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Abstract

In this paper, the methods of chemical composition analysis of white Muscovite (Fangshan District
Muscovite) were tested, and the methods of chemical analysis of silicon dioxide, calcium oxide,
magnesium oxide, aluminum oxide, iron (III) oxide and phosphorus in White Muscovite were de-
termined. At the same time, the existing form of calcium and magnesium in clay was confirmed.
The determination of the chemical composition of white Muscovite has considerable guiding sig-
nificance in practical production.
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fEE L7 Si0,. MgO. CaO i 1 65%, HIZIA 32% i th, HA N AlLOs. Fe0sv S. P %%
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Table 1. Chemical composition of white Muscovite

F 1L BEFUHERS

Si0% MgO% Ca0% S% P%

<35 >18 >14 <0.04 <0.04

2.2. WESITRE

P L TR ESR, BATUUF AR 1) BT, RS ANE S, 2) 2R
(e, FRLDAMEIGEI E R & B 3) R —E B IRE, FIA BB e R o s 4) AR
(kRE, FRICAKBRRRAERL, hIBIK, VIS, HhyiRoREiaE, KE, HAZRBNFTRL
B, KOREAEE, AR AN, T A R I A . BT . AR, RIS
VI 5 S R R B 1 — AT
3. SRk
3.1 FERERNES R

M B T B R TES— bR, S5 M AR R, DRI 7E S0 o SR PN T2 BRI 5% (1
Jii. BIA SiO, MgO. CaO. Fe,Os ZhiiEulii, 4414 4T S2hr i pb 22 o vt Bl & Bk Ae . 0t & ik
REHEAT 00T, S8 IR BRI 2 BT 7

$5 1 TIPS R A T, R AR T T R A AR, W 2 iR,
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ZWFHEZE 900°C~1000°C, FEAE MR AL N RS 20 4 8h EHUHE AR B =R . A5 20 mL WK, 15 mL
IR ERTRIZ H Rl T+ 250 mL fZEARIIL AR . SEERNILE T 105°C~110°C KRR I LR E T, BUNRA )R
BN 10 mL WKERRR, 20 mL #wk, 10 mL Z48(10 g/L), FEHEp Ehnddiise 5 0h, ORI 15 24,
F 5 SIEAGT 9T 250 mL s, IR AR ERER (5 + 95) MUK E LB E T RIE S T

F YT E FJEAC— A F A, BT Ely IR R ET N # . 1000°C#IkE 30 3 Bh, BUHTK
AT P 2 500, M. K B . A b 1) A SRR R 2, 258\ 900°C
~1000°C )i b i R R B AR R . AR I ERIRAC B AT S I 22, RIS A& &

Table 2. Synthetic sample

= 2. AEkHE
SiO; (mg) MgO (mg) Ca0 (mg) Al,03 (mg) Fe,05 (mg)
#1 38.20 39.80 39.89 3.78 1.50
#2 60.20 50.00 48.81 7.56 5.00

3.3. |, FUSHMEEDTA BE&BEZKANE)

D e — SR AR Ja 1 BRI IS BRI R AT A M, ROKIZEUS, A1, BT 250 ml . H
T2 MgO. CaO. Al,O; & Fe,03.

Sy EUPEVR 25.00 ml 43, 435l € MgO i CaO 14t iE & CaO [ .

—IN 1 g @A (EE), B =Bk, 55, A 20 mL & EZE AR (Ph = 10), DISRE T
FFeRF, F EDTA FRifEA#(0.01 mol/L)ii & £ 2855 A MgO 1 CaO fi AL &,

A=A ZCBERE . WA TR S REREA W, I\ 20 mL S ALERIE (200 g/L), FHAS - FREREN
it F EDTA FRfEVAER(0.01 mol/L)fiE B2 5. N CaO IS &

PRI Vi 2 AR R 2 22, 3R13 MgO I .

