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Determination of Copper in Copper Smelting Dust by Iodine Method

KONG Fanli, YUAN Mengmei, YANG Xin, HUA Hongquan, MAO Yunjuan,ZOU Wen
(Fumin Pay Smelting Co. Ltd. , Kunming, Yunnan 650400, China)

Abstract The determination method of copper content in copper smelting dust was studied. The samples
were decomposed with hydrochloric acid, hydrofluoric acid, nitric acid, perchloric acid and sulfuric acid,
hydrobromic acid removed the interference of arsenic, tin, antimony, and sulfuric acid removed the
interference of selenium. The titration conditions and the interference and elimination of the coexistence
elements were further tested, and the optimal conditions were finally determined. According to the
experimental method, the relative standard deviation was 0. 22% —0. 65 %, and the precision was high and
the accuracy was good. The recovery rate of the sample is between 98. 9% —100% , which is suitable for

the determination of copper content ranging from 5. 00% —65. 00% in copper smelting smoke.
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INZ TR EE , AR AR BB T . B, T
0 A v e R 2 o 32 T 3 A i, Xl A s Il
W2 52w A i 25 6 ) A R R X SR R 05
o Ko kAT B 5 W U5 B8 A B E R HESIER . fifE
FEEHEAT EETRZ - BRI E LS
AHHEENENL,

SR NOR | Draly 7 e o Sl R el 27
(AADM X SR TGRS Lo EES Bt
BECIMEMERESTSE, MESEOME, — K&
R HABUE YL B E R AT E R,

AR AR SRR LAY R L AR BB R 4
RAARE , SRR R 20 .5 B0, IR R R Y T4
SCHG T A LA T R T R B B A
FE TSI . B LR AT 1R R A R A AT
HRWE.

1 SLEHES

1.1 EEiXH

B AE 53 A BB, 43 BT AUAE P B A S 43 BT Y
WA, BT KB R 2K, £ B F oK S S 4
B .

TRV W (300 g/L) :FRHL 90 g Z R4k, & F
400 mL #EHR 1, A 150 mL 7K fi1 100 mL K Z. 8%,
WS, IR B E 300 mL ,IR4), W pH E
H5,

BRE RS W (100 g/L)  FRHL 10 g BRA FR 4
F 400 mL BEARH, BIA 100 mL KEM, A 2 g
BUALSH WS A 2 mL BB (5 /L), i m
BUA K (0. 04 mol/L) &I 2 1 o, SR A BLER N
o 37 VS R T o S I BT 5k

BRARBR BRI HE T E WA L c (N2, S, 05 + 5H, O~
0.030 mol/LJ: # i # B 75 g i R Hi B 44
(N2,S,0; » 5H,0)F 2 000 mL BaAR 1, mMA 2 g T
KBRERGN, IMA 1000 mL ZHFAHEEZRNEE
TAKREBMERE . BA 10 LigaiRFES, A&
HEHEZBNWEFFABBREL 10 L, 25,8
BWAE. AT,

PR ER R 1(3 mg/mL) - HERIFREL 0. 300 0 g
i (We, =99.99%) F 100 mL B+, fim A
10 mLASER (141, 55 b 2 1 ML, B $AR b % 3 i 4
BB EE B IMME TR T, T A, AR
Vb2 T L BL AR EE , R B, R T VR, BT
BHIL,BA 00 mL BEMP, HKEBREZE,
B,

HARAEVS W 2(6.0 mg/mL) . #EFEFHREL 0. 600 0 g
4 (W, =>99. 99 %) F 100 mL AR, A 10 Al
B (1+1), 3% bR ML, T e #R b AR IR i #4 2 g
SEAL MREMME IR T, BT B3, F/K Kk gE R 1H
ML R ARBE , i # Wh , H Eh 858 2V f  BUR B 40, 8
A 100 mL &S, HAKHBRZZE RS,

KT 4 45 VW (1. 00 mg/mL) : ¥ # Fx B
1.000 0 g &b ¥ i B 4l 8] (We, =>99.99 %) B F
250 mLEEAR LA 50 mL AER (1+1), 2% %
L, B #HR AR M E B e 2, BB EAWE
8, BUT , ¥ A, FH K Wk 3% T L B2 AR B, B A
1 000 mLA& B, %Mim 50 mL A58 (14 1), FK
WBEREZZ RS . SR HER R (100 pg/mL) : HEH
B HL20 mLA b7 HE A & VR T 200 mL &=,
A20 mLE§EBR (1+D, HARBEEZIL RS,

ARV R 1 g ALEBRBRET
98 mLKH, A 2 mL &K,EA.

