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Abstract

reduction potassium dichromate is established. The various conditions in the operation are tested,and the

The determination of total iron content in low-grade polymetallic ore by titanium trichioride

most suitable acid dissolution, reduction, oxidation, titration and determination are selected. The scope, the
influence and elimination of coexisting elements,the precision and accuracy of the method,etc. have been studied in
detail. The relative standard deviation (RSD) of the method (n=11) is less than 1. 0% ,and the sample recovery
rate is 94. 6 %-—100% ,which can be used for the determination of total iron content of 0. 50% and above in low-
grade polymetallic ore. The method has the advantages of fast,accurate,easy to grasp.low analysis cost,and avoids
the use of highly toxic mercury salts, which can meet the daily iron detection requirements of the unit.

Keywords reduction of titanium trichloride; potassium dichromate titration; low grade polymetallic ore;

total iron content.
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1.1 FERFNEHER

S R R R 4 B 4l s S8 K O IR ZE TR K .

-EHEA ™ (15+154+70,V/V) ; # 5 4% W 50
FEWLC0. 5 g/ L) s R e R A48 75 77 (5 g/ 1) 5

DUTER W - H 2~3 g AL EL A 20 mL &K (Tt
28000 KBS 120 mL, $25),

VRV B 2 g AL 2 mL &K (Tl 8,
28%0) MK BEZE 100 mL, $E4],

TR (SnCl, o« 2H, OV (100 g/L) B 1E
TEFR R (149, V/V) 4 B v, i 2> VF 85 ki, ) )
Sn®" L IAL .

R4 (Na, WO, « 2H, O) % (250 g/L) : fif
FAERIR (1419, V/ VDO A i,

S EACBRER TR R K T = AR R VA W
(i, 15%) IR (1+9,. V/WOR B 20 £, 4857,
LR JomERR O T BUHBLRC B TR Kb .

Al kR O e =>99. 95 %) 8% = Gtk 8k (il
B wrer, ==98. 00%0)

BRARERE 25 (1 mg/mL) bR (1+9,V/V)
I 5T, W T A5 HE ) BB 5 s o

K TR PR AR TR R € W - 1.00 mL # K A
(carsr,cr,0, 220.003 5 mol/L) 1 24 F 0.2 mg £,
1.00 mL &% B %?E(<'<1,/6K2<:r207> 0. 035 mol/L)#H
MF 2.0 mg Bk, W FAT LUK BRE S RS E .

R Z&EmET 17 ARG ZE&RIES 27 .
KA 2 &R RET 3% R R RS,

1.2 XBWHE
12,1 ik kEmTAb 2

D5 1l ke CRE S ORLE AN KT 0. 075 mm, #
mn N FE 100~105 ‘CHE 1 h 58 T &G . 2 2=
MDAk EAE 302 LN AL FREL 0.2 g R =
0.000 1 @) 7E 30% KDL FRREC 0. 1 gCR 2 0. 000 1 g)
T 300 mL H#EIEHE . 2 A om0 K 8 R
Rk VEK B BB I A 0.5 g SR AL 4N s il VBRI &

R LA S mL SR A 20 mL FRR ik
MM E 15 mL,BUF R, I 5 mL iR, %
A1 AR INE R S 3~5 mL, ¥, 0 4 mL B
A+1,V/V) 425)  dk s ik & & B ik = Sk
FIAR L BBCT RS - AP VP K DR AR BE 550, Az &
Z B A AR U PR ZM AR 1 min DL ELECR
A IMA 5~10 mL #hg (1+1,V/V)  $& 5], it
il AT 5 M R e S R S S BUR .