3.4. =S ZHEAMZEEDTA LEFEENE)

3B B3R JEWR 50.00 mL, HIAGL R EDTA ¥%(0.02 mol/L), #RJ5 FE/KIHEEZE pH =45, hn—iH
A, BT R B 2 %, BURNAENE L IR RN, P EERR R (0.02 mol/L)iE
SERL . B S INGE R B (B AR) B ¥ EDTA, SRJ5 1 FH A ARMEVA0(0.005 mol/L)ii i A28 5. LAk
BRI E =S BN S &

3.5. ZEM SN E (PIEZ WS E LN E)

3B B ETR 10.00 mL F 50 mL A&+, HEEAPERIET S pH =5.5, GRS
(100 /L) }2 218 - Z.B% 2B W (pH = 5.0), 2 mL ABIEZ WA (4 o/L)FE2S), FI/KREZIE, JBEA.
B 15 050 E, TR 510 nm ATEROGRE o MARR G TAE M2 R =S — 2 & &

3.6. BERIME (R - RUWEH D IAAXEERE) [2]

PRI —E mAARE T R OIEFM R, IINEENEERRM AR, BT 389G 48R RRE e
s AR, R KREEREERM. BUNEA, N 10 mL REAER(L + 3), BT H nk
B, WREENY, BUFIIAN 5 mL $HE A M50 g/L), FEA1JESLEIIIA 20 ml EAbsl - ST
W, BABRKAHEZE, BASOmL FEMT, F/KMEBERZIE, RA2ET 730 nm 4 E BB .
M A 28 SRS BRI & = .
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3.7. WREVMIE (LTIMRRBTE)

FHAAMRER A A SE BRI 2 B . FARTEE IR, BTerRER IE.
3.8. KIREIE[3]

1.0000 g Fii4c2e 110°CHE 1 /NS FIREFE, RN CL e 218 F A B, BN mrlr vh AARIELIZ T
A 1000 CHIKE 60 0 8h, UG E T HESPAIEEE, e, HFREEE,
4. BEREW®
4.1. fRAKIBESrEXN —S4iES RO

FH S 25T MK B BRI i — LR R I e T A A VR [4] e — MR IR ER R i /K 25 T T A — 48
FRETE R PTTEML K o TE 7K 28 R L v 07 P 4 1) 8 B RIS 0], 75 DK 2 56 25 B P2 AR e m, L3 3.
H7¢ 3 A4, 28 FIRJELE 105°C~110°C, A% 50~70 20%h, FRASHLE BT

Table 3. Effect of dehydration temperature and time on silicon dioxide results

3. Bk SRER Z S (SRR

SiO, I\ & mg R /KL °C J5E /K B[] min B &= mg [EI %%
0.0602 105~110 65 0.0600 99.67
0.0591 #] 100 90 0.0545 92.22

TR L R B A, R AR 2 A R AR 28T /K AR EERAR, I IRV JE A HLSiOq i /KA
Sedr; RPN, WK, H.SiOs B W EMIBITIG, HORKIT RES TR RTVE TR EE, T
S A RER A5 2R

4.2, BAORER — S WS RN

K ER R ik B EVEN T A, 16 FIRFAE T EARS BIRAF IS IR, (R IRIBL K [ B 1 35
HEABIRK, SHEMAKEH . FrbAEARTTER RIS IR R R, — AT
KM 5E A ATE . —IRIBEKI [B] B ARG HT, (R RRAL, BICRAE 2%/, WAk 4. d@id HiT
A, Gt —IRZET AR HoSi0; T8 MK, A — & HSi0s 7R B 7E ISR, B LA 3 1 45 R
TR IR WK 25 A N WARAE — RZETIUK IS SL T, F 4 606 BEVE I s e rh ik B 1Y)
SiOy, T L5 RIAN SiO, FE FSCR L IAE] T 99%LL F o BT LATE HH 434 A Al SR — IR Z& T i /K 8
BIEM G EERREIIE SiO,, whAETS BT 45

Table 4. The effect of dehydration on silicon dioxide results

4. BRI Z SRS RN

SiO, I mg HRIEE mg [l %% JE I mg SN CIEL e
38.2 34.9 91.36 28 98.69
46.0 42.6 92.61 3.0 99.13

