #
FHABL, CaO AT Si0, F & B3 A 54~59 wt.%Al1 17~35 wt.%. 4h, AOD Wik & K& Cr05 (0.3~3 wt.%).
LF &% 7 AR CaO & & (50~66 wt.%)4h, SiO, & & tBi &7 T BOF ¥, 1fi FeOs i &I B BAK
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T BOF # 1 EAF .

M1 HRTCAE H, AN FEF ARG S B A B CaO & &, RS FINE I AR &N CO, H A7
W 1. SR, SZANEAL S B AN 20 T2 se M, ASEFP SR ENE B AR 22 K . BOF ¥ 32 %2
HRERR ShAH . BRER ELAH A B (1 O B Bk 4Lk [4]. T EAF ¥ E B Ca-Mg-Al EEEZThH W4 Bk
(2Ca0-ALO5-Si0,. 2Ca0-Mg0-2Si0,), Ca-Mg FER(3Ca0-MgO-2Si0, #h)F4A bk (FeO) [8]. LF i3 %L
i Ca(OH), Fll/b e (KRR — A5 AK & REBRAS 4 [ 7]

3. SEW ILEE CO 812
A& 85 R FE AR CO, M ZE AR E MBRIR 22040, BOA R KABAE CO IT7IA[9]. HHl, FIH
SR COa IR A% T ZHE ELHE M %% » FLARE Al RS 1R BE (AN ] 70 LA THE M ELARIRVA[10].
R B AR T2, W EES COy RE IR Y. SRER S T 2 ammAp
B ANET ) Ca?R A Ca? R I BRI (3] IR AR 7572, AN A0 (W1 Ca 1 Mg) I A 2L
FAC R E HIBRIR A1, ANITTSEIL CO2 IR E BT AF[ 1170 1 1 B ELe s o5 T ZRR 2k &
M
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Figure 1. Roadmap for direct carbon capture process from steel slag

E 1. NEEEREE T ZREE

3.1. BEfEE

3.1.1. EET®
B TVEMAA A R — R fa] B R 5E T2, BTN S COy SARTE — AN DL 88 7 1) B4 ] B
SRALIA[11]. 2% L2 T0 R R F UMb 2555 AR 3 S P 7 (U Ca B Mg)[11]. [RIG, 4N B Ha%
TZAA T2W A E T E R A, E R S A7 7 2 A RIS, WE EE TR T 208
i LR T S NAE PR AR FE 20% LA R AT, H 3B YRR E I N ARFTR .
Ca0 +CO, — CaCO, (1)
MgO +CO, — MgCO, ®)

DOI: 10.12677/meng.2025.123019 152 ek


https://doi.org/10.12677/meng.2025.123019

PNIE 55

Ca0-Si0, +CO, —» CaCO, +Si0, 3)
MgO-Si0, + CO, — MgCO, +Si0, (4)

P B COy fEER W IRPLE NG . CO, AR RN BR IR A S S K S i i . BRER LR
I TE BRI 6 = P HE R AR S B ANV SR THT, 45 COL ME LY BRI R I AN R I, BHAT T IRIR LR
RLFTHE— D AT o R 1 3R ANV B R A R 1 S S 28, 78 J SO A A, 388 75 B v R =y R AL R 12]
PRI, I TAES CO MMER S, BEEIRENGST G, PR RITE COy RABKIR WM 51 ik
RN, SEERAGER] FR . JEHGE, R CaO B FFRN 550°C~650°C, [AItL, AN 1B iR B i
7E 550°C~650°C 2 [a][12].