D7k 2 [ 1 BRIBOH R 3R T 300 mL
TEH s A VR KT RE A 15 mLL B R R
A+1,V/V) 8850 e s i i g vz 8 B,
FE N W7 b B Sl HE T AN B o i« RS TG R BORE 43
ot e, BN, R MBS, IMA 5~10 mL £
(41, V/V) 5857 A m] i vk 9 ot o8 20 )
BOR LS T =SS AR T prgs R ek
ZEW s KTEE SR 50 mL #RK %A% 30 min DL b, 4
U8 DRV 5 S K i — 3853 B T I 7 VR AR
12,2 SR8 i 1

FRIRRE S i 58 4 V2 20 I ATTIE I 120 mlL 5%
ZFRFRZ) R 150 mL, inFAE ik 2 5 5109/, B
T DU IR AT IR BRI MR R A DLTE 8~10
UK UTTENRAC— AL RS A A TR . A 50 mL £
B2 (14+1.V/V) B850 AR I A i IS Wi 3t 2 )
T LA 3 43 ZE DR AR L A DT VE W i o 4 BCR
1.2.3 5%k

g Y I A N B U RS IR ISR - W S5 - )
&Iy 2k, Ul — &k 8 2 & m A W 3 %6
(V/V) I3 b A 20 W VR, B e ) (T 1Y
SR s OB AT Ak AN R A5 W F AR L in K AR 2
Sy 150 mL, K R3S ElR KRS CRZETF, i
40 C) i 15 55 £ R 4l s W, = A AR B R
W 4R 0 RS 0 o i 1~ 200, A A%
T B 5 D B 300 T A B KA Ok O THED
1.2.4 W&

A 20 mL i -BE IR & PRV WL 4 T8 — 4 g i 1R
BAAE 7R R0 37 B SRR R A bR v T E O R s
T 8 AR 1Y 58 00 2 ORURAE I AE 20~40 O,
W0 Ve R AT s 8 e Vo
1.2.5 &

MOy A b 28k (TFe) | 4> & i

55. 85

¢ X (V—=V,) X 1000

X 100 Q)

WTFe — m

A e B 7 P AR A0 EL 05
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C—EHEEIRIFP R E AR ca ok, vy 0 Jsmol/ Ls

Vi 7 1R T R i IR B s o T T TR T AR
H.mL;

Vo 22 25 19 T4 #6 11 5% IR B1 A E T & 7 T 1Y)
A mL;

m— PR A 1 BT i, g5

55. 85—k 1Y /K Jit £ » g/ mol,

2 HR5IE

2.1 BABAENERE
5 24 Hh 22 4 J@ B A 1R P o R 443, KA AT 4y

R e — RN L R R R . A —
Sy VR WO A AT L R R A o AHLN B TR O
FE W o DLk o — ST R 3 44 5 1 6 T LA L 35
Rk H O A 2R o K e A, =8 40 o
RO R e 2 A R U AR A
B T IR Y By . HORE T 43 il 0 S5 ) -
TR T R 5 1R S DL I B e T

PEHCY M Py AR 2 2 a8
A i i <20, 50 % AR & - <C10. 0%4) L 4% 5¢
55 iR ERAE L TR [R]85 0 W A R o 0 A5 45 21 L
1,

F1 BREABRAEBRAZER

Table 1 Selection of acid dissolution sample

AR IR SCUG PR KBS
BN 10,20.,30,40 mL &M % 5~10 mL . % B #8505 il

SEER IR, PR AR R L 22 5 T FR IR BR A R 23 BBUR RSV A 5~ 10 mL R R (1+1,V/V) 58 4), i 20 5 i 72
h HZE R SRR BULA/NT 1 3 HHEAE 15 mL R DL b W 52

5 mL PRI IRTE M 10 mL JRE IR O M 5 15,20 mL i RE L IWRAR S 52

Bt 1R 1R

B 50. 0 mg ki, 15 mL Bi-85IR R (2+3.1+1.3+2,V/V) =Rl b ] R B FE L ISR ERTE 99. 0% ~101 % 5 {H % J& |