4.3. WEF HFHRFINELR FUGMELERHOTIE

FEZ 25 SCER[S] X IE 85 . BELAFIR SN, e Faas I DI RE 85 R AR AR 7 VR0 iR
A, A R HIEATY 1, Fr O AIES B T AIEG-FRER WA Dl e 5 o i 2 A0 41 22
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ERIFERF . H EDTA {E NG e AR e 58 n . BRI EGTA F1 CyDTA 1 2 I RE RS %
MRIgE R, HXHEFRFIRN S B S, NBRRIRIE R, W2 i ok, B2k H EDTA 1R &

5l
4.4, BESWLE. SHEHTIEER

JH EDTA i ek, AULHS, EETHR Al,Os & Fe0s, N TIHIREAIINECN, R = ZmERalE
NFERGN . AETRE S AF N IER] 7R H . AR E BALAG ISmBRIE AR AT, D 7S ikt n
AN TIERIERE: N 7 BORKIRE R PR A S BTTTE, I 7 — € S AA RN, el 145 -
RIS AL A e BiE, S 185, BRI . 3% 5 A15E 6 70 R ARINEERE . A EREREA
AIIIZ At 7 Ja SR B . AU N e 45

Table 5. Determination of magnesium oxide and calcium oxide without sucrose and potassium sodium tartrate

F 5. RINENE. BARMMNEILE. SHEHUESER

BN MgO (mg) Sl MgO (mg) [F145 3% A CaO (mg) 32l CaO (mg) [a1k 9%
50 48.40 96.80 48.81 46.60 95.47
50 48.46 96.92 49.93 46.66 93.33

Table 6. Determination of magnesium oxide and calcium oxide after addition of sucrose and potassium sodium tartrate

F 6. MNEHE. BARMMEEILE. EUTHUESER

N ESs MgO (mg) Szl MgO 1] K % CaO (mg) Sz CaO B Z%
1# 39.80 39.78 99.95 39.89 39.26 98.42
2% 41.16 41.13 99.20 39.16 38.41 98.09

45 =FHHEBNELER
=54 BRI E R A S E B EDTA 2 vE[6]. IXFREER T8 T3 . 166 iR il g sk
/TR R. WERT.

Table 7. The aluminium oxide results

F7.ZEURIONELER

H RS AlLO; N &(mg) Al,O SZill{# (mg) [E] U4 2 (%)
1# 3.7991 3.758 99.44
24 1.5000 1.488 99.20

4.6. ZFH BN E BB R FIB [ 7]

A =R Ak I e KR A R R e, RS = =R R A A e RV [8] . B D
MR K MIE. BHEAKMIRE Fe (N)AEE SAE M AR A, JERER R, ety HEEROY
FHN £405 = 5.8 x 10°. AR RAUE S & AL IEZ R e B . FEISE M4 AE R e4ps = 1.11 x 10°%,
SRAED MRS Fe(I) RS L/ &4, FTLLL AT Fe (1R JE % Fe (). 38 % % 25 B2 2 b sl A i B2 i
FH IR JFERE I IR IR IR 7). 45 S L 8.
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Table 8. Determination of iron (I11) oxide and effects of reducing agents

8. ZEMNHRANE RIT R HI R0

B GRS Fe,O3 THA mg
1# 1.500
2# 1.500

Fe,03 521l mg
1.482
1.475

i %%
98.80
98.33

M 8 FIAL, SRAX PR IE TR REAS B R I EE R o AIET MR EEEIE BRI pH YR
2.0~9.0, fEMTERINE ORISRV EIRE N EY . AINERM SR EA, LRzt pH

52 kKA.
5. MIRBESHE. $5894HH
5.1. KRR

MR & AR AR ISR, e 1 XA P SERE R A 5 . AEIIE IR S A R AT BOR
RIRemE, 2108 30%~32% /e A7 o PRI (1 -+ 7S REEAT 1 AN [RIR L R AR (R TGN T sl o, BABAR

(AL N AN R R e TR R B 5 o AR E 1 R Bl B R e 1]

WA 9.