1.2 FRRBRERNR A EE B R ARE

FREL 0. 06 g (KR ZE 0.000 1 @) diffil (W, >
99.99 %)F 500 mL =T, A 10 mL 542
(A+D,% ERIL, FREHBRR EMAEZLE
i, BUR , FH /K WK% 22 10 L X AR BE, A 5 mL B R
(A+D, gk mpFEEE T, TR, A 40 mL K
WRUEAREE , I AE T ER R 2V T . R H 2
FW. M1 mL =@ BB W (100 g/L)), W&
PR VA TR 2 L1 A T INBR I i & 4 mL, 4R )5 5 Jn 3Rt
EEWAMBERELAHERIFLTR 1 mL B,
A 2~3 g BUALHR, RIR R 3V %, S B R AR B R
BRAR T B VS E B E A, A 2 mL BB
W5 g/L), kS BIRIE A, A 5 mL FLEAR
PR, BERUARAR A IR 4k B2 E 2 K AR ET
THRNALE.

i [ e o A2 1 SE 5

e (1) 7 55 85 A B BR 40 b v U8 VR B Wk B
(mol/L):

_ m X 1000
TV, VO XM M

=i ol

c— BRACHR R B b HE I WA Kk BE , mol/ L

m— gﬁﬁﬂ%)ﬁ%ag;

V1 — F a8 I T R AR AT R 4 AR v TS VR AR
mL;

Vo —25 I SE 10 TH #E 1 0 A B0 IR 40 A HE 1 VR Y
A, mL;
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M— i i) B8 /R i & » g/ mol, [M=63. 55 g/mol) ],

SEATARE DU, P As 45 R AR B D A RO
W22 R KTF 6X107° mol/L, BUHEIEH , 75 N &E
FIARE .

T - B AR R 0 b Y VR R R PR — SRl W A R
FARE — I

1.3 SLWHE
1.3.1
e 1 ARBURBIE B E 0.000 1 g,
£1 AHE
Table 1 Quantity of test material
Wea/ % R /g
5.00~10. 00 0. 40
10. 00~20. 00 0. 30
20. 00~30. 00 0. 20
30. 00~40. 00 0.15
40. 00~65. 00 0. 10

1.3.2 o755

2y 37 b HEAT BRI S, B 31E .
1.3.3 ZEHXZK

B [l BB 2 L5
1.3.4 fE

BB E F 500 mL =AW H, A FKIE
&, mA 10 mL R K 4~6 HE AR, Tk -
R % ZARFR L 5 mL, LT, R4 A 5 mL
BEER , T H $b b 9 SLRIR 5 i ZR A 2 2 mL,
BUF ;% . A 5 mL BEMRK,1 mL B, TH®
W MR EE WA BT, A A 2 mL 3R,
2 mL IR, F AR AR E B R [0, B
TR EMA 2 mL #:#2,2 mL SRR, T #
W EARR M E W A, kSR E T, R
T RAEER.

FH 30 mL /K WK Yk AR BE , B T AR b &
WL AR TR R R TR EZRI(EFRS
B, AN 1 mL =&AL (100 /L) ],
WM REBRELOANFEMEHTE 4 mL, A5
HMBELESEMAERELAELITE 1 mL, R
5. A 2~3 g BULER, BRI, L BV AR
RERPIRER SRR EEREAGEN e R
BEN, FEAMA 2 mL JEBERD . MA 2 mL 3
YISV, SR LT S BIRIE 4, A 5 mL BLEBRA %
T, U5 BT U 2 0 0 IR, Ak SR S 2 A A M 4 O 2k
R

2 #REWe

2.1 H@mOBIE

Wi XRD K, f e AW FE RS A
PbSO, .CuSO, » H,0.ZnSO, *+ H,0.Bi,0;, As, O,
1 Sb.Fe,Sn, Si, Al B 4b& %55, B K 40 16 B 0 22
BREPETESRELRA Cu 65%.Pb 50%.,
Bi 16% . Au 50g/t.Ag 1 500 g/t.Sb 7% .Sn 3% .
Cd 16%.Fe 22%.A1,0,3%.Ca 1.5% . Mg 1%,
Se 1% .Te 0.1%.As 30% . #5586 J5 ¥ 4 9 4
17 4% (6% BER AT IR AR SL TS