PR Vi AR I S5 VR T RORE AT ) 3 0 R B A0 W R R 10 5 O (B RO AR L SO TR -BRER IR (1 1),

HHRFY U YENATE LR T HE L1
A A I 2 * R 1R - - ot 1R s e R 5 o Tt -
TR RV HE B 5 08 = G A Bk 43, 45 T {8 43 B
SRR
2.2 ZEUEEEZGNIERE

Fi S0 7 AR AR R R BE A TR AR B Y Eh e
B I A =R A A A R
TEEE R IR 2~4,

R2 BEMN_SAKSTEEHEROZM
Table 2  Selection of reduction of hydrochloric acid

solution with different acidity by tin dioxide

x3 BEBBIBEMNERI ZSMLETENZNE
Table 3 Choice of reducing different volumes of hydrochloric

acid solution with tin dioxide

Bt/ HRBEBORE/ BREWRGER/ WAYE/ MR/

mg (mol « L™ 1) mL mg %
5 49.9 99. 8
10 50. 0 100
15 50.0 100
20 50. 1 100

50.0 6.0 25 50. 1 100
30 50. 2 100
40 50. 3 101
50 50. 1 100
60 49.9 99.8

- TRV WM BE /) RIS MR ARk R/
itk /mg

(mol « L™ 1) mlL mg %
0.0 4. 81 9.62
1.2 48. 3 96. 6
2.4 49. 3 98. 6
3.6 49. 6 99. 2
4.8 49.7 99. 4
50.0 6.0 10 50.0 100
7.2 50. 1 100
8.4 50. 1 100
9.6 50. 2 100
10. 8 50. 1 100
12.0 50. 2 100

x4 “EHBTEEFXNIEE

Table 4 Selection of reduction methods for tin dioxide

Bt /mg 45Uy X

Sl A5 Ak FES
«l'Jh;:%i/ Il e/ S P4

%

B 50. 0 100 130 57 Z0 AR (5
50. 0 R e 50. 0 100 19, FEEMR
g 19.9 99.8 10 I BEBAE A

TARAB R R R E A Fe' T IR R R Fett
B o 07 PR AR /N AR BRI 48 85 1 R B (6 mol /1L R L 1)
FRBE 75 DA 08, HOSE A8 25 5 kAR K
MR EE R 0. 0~1. 2 mol/L B, ¥ W &2 ¥ vl H.i% &
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K EEO AT OICE R G R A, HENRF
) BREEAE 3.6 mol/L J DL b i fift i A £ R
KABFEI. 6 mol/L I L I 45 5 th 80 b 16 R 355 Ff
BBy 50 A U AR L T IROAT (8 R (0 B TR B2 A 2 R
W KT 85T 6.0 mol/L B INRMI . #5251k H
TE 10~50 mL #hfR (1+1,V/V)Itig#uk J5,
2.3 WERBERMGERE

Fie S0 T ARAE S K FAS TR AARR L 0 A L T
x5,

#5 HERRERILE

Table 5 Selection of volume of titration test solution

K AL AR, [EHkR/

R HE/mg LG
mL mg %
50 50. 3 101
100 50. 2 100
50.0 120 49.9 99.8 1
150 50.0 100
200 49.9 99.8

S e BN OK I WA AR 20 150 mL,
2.4 BBMNARAENEE
S T5 TR A N AS TR B TR A U L 5
AR IE 6,
R6 BRWBIBRAEMIEE

Table 6 Selection of dosage of sodium tungstate solution

Belk/mg  MAERRNABUTE /R NS /mg MR/ %
9 50. 2 100
12 50. 0 100
50. 0 15 50. 0 100
18 50. 1 100
21 49.9 99. 8

A S 0 T 5 O B TR B AR 15 % . 2008 1 mL
2.5 FE=ZSUAKREBRIRBYEE
TS T IR R AR WP I A [ A i
=R BRER PRV W ME SR LR 7.
7 MBS SUKRRE RN EREE
Table 7 Selection of drops of excess titanium

trichloride hydrochloric acid Solution

M . I e 45 L3R 8.