Table 9. The influence of burning temperature and time on burning reduction

9. KIBIERL . KIRRETEIRT KGRk B HY R0

FIREIRE(C) Rt [] (min) Ry e sk i (g)
650 40 0.0334
650 60 0.0323
850 40 0.1113
850 60 0.2521
850 120 0.0013
850 180 0.0022
850 240 0.0012
1000 60 0.0035
1000 120 0.0011

M9 BERATRI: A 850°CIF AR HL iR K. B KGRI 8] (A AR FE AR T i, LU A AR R
FEMFIBGREZ S, JIke 1 /N 5 Hpg R TR ACAAR o i AR 52 K ey 2 1O 5E 2% 444 1000°CK%% 1 /N .

5.2. 5. $XHE

B TR R B AR AR R R RIEISE . £A TR TR LG K
G, NAEIEHE LIRS R IR . (HSERR - SCH 30%~32%I1 1 okcE . FT ARR T 7K 4 4h AT BRI 5K
(¥ COz. 1M CO, RAERIX T BRIR LI 0 . KIS KR E 850°C T, 1L BRIRERTT 46 70 8 (1
J& o DRLEHEWT 1 7 i) Mg A1 Ca (AR BRIR £h 110 R AR 2 AL . Tl B S5 Mg Ca NBRIR RIS,
Ho i (1 CO, SIEAM 2o JETIXREWT, M2 iR IE 7 A L7 H i) CO, HERS Mg,
Ca BRERELPT™ A0 CO, (T SAEKBUR S . FrMER L7 h Mg, Ca R UIRIRE L SAAAE. I
W B 7o — PRI BB R L R S0 31X — ARSI E ) 45 SRR A L T vt A B B
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S EERE . RN IR 7 AL O A BRI . 4 JE fdt X A 4 Mg Al Ca
FIIARAE X RIS, AR Y0HE 70 BT ) 235 SR R HE T
6. WAEAYNIE

IR g € A BT E AN S A B T R RRRHEAT T T . U E R R RE AT T iy, i)
ki 4 iiEa 0.074 mm §ifL, JFAE 110°CHET 1 /. S 300 H IE ORI R WL 100 ASRISER 1)
ML RN 11,

Table 10. The weighing sample of each item
= 10. FIENEMFRES

W miH AL FR & (mg)
PRI 1.000 (454122 0.0001 g)
SiO, 0.200 (k& Hfi %5 0.0001 g)
MgO Sy HUBER 25.00 mL
Ca0 S BCIER 25.00 mL
Al,03 43 HIEHR 50.00 mL
Fe,03 4y BUE T 10.00 mL
P 0.100 (k& Hfi % 0.0001 g)
S 1.000 (##%#f1 22 0.0001 g)

Table 11. Results from different laboratories
% 11 FRISSREMNELS

T KHE VT S A 5 %
SiO, ) 22.15 22.24
MgO 21.11 21.53
Ca0 20.80 20.14
Al,O, 1.84 1.76
Fe,03 0.60 0.60
S 0.0028 0.002
P 0.0090 0.010
FIRI R 31.93 31.83
7. BERIE
1) HPHURIAG 2 D700 B b AT e A RE AR AR R S5 . TR SeH L AR R HE A
R 5 2
2) BT REEMES AN R IR L, BT LUE S — AR ER AR R L TR S
SE0Ek

[ AaTWiatwmZs. Aai ot GENAR) M dbat s s ARk, 2011,
[2] W&#HGE, BRAR, ER. RO AR e N MY B RIRRAROR H AL, 1981,
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(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
(7]
(8]

GBI/T 6730.68-2009 &ty A #eik = 1l & F 2 vA[S]. dbat: H B bR H A4, 2009.
ZRTnN). AR E TR R S5 ]. T AR B A, 2001(4): 52.

Gt BLA Tk, H.OB R, &, [BORAE, B @amEikM]. dbat: & Tk HiAg, 1981

FitiZEs. IR o =S 48 0B [J]. #4735, 2006, 35(3): 205-207.
HE K2 HE) . T i F ML dbat BB Tk iR, 1982,
T8 A ITIM]. JEET A AL, 2016.
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