DX LR R SRR 7, 2R SR
FRER 286 .45 B0 ISR A RE 2 2T % S VRV L,
FRE AETAAHE. &SRB . EREE,
ANIE A T4 16 2 R 0 4 i

)RR TR AT B W E , G5 R MET A B
PEOT , 35 B T 4016 B AE AR o B 40 1%

LI B R 2) AT HE AR .
2.2 HRENHTE

F S T AR AR 17 R TR AR &, WU 4
R%E2,

®2 TRAHREERHEMW

Table 2 Influence of different weighing samples

BERmS FrEER /g AR/ % EE 3
0.300 0 5.62 KRS
1# 0.400 0 5.63 KRS
0.500 0 5.61 & B R

R 2 AT, 17 il AR FEREAE 0.3~0.5 g, Tl
FE G5 SR — B0, (H 25 R 2 5 B SO0 B R A o U VR Y
WRBE, LI e 17 IR FRFER R 0. 4 g,
2.3 WEFHHIEE
2.3.1 HiBRHAE

LW ITIEAE 17 RS I AR [ & BEAl , $52
005 YA AT E, I AR [F] BB BR B, 45 R L
%3,

*3 mMEBAERHEM
Table 3 Effect of sulfuric acid dosage

AR R /mL Wi AR/ mg WA Cu /%
0.5 40 5. 62
1 40 5. 64
2 40 5. 65

2 3 A UL, Bl FHEFE 0. 5~2 mL, Xl & 45
SR TC R M, AP RE HEBR A 5 TP, S50 5% B 5 B A
Wilg 1 mL,
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2.3.2 ZEREMAR
LI TR AE 17 R o A 1R R A 4 T &
FETEWNEKRE, HERITEH#ATNE, MA LR
BRVSW B A AARTEIERES, il AT & Z 8R4 Al 1Y
B, 0 B S R R LR 4,
x4 ZHEMANENTMW

Table 4 Effect of adding amount of ammonium acetate

@, A 5 mL BRE IR R W, SRR IR 2 IR R,
AksEiG E B ANIFIH R ML L ER LK S,
x5 BANELEEZMAEHIWE
Table 5 Influence of saturated ammonium

hydrogen fluoride content

A bR

Z.BR%% /mL Cu®/% A%
2 5.54 KRB, PR R
3 5.62 EH
4 5.61 E#®
5 5. 66 E#®
6 5.62 EH

Cuft/mg HRBA AL IMAR/mL W75 Cu £ /mg
1 60. 00
2 59. 72
60. 00 3 59. 69
4 59. 61
5 59.13

B3R 4 AT DL, N 2 R B Vi R B A 5O FE IR
F L, A 3~6 mL ZFRE I, Xt E 45 3R L, A
FEERBFEMAS 7/ ORE 4 mL,
2.3.3 MBI EMAR

AL 10. 00 mL iR HEE R 1 T 500 mL =5
e, i 1 mL ZFALBREE W, TN C IRE I B 416
AT MBRIF T & 4 mL, 4R 5 T8I0 98040 &8 10 AN W
FAANEKRIFTRE 1~6 mL,IBS. MA 2~3 g #ifk
B R B AR, B R BB TR 4 s T R T TR
TERREG, A 2 mL JEHHAR LT & BRE

HER 5 AT, AR 1 mL A HEAL KN,
Xof W) 5 G5 2R T W, i B 2 ~4 mL A IR AL S B
B T 45 SR s R AIG, i & 5 mL M RN AL R BB,
g 45 2R W A% . 52 50 i £ A i &2 4 A Ak =
1 mL,
2.4 HETENTREHER
2.4.1 BB VB TT RN E A B

73 B R 10. 00 mL S AR 15 ¥ 1 01 4 A Ve 94
W 2 T 500 mL =S Bept, AR IR AR i BB R
SR HIMASE B, SIS T AT R L W E
ZERILEK 6,

MR 6 A DL, AR IR A b B BE L Y B N A
B 5 B A R

=6 R HERM
Table 6 Effects of antimony, lead and bismuth

Cu &/mg Sb il A& /mg AR /mg AR /mg W7 Cuft/mg R
30. 00 40 29. 82 E¥
60. 00 10 59. 76 E#®
30. 00 250 29.72 BERNEG
60. 00 50 59. 83 BERNEG
30. 00 75 29. 85 B IEE
60. 00 15 60. 16 KA
2.4.2 B NI R A B2 R WERWE
AsO%‘ +1,+H,0= ASOE_ +21 +2H* . Table 7 Effects of arsenic
R RAI R, X4 pH>5 i), &R [ A 347, 1 Cu £ /mg As A K/ mg W45 Cuft/mg
B R S Ak A R AR, 4 B ) 4 SRR A M A 30.00 150 30. 04
TR = B, SN [8] A2 R AT B R AR AR AL LR A 60. 00 30 59. 85

B, 00 5 SR R . X T A R, T
HER.