*8 MBIBEABRAEN%EE
Table 8 Selection of dosage of sulfurphosphorus mixed acid

Bedm/mg AR BHE S BT/ mL Wk / me M/ %

10 50.0 100
15 50.0 100
50.0 20 50.0 100
25 49. 88 99.8
30 50. 1 100

Bt TR 45 TR o L TR i A4 45 T A IR I TR 100 9K R
JETE 1~3 mol/L il N B R 241 R Fe’ ™ irafy ok
SR (B Fe® ™ T B B 2 <4 Ak I RAIN A 5 TR
Ja LS B RE o BCSERE RN 20 mL Bi-BEIR AR
2.7 SEEIFTHMER

S T VR BRAE IS [a] A 0 4G 2R I
*9,

x99 HEHTHER

Table 9 Interference test of copper

B/ OMARIR/ AR/ R/

TR G
mg mg mg %
0.5 50. 03 100
1.0 49.75 99.5 A7 AR B SR i 4R
1.5 49. 29 98. 6
2.0 48. 35 96.7 #efa RIS R 60
2.5 48. 06 96.1 EF|EEYEIE 3~5 s K
0.0 3.0 47.67 95.3 THEL M.
3.5 - - MESEPER Y6
4.0 - - PR 4% 0 OR 5 2858) .
6.0 - WE e R, RAE
8.0 - - BSTR AT B T TR M
10. 0 - - Bt () £F B . G
12.0 - EL R TP .

Belt/mg S =SB B LL /i WEREL/me IR/
1 50.0 100
2 49.9 99. 8
50. 0 3 49.9 99. 8
5 49. 8 99. 6
10 49.5 99. 0

BTt Z 0, T 2 5 Kk Az K i A2 il
DLVE A T B m ve £ ad /1~ 2 i — A b gk Eh
PR 5 T
2.6 M-BEREBMAERNIERE

Fie SEHG 07 PR AR AR TR A FR G B0 R S

B A S CLDAEAE - 23 IR AR A 4 5 4 o/
FHET 1.0 mg HEgEESMEN LG K TEHT
50 ¢ LHSF o X600 5 25 SR TG R W) s A3 5 e i, 75 2 42K
o 3 i
2.8 HASRADBHEHLR

FE LB R AR [ B 0 R i S T
W HEZER WA 2~3 g @ ALE 100 mL /K, #%
YR TR FE S T F A K I oRn & SR AR R
SUUVE , PRt & 5 mLOE & K2 20 mL) . 1 I8 K
UUVEY) CUE#) B AR E I b, m A 50 mL 5 1#R
(41,V/V) 5257 AR TN #4 2 T03E W i o8 4, B
. WAL R 10,

FHAK 53 B e o % e 25 505 . PP I
VE Y1 Ak B 7 2 Il IO 25 8 R (HAS 3 BB 40K Ab
PO A B A H I SRR (1 + 1. V/ V) e % 4
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Table 10 Test of separating copper with ammonia water

T S WP AN S IR AR R WD A B AR

Pt ﬁ”)\ﬂ;i/ WAL/ R/ WAL ER/

mg m

mg % mg %
0.5 50.02 100 49. 99 100
1.0 49. 99 100 50. 03 100
1.5 50. 01 100 50. 07 100
2.0 50. 05 100 50. 10 100
2.5 50.02 100 49.95 99.9
50.0 3.0 49.75 99. 5 50. 17 100
3.5 49.51 99.0 50. 27 101
4.0 49. 47 98.9 50. 50 101
6.0 49. 31 98. 6 50. 17 100
8.0 49. 29 98. 6 50. 05 100
10.0 49.18 98. 4 49. 85 99. 7
12.0 48.98 98.0 49.55 99.1

