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2.4 ¥
2.1 7 #HZq)

3
- A& KD
Cu Cl Fe Al Zn P Si
10 wt% | 2 wt% 0.8 0.4 0.4 0.2 Balance
wt% wt% wt% wt%

Table 1. The analysis data of Reactor Exhausted Contact Mass
2.2 78 HEv &5 A¥
1) 534

— AW AN T AE5 F S} Si0,2 WFEAE Bl
— Fel AW 24 471249 5 g

— AYLe 7z} Sampled E=7HY e AUF 1300CTE 5 F 3AI7F FATE MY
slo} FA43ot
— Sample
No. Sample Hl 1
Matte (50%)+Slag (30%)+72 #HEn (20%) = i
@ F7HE% f4e o
400g 3
- Hh-3-Ag gl
® | Slag (80%) + 72 &9 (20%) = 400 g
® | 78 #Zv (100%) = 100 g Si ¥ #ql

Table 2. The classification of samples

— A9 27 013001 342 44 F AU
_‘

—. ¥4 :XRD % A% B4
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2.3. 7t Sample?] A 4 43

() BE 24 2

(291:%)
24 Data
Sample Cu Fe | Fe304| SiO; Cl Al Zn
% | ® | B | @ | (B | (%) | (%)
Matte 61.8 | 14.5%
Slag 1.2 | 42.9% | 11.8+% | 31.5%
AHE AR | e #HEg#1 20.9 1.7 1.9 0.9 0.7
Ta HEW#2 | 234 | 29 | <01 1(;? 23 | 105 | 74
Matte (50%)

. Matte| 62.3 | 13.5 3.7 1.4 | 0.05 9.5 7.1

Sample 1 | Slag(30%)
+ Fals% | Slag | 31.4 | 175 | 29.0 | 30.6 | 0.03 | 11.7 | 7.9
o} (20%)
Slag(80%) inatte| 1.1 | 27.4 | 5.1 | 49.8 | 001 | 133 | 7.3
Sample 2 | + F#H &
ol (20%)
Sample 3 |Melting F&l#l&m)| 236 | 2.8 | <0.1 | 51.4 | 0.04 | 10.1 | 7.0

= FxLog ANBEAAFA obd 20033 1-6¥7-X9] =4 dlolE

Table 3. The analysis data of each samples

Slag | 6.6 23.1 | 404 | 50.1 | 0.22 | 12.2 7.3

—. Sample 19 matteZol Cu &FS A E ¥} tdi Fristes AFS Roln
Qom o= T HZFu)e Cu’l MatteZ o]5 8-S Uep i A,
~. Sample 29 A Slagd Cu o] 24, o= 48 F matteF T slagF
a7t B3] ojFoxa g2 oz ddE,
—.Si0, &z T AFue Siz s A8 Boh S/t TS RolH,
- Cl2 £443& AXNE ¢ 7txdo] & A0z2 A4dd.
(2) Cu 3%
~cu Haa@ = (Mt 100
Input Cu
. Matte 9} Slag® FAH]E 1:1°l2} 7} 384,
—.Sample 18] Cu 3F& :87.2%
. Sample H# Al matteZ 3} slagF E7 F&3] o] FoARA o}, BEHE Cu
358 A oAgEol AR
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2.4. Sample? XRD £4 A3}

(1) 72 #HZv), Sample 38 XRD #4 A3 vl

—. Sample 32 78 #%vE Box FurnacelA 1300CE €& A oS A A
o2, 78 dAZue 22 Syl HEHA $1 Si02 &9,

— ¥4 Oxygen-rich £87leA & #sFug o] Sie Si0E ¥HE.

- 78 #@Z9H Cue CuCl, CuCl, 59 FE2 &Aj8tEt], Sample 31X CuE
Cu §HZ &4 - C1& £§% #4E 7 7zt Aoz wdd.

-. &9 SiCx 7e dEZuue] X3 9l Co ¥t 2oz oAt
(78 Fui7t AHEEHE A Exy Ax FACdA C7F 282 £ AL

Sample 3
L 2
Y
\Y4
kv w
J .?? A ,LL?Y ads ..YLiL
&
————ee 4| & Si
¢ SiO,
R o S T T T v Cu
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. - —_—— _vF, — - — - e m s e o
v S
. v o | .
< (&) O
) . 1 W ',L,L, I
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2theta

Fig 1. The analysis of XRD
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2.5. 72 #HAS5 AL T FUA A ik

(1) Si & o v
@ Si + 0, « Si0y
® Si + C « SiC
® Si + Fe30, <« SiO; + FeO
@ Si + 2H,0 < Si0y + 2H,
® Si0y + C « SiC + 0,
® Si0, + C < Si + CO,

(2) z} wkg-e) th3t Gibbs Free Energy
—. Gibbs Free Energy#At&el W29 374 §4 A dojves F9&2 ©9 Si A
3 S0 A4
—. 72 #HEZo U mukg Sis @O wSel 93 magnetited FAAA T Fol
A" RAolgt A4
- 72 #AZ0 Y Sie AF @S AA AR Si07t HAY, magnetite &
2 (@)l dsl Si0E WHE-
- wed FAH WelAH Sit Si0E wgat7] Wi, Si0, flux A &It e
Rolet 4.
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Fig 2. The Gibbs free energy of Si
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26. 72 A% A= T4 FYA A 8

(1) 78 AZvje) A7z £ Al Sig A4 vk =

2oz Si

/N

@Fe,0,9 8¢ (0,248 ©@Cokeste] W8 @Fe,0,8 &)

! } / ! f
n| gk Si SiO, SiC

Fig 3. The reactions of Si in the Furnace
(2) 72 #HE9 F2 A ukg
@ Si + 2Fe;304 « SiO, + 6Fe0
® Si + 0z « Si0,
© Si + C « SiC
@ SiC + Fe3y04 « Si + 3FeO + CO
® 2Fe304 + C « 6Fe0 + COy
(3) Z+ ®r-3-of thd Gibbs Free Energy
- @8 ® ¥gol Fo o= Sivl Si0E ¥
—. A AR AHEEHI e Coked W (@) ETE Sig] ¥ (@)o] 4.
—. O]EA 22 magnetited Y] Aol CokeXtt Si7}l o ZEFHZo|xq, Ao
gk 273 Agel e,

o e e e e
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Fig 4. The Gibbs free energy of Si to SiO2
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3. 48 4% Fg
. Box Furnaced £g4% % XRDEA A Fg #HZFo U9 Sie Si0,2 HHe3ls=
AE & & 4 39

—. A¥ % Sample &gk EA A3 mattes slagd FAMIE 1118 713 3$ Cu 3
87%Z YEld& & F AN

4. 2% 4 g5
(1) 3% Oxygen-rich 9719 9§ zHA Six Si0& wHg8to] Si0, flux ™
A EHF AL Ao 4 g,

(2) A7I20A F2 HE=ue Si 482 Gibbs Free Energy’t 7} *& magnetite
g9 wEgo] dojd Ao F 44 "k
Z79A mattes}

(2) 48 AH/E Cu 35E°] o 87%HEE Bi=d, A4 &g
d 2 ol Cu FE&e BY Aol A%

slag?l % 27 %3] o]FojATA 1
ar.

(4) ol AHAEEL uge2 Ml 34F SE FYTest: 833, &7l &8 %
20049 687 A% F4 474 o
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