Sr5 A B 10. 00 mL ARHERF IR 1 A4 1 E 1%
2 F 500 mL = BEAR AR HEAE o PR R
AR, LRI BEAT I E , W RE SR ILK 7,

MR 7 AT, 4% 52 50 07 ¥ #RAE AT LAIH IR AR
Tt

2.4.3 BT ER I R A 1 B R e
il 5 A B s 7 A BB » 2 T 5 R B E
Sl B 10. 00 mL S bR AERE 1B 1 A0 4 AR HE
W 2 T 500 mL = BEAR L AR AL S A B R
BANAG , % LK T7 W HEAT U E W 45 R R R
#* 8,
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HI 8 T UL Xk B I R AR R 5 el T R B
&, 260 °C, HRER B &L 300 °C, A Fi Al BR B sl BB R
% LR BB AN A BLAR B A0 BR AN B T 4. AR 55
PRS2, A 1 mL 7R B 3T T AT IH BR 40 mg
i 4 .

£8 WHHE
Table 8 Effects of selenium
Cuf/ LTy 1N 45 Cu
mg #/mg #/mg R
30. 00 5 29. 92 R L N T EAN
30. 00 10 31. 80 KRR, A
60. 00 5 60. 60 R L N T EAN
60. 00 10 61. 20 G N EAN

2.4, 4 BHITE XTI E B A R MR

43 B 10. 00 mL 4RARAEVS W 1 F4R AR vV
W 2 F 500 mL =ML, IRIEHE GBS B
FRMAS (D, #5050 7 ¥ JE A7 I , W 45 20 &
MENEK9,

i 9 AT, 8 CID) X 4 B9 I e A T EE W, ik
BRI AR R SR MR AR P B TR AT
HER.

x99 HHRM
Table 9 Effects of tin
Cu&/mg BmMAR/mg W Cuit/mg Ee
30. 00 15 23.56 KEER
60. 00 15 45.52 KEBRA

2.4.5 FEAFI0 R NI E A A T

A3IFE 17 (3% 6% B & v I A YA R A 2k v &
FEITR M B RE, S I I #7045 2R DL
% 10,

2 10 Af 0L, #SC 0 ik ab B . BRI
R T I E , 2% 77 550 2016 B b b ] 3 &
5. 00% ~65. 00 % Il & .

10 FETEHNZM
Table 10 Effects of the main elements

BREHET  Cul/% EETEMAR/mg 4§ Cu it/ %
L¢ 5 6 Sb(40>+ As(150) +Pb(250) +Bi(75) +Se(5) + Te(0. 5) +Zn(125) + 5. 50
] Ag(0. 75) +Fe(110) +Si(100) +1In(0. 5) +Ca(7. 5) +Mg(5) +Cd(80) +Sn(15) ]
gt 27, 90 Sb(40) + As(150) +Pb(250) + Bi(75) +Se(5) + Te(0. 5) +Zn(125) + Ag(0. 75) + 27, 88
] Fe(110) +8i(100) +1In(0. 5) +Ca(7. 5) +Mg(5) +Cd(80) +Sn(15) ]
Sb(40) + As(150) +Pb(250) + Bi(75) +Se(5) +Te(0. 5) +Zn(125) +
6% 61. 51 61. 65

Ag(0. 75) +Fe(110) +Si(100) 4+ In(0. 5) +Ca(7. 5) +Mg(5) +Cd(80) +Sn(15)

2.5 BEBEEILE
FREGRFE , R FH 0L B9S2 36 J7 325 X5 8 16 o R 22
1% ~6% I BEHEAT 11 WM 7 I 2, W 2 45 R I

0.22%~0. 65% , 45 % E/ G Hr i il ZoR
2.6 IniRE YL
XiF 4 v AR R 2 R B RE A BRRE BT AR v RE AR

