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FRSHAE tetra B} hexa EIYY FWAsE A&t oH,
Alum3} C-PAM, PEI 59 & AsAE AEadth 283, Fol2A
S 7R AR AE flotationo A}%fs}‘ﬁ o}

Flotation 288 93 E/HHA71E Voith cell A types Y= 3 {34
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Charge Density
Surfactant
(mea/g)
DTAC 0.130
DOWFAX -2.107
LATEMAL -0.476

Table 1. The property of surfactants.

Fig. 1. The picture of flotation cell.
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Fig. 2. The effect of T-FWAs. Fig. 3. The effect of H-FWAs.
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Fig. 4. The effect of anionic surfactants. Fig. 5. The effect of cationic surfactants.
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