3.1.2. HEEZE
XV B B R TR AN 5K EIF T B CO KAER L, RIFEANE B4 T L 2 ARl B 5l UK,

R R R IR A s SAE — 58 R R T 58 [ 12] 0 AWV B H IR el 88 1 2 BRI OB R R 40 2 (5)~(9) BT s
CO, =1 i RAE KPR BURIER, BRIRIE— DR ES H 1Y, (RN VAR Ca2 B, e 14N ikt
ERNERFYR . 54, WHEMARY, EEBBERGE TZ Y, WES CO, [ N A i 7
FAHEAT: (1) CaO HIEE CO, WAL R IR £5(CaCOs5); (2) CaO & T /KB A AN (Ca(OH),), 5 CO,
A RRIR By . 88, TERNEAAME T, COy &It E Bk E 2h(Ca(HCOs),) [13]. e I3 [E b
(L/S, BB R)ARITHE AN 5 FHh . IR B IENIG T A, B K S TR RL AT, P
BTRAE, B Ca AR TR, Bk, RIERAHRERGE[13]. A B EKARE, RAHLER
HHIARRE, E45 5 RIRE T N e R SNBSS f 2. tkah, B FARFEANE T &1 Cas Mg TR
PIRAFH AR A, HEE CaO MIFEHE T HVE HERIEE T2M CO, [ ft /1. Wi e
CaO FEMmE, CO, MR JBLEF[14].

CO, +H,0 — H,CO, )
H,CO, —» H* +HCO; (6)
HCO; — H" +CO; @)
CaO+H,0 — Ca(OH), (8)

Ca(OH), +CO, — CaCO; +H,0 ©)

TES NI, 7002 (0 s S R e B IR R A o Bl S S R T IEA T, BRI A= 1) 2 TRARAE ANV
Rk, 7E— @R LIRS IEAT, RNVEERREC. F, Joit R0 B0l & B Ea i
B, BEAEBRERAIR S AT, S ANV TIOR3 T 2 AE iU B R £ =M JE MBS AL 2, &%)
JE AL AFEAERE— D BH L T AN A3 Ca (103 H R COy ) A S5 I ST A #3817 5 10 XV ) A
1 R TR ZEFIRRA AR ZE[15]0 EEXS =W 2 B4 I, H RT0E TSt 1 22 Pl ok me DU e S Tk 22 R ik 22
o TSV A TS A EE NS (LA, BN SR ST TR AR, AN T4 e S N [ 16] 0 BF TR B«
RLFE BN, B9 BAT BRI LR AR, A5 R Ca> FIHR HURIARE (k[ 16], DOASREE T 763 MBURL A 3
FIRM MY BEEE[17][18]. bbb, BFFER: MHE R /T 2000 pm J8/N 3] 38 um B, AR H4T 1)
TR A2 L) 26% 38 N E] 74% . I8/ INIRTE (TR T4 i A 2R, RBANVE BB i 48 T2 EZE DAL
PAIURL I 2R 1 S B9 E[19]. 5346, Li S8 [20] 898 5t R B i N EDTA ], AT DA 2EmRIR & 1 A4
FRANY 8L, BGE RNISE R, I PR BT R

BRULLASE, 385 A S 2% A Tk — 0 4 e S R B Al AR AR . S5 SRR, AV PR BE AT J
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TETE AR M AL SN R ) B N 2R [2 1] SN B AN B BB Bl 4 T2 S B R A IR
SR, A TR P T 154 R A B S 1) I ) AT (13 SR EE TG, T35 CaO A1 MgO £ /K IV A IRV it
REJIBRAIG, COL MIAARIEREAR. S0k, SCI0E R, FI AN B R A RHEAT 264 N AP
COz, TEURFEN 600°CHF, HNEKITRIR L Z T ILF] 49.5% % 55.5%, F K CO L= A 88.5 g CO/kg
[14].

BT IR JLSAL GrRgma R R Ah, R R U A B AR A A R — R R 2 B RS A% R B A2 1 T ik
Santos 25 [22]HIBFFE R I : TEME S U [F AR EE R, AR B ERTE % I 30% it 35 5 v B 49%.. 1 A5 YR AT VR
o ¥ RIZUEAEFIZMK, Ca? /Mg ¥ BURZIE T, dBhfife s 7GR R MR . TR A, s
B E Sy e SRV TR 5 2 M REAR BAE B HE S, FEARSRIUBAL R T, Fx RS SHG AT, 12
RS AT B X% RN BB AR 2 () A48