%11, (YT9104) , #2 S5 J7 ¥ 3 47 4 B9 I A [0 i SE 56, %
F e 11 SCIG 25 S a] 0, AH X A E J 22 (RSD) BT R BT B, 45 R L% 12,
®11 BEEXBER
Table 11 Precision test results(n=11)
-3 FREm AR
S WL R/ %

P RERI N /%  B/%  RE/Y%
1# 5.62 5.61 5.61 5.66 5.62 5.63 5.62 5.62 5.59 5.68 5.70 5.63 0.033 0.59
2% 14.22 14.19 14.03 14.32 14.08 14.17 14.28 14.29 14.31 14.21 14.20 14. 21 0.092 0. 65
3% 27.99 27.86 27.80 27.95 27.98 27.82 27.86 27.90 27.90 27.87 27.93 27. 90 0.062 0.22
4% 38.74 38.56 38.55 38.92 39.81 38.74 38.69 38.79 38.83 38.77 38.48 38.72 0.13 0. 34
5% 49.94 49.95 49.81 49.86 50.09 50.03 49.83 49.89 50.27 50.14 49.97 49.98 0.14 0. 28
6# 61.56 61.45 61.37 61.40 61.42 61.49 61.86 61.71 61.65 61.51 61.82 61.57 0.17 0. 28

F12 MEREKELE 1
Table 12 Recovery of the method 1

BT FR SUECE-oP i e ad BT AnAE pigN |

RBHS ke d /g ’ j S }
/g (YTILOH E &'/ % (YT9104) b HEfE/ %6 B/ %

1% 0. 400 0 0.100 0 16. 60 99.5
2% 0.250 0 0.130 0 16. 51 L6 66 98.9
3% 0.150 0 0.100 0 16. 63 ’ 99. 6

5% 0.100 0 0.100 0 16.57 99. 3
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Xof A v R KR 2 R B AR S A — R B AR AR o
VB, 4 S B8 T ¥R AT 4 A AR [l W SE B, S B T YA Y
HERA B, 45 SR L3R 13,

M 11 ~13 AT LLE W XF 4 & & 5.00% ~

65. 00 %6 B4R 1A R Ml A2 R S 5 2 0 38 5 A X A Al 22
A 0.22%~0.65% , kR B e RAE 98. 9% ~100%,
7RG B A, I 45 SRR

F 13 mirEEIKE 2
Table 13 Recovery of the method 2

B 45 PR /g B & E i /mg A&/ mg WA & R/ mg E i/ %
20. 00 42. 36 99. 2
1# 0.400 0 22.52
40. 00 62. 32 99.5
20. 00 62. 56 99. 6
2% 0.3000 42.63
50. 00 92. 82 100
40. 00 95. 56 99.4
3% 0.200 0 55. 80
60. 00 115. 84 100
5% 0.100 0 49. 98 30. 00 79. 68 99. 0

3 SBHAESFEMBNE

HFEMNANE S BN EERRER -, 4
GRS N SR P N 2 R AU B 2
B, AT LR K-S A B A B R

R ER R VAR AR L AR B 4 AR
BmR-FIRMEEM .9 . MRR AWM T, X4
WA R, KM, R AR K-E DT
WESBHS%., 75 pHER 3~4 FALEE A T,
FA AL S B FER Ak I A BUL 88 5 — 4 4 4 A A= B
B4R L A7 H A B Ve 38 R 7, P AR R 4
P v T VB S . 40 B A S U R 4 TR R /D ek A
R Pk TR W # U UE » B WO 1 vk T S R
il i
3.1 HRoR

BB E T 500 mL = A Besr K iE
1, A 10 mL $hAEE K& 4~6 S BER, T H#R E
RBWMERBRAL 5 mL, BUF, B4, A
5 mLA§ER , TR F kS RIRE R Z R F R
2 mL,BUF . f% A 5 mL BE#,1 mL 5k, T
BB MM EE WA, BUF, R A 2 mL
8,2 mL SRR, FHIMR MEEMMEFTRA
HHLBUR B BN 2 mL #5798 ,2 mL SIRMR, T
B BRI E B Wk A S R T,
BT.AHBEEE;HM 1 mL 38, %%%E3, 518
8%, E 5~10 min, il A 30 mL Kk K 2 g &bk,
FHBR EHMBEM 3~5 min, RTF , B HEER,
WMEKEWRNEEBEFHAOARAFEME, &
10 mL, i # & Wk