2.9 £EFETERTHMEER
2.9.1 B B BUREE N T

TERL-BE IR G IR A 0 rf s As™ T BExERE Ti° 36 Ji
JARAIR A, <<30 mg XK TE ] W T4, As® A
PLE SRR T AL, 2 AS™T >1 mg B, 45 540 &
Sb*" 5 Sb*" =>0.5 mg B, TP Bk, 25 R
Vo >0, 3 mg/™ & TPk, Bk I 4k JC B B
P, J3 fk i P BE 2 A 2R aURE L 205 1 3R A 3 A 5 4 R
i B L A P AR A 0 LA BT L
NGV R R R 58 (0 B K38 40 2 Ak &0, A L 86 R B
AW ALY FE & B T (B R A B A
o R E ) E S AN = B A 52 ma R i B OR
R AT ] IR S R b 25 DU T R A B ER R
I S 52 25 T 3K B T4
2.9.2 BT

Ti'" /T4, oT 7E A A0 8 380 i 2 i i A TR
R BR T
2.9.3 BT

FEXTI 2k TE B 5 T4, T e s A AR L 05 A K
FE TS A 55 340 5L, AT FH SRR o o Ak LR T B T4
2.9.4 By LVEVHM TR

Bl B VRS VB R B VBRSO B B B
A T A R o R s e g e iE
Je 7™ B PRI o P 2K S A A B
(R RRlz1 S wi/N
2.9.5 HIWMK T

A RE T S A WL B E B R G U T AR TR

L T 55 1 P 0 IO 75 2 P At 1) S T2 - O T TR
(+1,V/V) B ke il b T4k .
2.10 FHEEMTFH XK

Foe 20 7 ARAE VTR T O A R A AN R 0
SR 1,

F11 HEBHTRIE

Table 11 Interference test of nitric acid
- ARy
ARk /mg e e MAFkat/mg W/ %
fifi R o / T
1 48. 95 97.9
5 48. 42 96. 8
7
50.0
15
23

30 - -

o VSR I WRTE e B R IR AT A
S5 AN R IR, B ERE MR K A A EL
TR AT 28 15 T~ 30 T A R, VS VR VAR o L R A T
PPN o VW TP R T R VA VRO € TR X R
) I 5 235 SR 5 e B K DL PR 2 i TR T A A ™ S
0 Ji R o 26 5 B WL %L AT B R A Bl R 1R A1
I Z5 TR BR T4
2.11 ZEETFHEEWER

PRI I BRAE L B 0. 200 0 ¢ Z 4 )8 JE 0 ik
FECE & 0. 75 mg) , AL R I 12,

A E AT, TR PR E L A B e 3t
A7 70 ZO0T R I I 2 TG BH S 52 ), A R R TR A
ey T # iKW b B AR R T
0.5 mg,# KT 0.5 mg B, 75 Fi 5 ] 27K 43 & (e
ETHITR W8 AR ST

£12 BATRAREKMRER

Table 12 Comprehensive interference and recovery test

- = NTE =N =N %7
ﬁﬁ[rln/;ﬂi/ B (UI'J1%:§51/ ﬂﬁljﬂ;ﬁ/ Ll’i;$/
0.0 21. 4
2.5 BB B L L AR 23.8 2.4 96. 0
5.0 (< 0.50%); 4. k. 26.3 4.9 98.0
7.5 FRC<C0.70%0) 5 B (<< 27.8 7.4 98. 7
10. 0 10.0%) s 4 45 4. 31.3 9.9 99.0
30. 0 TE (<2020 5 4l VB 51.3 29.9 99. 7
50. 0 B VEH (0. 20%0) 4%, 70. 8 49. 4 98. 8
80.0 100. 2 78.8 98.5

3 o
3.1 BEEXR

BERUCL 5 AR i i 2 B R 4 AR S
D7 VR AR AR RS AT 11 Y A5 SRR 13,
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M 13 ol F AT AN ZE L2 &R b
A A B i AR B 9 G 25 RSD (=11 ¥/hF
1.0 REW & H 8 8k i i il 225K