3.2. [EHEL

R 1D [R] e B L 202 H R R R PV 7R ANV PR UM 0 S (W, Ca>*Fl Mg?), 5 CO,
SN AR RSO N PR AR T BE[13]0 1] 2 AN I B i A8 T 2 AR o ANV (R 2 cdii 46 T2 22 W
KIETT, BFE Ca? (1R A H IE B ER (L S N . 1 B ) Cay Mg ZSn R AE R MR A 5E P i
S PR B A T R T VR pHL AR G T R IR R 55 R P v R AN IR T T ), AR AE R R
B CO AR EA Ca2y M2 MR R, HA: B R BR IR SR UTTE[13]. AH b T A0 B A 2
T2, WL T2 B AR RN E R MRHESR . BIHANE, SRERMEHC) [23]. WEER(HNOS)
[24]. BEEZ(CH;COOH) [25]F114%: Eh il Wi [26 /2 BNVE 7 I Ca?tR i[RI, A0 43 DU 4 R v 3 o 7 e
SIS [F) A AN B] e il £ L 2 R BRAR AN SR R 3%

7 b

(BOFi. EAF#FILF#SE)

- gasgiil .
(mE. SEAEE —> CatiERl  —— RBRHE

CO, — CO.flifE 5L

BRERALUTIE = H)
Figure 2. Process flow diagram of indirect carbon capture using steel slag

E 2. WEEEEHEE T ZREE

3.2.1. SR(SH)BEAM
BEAE HCL ¥R IR AT e R AR A RSN A R (10)~(13) . TEHIRIRES T, & RSARE
il 5 BRENTER, WTEHABAT13]. R, REEFETER T Ca juEmbAAh, Al M Fe S Bicm e
BENFNEE 23] T HCl A SRE I, 3050 RS SR A B s I ER, B M REFERI %
Jo I AL A5 HCLIR T2 ARG B R IR 13
Ca(OH), +2H" — Ca®" +2H,0 (10)

Ca,SiO; + 6H" — 3Ca** +H,Si0, + H,0 (1)
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Mg(OH), +2H" — Mg** +2H,0 (12)
Mg,SiO, +4H" — 2Mg** + H,SiO, (13)

Mt B2 (CH;COOH) 28 i 4 FIAE RO i i Btz Rl w7838 %5 CHsCOOH MV L Ca?t,
SRR SRS CH;COOH W MR Z Ryt 2, 1 AURIKFER CH;COOH X 4N H (1) Ca? ™ — & Bk %
PR AR FI[25]. Bk, CH;COOH w] - F-4M# i) Ca ik IR 7, FHH T COr MBRIR (L EH 17 . 1
a1, 4 CHsCOOH VAR IS F BAIC T ANV Th T Ca i AL AR BRIV 30% 0, X 2> i 4N
(1] CaO Fl Ca(OH)y, B9 H (1t Ak 2 th AH AN KR SR AH 55 T B S ¥0I2 Hh AR FH [26], 1T 2 B 5 1

CH3;COOH VA5t 2 I KB 1Y) Fe A1 Si[27]0 PMGAEANIE B BEPER HAR 7E b, IR B2 ) I R VA K
VEJSINE IR AR 3 12 R0 . ANV E B BRVE I IR Hh S B = 2200 N A T

Ca0+2CH,COOH —> Ca** +2CH,CO0™ +H,0 (14)

Ca,Si0, +4CH,COOH — 2Ca*" +4CH,CO0" +Si0, +2H,0 (15)

Ca,Si0, + 6CH,COOH —» 3Ca>* +6CH,CO0™ +Si0, +3H,0 (16)

AR I3 HH 7R [l S il R, R S R AR P TR — MR A A e v, R B JE i B BH
TFIRBLF=AEYGE K TR P 2 A MV (R e 4, T I BIFR A B 1. R R BRI O AR S
2 B R R 28 SRS T AT I DN BRI R (U NaOH) FF RIS VR, BR2E00iE, M seEl HCL (4]
o AP VE A AW B AR . SR, A2 DU I FE R T RE 2 LG R B T I LR R, &8
PR E . TERATTH, WHPUEIE SR R RAE R ATUE R, SUUESaHEER, Wl
REME LN R P, AbEE A 15 65 Wang 2 N[28] Eﬁﬁﬁm%ﬁu%: I F RV 4 SR i 47 CO. 7] e T ZE IR B
PRI B2 74(1842 kg CO2/t NaOH), XA iA &, 1M HAEFEWAR &, RI4FEME NaOH K Z)7H#E 2230
kWh [ H8 3R 0.44 I 7575