P s e 4K 5 98 , 500 mL = £ B AR AR B TE T
FH K- E AL B VR VR AR 2 IRRTLYE 5 KL EH R
VB AR YE TC I o, # ) IR BN T 200 mL,

H 500 mL = £ PR B T $b b, IR IR
ZEMFL 100 mL, BUF %, FMEREE A
TR, PN E K 2 AR FME, A 5 mL K2
2,1 mL FALSEMMER, B, 2HNEEW]. m
A 2~3 g BUALHR, BRIR TR B v %, S BD I A AR B R
BRAR T B VS E B E A, A 2 mL BB
WS EBREL, MA 5 mL FERHEER,
WRUIRAR 205 0 IR, 9k 527 2 I A WA R A
KA
3.2 TUE Y R B R E AT E

UL Y A MOK S H R = M BEA T, 3 H
10 mLERER MR TR U8 4K, T FH /K SR S 8 4K, 7 2 08 4K,
4T AR T bl B ARIR I B R UTIE S % BUT
AHEZEHR, BA 100 mL ZEE P, KBRS
ZI8 RS . HHASR-ZHRKIE, TIRET R KOLE
W 324. 7 nm Ab, DK IR Z 00 R W A A
JEBE WA H LI R B O B, N TAE M £ b2
HR A L B Y B R R B (o) o
3.3 TiEM&MLH

FEL0.1.00,2.00,3.00.4.00,5.00 mL F4
PRER B A A BT — 4 100 mL AR, A
10 mLEL R, I AKB R EZIE RS . ZAn W W
XTI B H B Mk BE SR 0. 1,00, 2.00, 3.00, 4. 00,
5.00 pg/mL, fiHZES-Z R KM, FTIREFREOE
ALK 324. 7 nm b, DK, ] 5 75 W0 O
B O BE R AR AR , e ) T AR TR

4 tH

2 A LA B B R A B W T BB LA 0 ROR
B e B AR IR B e EER
AKX GIE:
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_ (Vs =V, - M
oV, =V, M pX 100X 10°*
We, = o X 1000 X 100 + X100
3
Ewp.

c— BRACHR BR 94 bn HEVE W AR B2, mol/L;
o— MTAERZR b2 H AR N A v v 4 9 B i
mﬁ,ug/mL'
— 4 R I T R A R A s MV R A AR
mL;
— T A H IR T R B AU R A AR MV
WA, mL;
M — il Fy B /R iR
g/mol,
— BB R, g5
HREZERRE 2 /PA SRR

5 PMMAENELRITLL

Tk LCEY B R ARAE i, ELERTR ¥R 5Tk
208 B R AR, K- R B ER &2
YO P S B W 45 R — B PRI 14,

& ,[M(Cu=63.55 g/moD ],

F14 FHMBAENELE R
Table 14 Comparison of results by two methods

MRS FE 1 UNEHR/ % FEk 2 MBRE/ %
1% 5.63 5.62
2% 14. 21 14. 25
3# 27.90 27.93
6# 61.57 61.51
6 HiE

X Ao X G 7 A 2R KR B AR LTI RS T T
B B 5 25 AR B BIE TS » BEAT T RE A 5 B B A (]
WSy, i KE T R v AR AR e B I R T 5 1T T
RGBT, L, 45 RE, BEW 2 A KR

%% X

C1I3K TR 5% , B0k i . KM D I AL 0 2 7K PP 4 10 R 7 S
PEM L], Rl 5445 ,2011,36(6) : 104-107,
ZHANG Lirong, ZHAO Hongbo.

uncertainty in the determination of copper in water by

Evaluation of

flame atomic absorption spectrometry[J]. Environmental
Science and Managmengt,2011,36(6):104-107.

L2250, 7 X0, X F 4, 55, X R3O e ik vk W 2 R 0

F10 FOTER LT &5, 2016,36(6) :55-59.
LI Xianhe, WAN Shuang, LIU ZiJian, et al. Determination
of ten elements in copper concentrates by X-ray fluoresceence
specteoscopy[ J ]. Metallurgical Anallysis, 2016, 36 (6):
55-59.

[3JE AR, AR , B &, 45, BUA W B Bk — 5 43 6 o6 BE vk
MEGH AP S MET,2016,44(2) :112-114,
WEN Xiangdong, ZHOU Zheng, XIA Nianping, et al.
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