3.2.2. EREAR

F @A B (NHLCO T IR HH AN 7] B R A AR 5 OB A (1)~ A (19 BT 7R, NHACLIE B/ B
PE R Ca, ATSE Ca? VM T CO2 MRS, BT NHs B4, ROSE IR R 20, A R
F COL KIS [29] F FH NH4ClIE R HART ) Ca?1iZ H IR (<60%), 1H Ca?* HIE BEIR H R 5 (>95%»
HAh P63 Mg Al fll Fe S RAMNIE ), XN JEEEE Ca IS RBRIR A 45 = Al bk IR AN 7= i B 58 1 2k
fili[13]o SRT, BRI T EERL T Ca IR AR . & Ca? IR AR &R R I CO, [ 2 ki

REMI B 2% 1
CaO +2NH,Cl — CaCl, + 2NH, + H,0 (17)
Ca,SiO0, +4NH,Cl — 2CaCl, +SiO, +4NH, +2H,0 (18)
Ca(OH), +2NH,Cl — CaCl, + 2NH; + H,0 (19)

R0 NHLCOAE ARE R R B AR S Ca 592 HAFFME, H NHLCUIEWR T IEIRRI A, Bk 5
ﬁu/\ﬁ(zo)~/\ﬁ(22)ﬁﬁT WHER I, TR AN IR — AN SRR 3, H B R 232 1 R A L
AT JEINR R RE T, BEEGPR ARG 0, DEER VA AR T 0 R 2 TR E PR AL &Hﬂiuiﬁﬂﬁzp,
XS EH M NH; I K AR08 A % . NHs (IHE R BU TIREE . pH AEFVARDIREE, X B 7258 bR
R, 5 ZE0E NHs AT RSO ENSCRI - 5058 BV 0 Al Bﬁﬁ&ﬁ@m&ﬁ%h}io

CaO+2NH,X + H,0 — CaX, + 2NH,OH (20)
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2NH,OH +CO, —(NH, ), CO, +H,0 1)
(NH, ), CO; +CaX, — CaCO, +2NH,X (22)

i Epmd, TR 59IR uliTIE 2 p Eh R AR e s A R0R AN ) Ca?*, AL Z REEERXT Ca®iR
YRR B, AR R KT T (i, 1 B Eh R iR B A W] FR AR AR IR e, Ao EL A B K 22 B
£ Tl A BT AE B AT L35 131

4. ESRE

2 RGO H TR LT ELARIRIE AR A 4R T E R BORRCR MBI AR . WK AT A,
BV el B T 2 M SE PR AR AR AR TRV IR COy BHfF & . W T EIET, AR RAER, @i
B R 2R R N 1 REIEE RE, JF B AL S AR AN, TR T s AR 301 [31]. EEGR
BT R LR T RN AR AR, (B R A REAE 55 i A, HOK K B
SRR ENG T, TIEFE A 2 T T R[32]-[34]. NV [ B2 ARl 42 T 24 A N S ANE 5 CO, B
AV B R A AT A L E 050, R N Ca eFEMER A, AT R4 1 CaCOs 7 dh, Al
LR IR T T DUEAE A, b 7 AR RV AE 5 R [35]. SRTMT, RTAT LA, SRR
AR T ZAAFAE Ca?" R I FRACHT NHACl JEMA IR A IR BR . AR 8 09 5 HA BoR (i
PR G SREE G, DU AR M AR AR B R,  (HIX 52 AR AR RERI[25].

XA BRI R T2, ARRAIBE FTRIVE BB R AL RIS R 48, R B L AR T A2t e
AT H AR, PAREERRERE. SULFR, X TNE R BEBME TS, PR LA, £ Ca®
WFPER M, $271 Ca® R 4, REMe sl B SRR . S o, a1 BRI AL S 2% A (i
ININFR. COREA L RE), AP ANFE R AR AN A ) e I BRBR S (A B IR . ST R AR R R ) 7
s FHTEERR Rk RS, ATHT SIS e HRTE T2 A .

Table 2. Technical effects and bottlenecks of direct dry, direct wet, and indirect carbon capture processes using steel slag

2. WEEETE. BREEMEEERBE LT ZMEARBRMBAMS

SR SR A CO, #ig
T " i MR W% . N |
BT JERE ﬁjg{ i &Fj il (€COvKg HCE(G) FEPS R S ERARM ik
(C) I 1) )
HEE  Ca:35.3%; 100% vol. . - BRI SO A,
Tt Mg 0.52% 0 Oy 20 bar 30 Min 388 T memEa PV
. 41 304 0 RIBEN IR ER) AT RERE
ii &2.401'333@ 650 cl(())g/;g(l;gr 30min - — 4543 26 EERIR BRI, [30]
e ’ W, 4 SRR
HEE  Ca:42.25%; 75% vol. . o Wit — &, FEYalEE A
T Mg 8.0% 500 5, 20 bar 50N 464.8 18 s S [31]
Ca0: 0 L - [ AR
%% sL11%; 60 100%VOl g i lomLig 4016 60 BRERAL ‘1‘ ks [32]
TR7A 410 CO2; 1 bar V] FR A S R
MgO: 4.17% YT 6, SER N
7N SA: N A
HEE  CaO: 41.4%; 250 kg/em? gy e NG, PRAE
s } > 100 24h  5g/g 325.3 56  ERURIE e e [33]
W@k MgO: 7.87% M DA
ik MgO: 7.87% il
S 99.9% vol W i am o
oy 422% 65 (N0 0min 2omLig 3318 67 gy O F}{};}ﬁ% [34]
. MgO: 9.15% ’ — KT
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gk
FEE2PS
(HCI 3 ffg%j;/[}/; 30 Clggu/"lva‘:; lh  50gL 3693 73 [23]
) )21 B ARNEAS
NI , PRI N I B 35
FIEF2PS 60 (T4
CaO: 38%; 20% vol. . M T B
CH3CO s 30min  25g/L  298.6 92 L . =5 25]
éH%W)ngmn% W o & BREAEE , HHTEE
it WISERERL H (AR
[E1E 22 F1(>95%) ARSI 4y
CaO: 44.5%; 100% vol. . m1(>957) Bk 0
(NH.CI MagO: 4170, 80 COZ;‘)IVa(t’m 120min =~ — 349.6 37 sopm BT [29]
) TE IR
[ B2 e . A
(NH«CI I\C/[ag%é%/g/; 53 100C/62vol. 68min 12mL/g 282.9 51 [35]
) T
5. 45ig

PABRA PR CO il R AR 1 R HEGE A T ™ AR5 YA GEJSR 0% el AN Bl
ERARAMERAT ISR Bt 1 — 258 S U HE ORI AR BRI R QBT R A . ASCR BN 1N
M EEAL AR B, ZRIR TR T AR BEAT COL B WIRRIRAL N E @A AHLEE . AW Bk BRI SR T2
SZRVIRY ], B BIRABA SRR R, fEmiRE e, PV BRI T A IR KRS
Wl By Enii MR SRR A TR E A AN 7S ANV A BB 6 L 20 B AT e (R A i L 3R Al
R, Wz T2 A BRI ER ™ i, V5982 — i B St IR T3k RRIOBT FE N izt — B 4R G
PP EAE ) BBk Al 4 T 2 I 2 B A FIFR S R 2

EHEWH

TTREET 2024 F 5 2500 HC T W) CO A M Ca 4T3 3 1A JE AR 7T 7(LI212411430036);
TR BE(2024 ) LRI RS “XiE BICE Mo R T REEE L2090 (2407B12); 2025
AL T RH B KA AU AN SRt RITUE < DREEMI R - 978 B 4R i) % R 4H ok 1k O R 7
(202511430082); “H T HANALHE” &5l LA aERy TR MRISZIERE N H A
BB G — A RHEFE AT 5T 7 (JG24DB285); 2024 3L T RHL 2Bt ZOUTE M « 3 B i vh 4
LA — IR ARHRRE BT 77 (LKIY202415); 2022 G0 T RHG B A0 B “ TRAEZBHE VIEMH TR
BHR TGS TEER RS RE LB R A S stEk” .
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