3.2

AnAR [ U 3258
TE 5 AR B i 2 4 Jm 0 A 1l RE v A AR &

ENORNEIEZS S F i ¥ T R- X (R E ST
R13 KEEIR

Table 13  The precision test(n=11) /%
[ TE R W EAE AR o SEYME ARUER 22 AR R BRAE O 2
W £ 4 BEr 17 11.12 11.24 11.09 11.19 11.18 11.16 11.35 11.18 11.23 11.38 11.25 11.22  0.089 0.79
RG24 R 2% 14.62 14.47 14.59 14.51 14.54 14.60 14.56 14.56 14.48 14.69 14.52 14.56  0.065 0. 45
RG24 R ED 3% 16.32 16.12 16.32 16.33 16.12 16.09 16.13 16.23 16.04 16.24 16.14 16.19  0.103 0. 64
R B DR 35.20 35.16 35.26 35.13 35.11 35.25 35.29 35.35 35.41 35.39 35.25 35.25 0.101 0.29
Wik 5 56.38 56.32 56.41 56.23 56.59 56.54 56.33 56.73 56.47 56.55 56.29 56.44  0.151 0.27
Fz 14 iREKELE
Table 14 Standard addition recovery experiment
FeE A ki /mg BIMA & /mg 454k i /mg o] i Bk e / mg [l R / %
22.21 20. 0 11.78 19.57 97.9
1 g A7 A TR
fR it 2 2 2 S 1 22.43 40.0 60.75 38. 32 95. 8
29. 05 30. 0 59. 06 30. 01 100
(=R #
%t 02 2 2 I S5 2 29.13 50.0 77.72 48.59 97.2
32.27 30. 0 61.98 29.71 99. 0
A=y #
%t 2 2 2 I J5L 3 32.55 50.0 82.11 49.56 99.1
35.17 30. 0 63.55 28. 38 94. 6
[ AL Ay
SR IS 35.33 50. 0 83.02 47. 69 95. 4
N 56. 23 30. 0 85.07 28. 84 96. 1
LB B 56. 69 40. 0 96. 39 39. 70 99. 2

M 14 AT R R Ry 94, 696 ~
10076 . BT 2 H Bk AR I 225K

4

Za

WEIE T AR A 7 2 6 J8 07 0 R I figp 1 RE Ak 187
XA IR A SR A BEAT e IS8R B 4K T A& T
DR B 2 1 IR T 3k s 3l e 92 96 il » O 30 P = S A Bk
s D EE A% R A kI S AR A N 2 B IR A A P Bk
BRI TR ATAT B 3 A 45 2R ARG R R E 1 1
(E IR LR SR VR Vi WP < 0F 701 % = B S P S A
R 75 5y AR S o0 B A AR A5 D0 L () s 3l A £
i T R AR L (AR AE)

%

%% ik

INIUIE IS v, B VU, S5 0 A A B & s i T
LML BT 1R 42 Toll it . 1990:92-94.

SUN Shuyuan, SUN Linggao, YIN Qixi, et al.
Handbook of
metals M]. Beijing: Metallurgical Industry Press, 1990
92-94.

2LERJT. ICP-OES P 5 {Ikdh A 4 gk 67 h Cr &[T 1.
[H TCHL AT Ak 2%, 2019,9(6) : 45-48.

LLAN Lvdeng. Determination of chromium in low-grade
by
emission spectrometry[ J]. Chinese Journal of Inorganic

Analytical Chemistry,2019,9(6) :45-48.

(1]

of analysis ores and nonferrous

(2]

chromite inductively coupled plasma optical

[3]

(4]

[5]

(6]

L7]

SRERAT. 23 AT AL 2 S I R IM.L K TR KA R
#,1998.:41-42.

ZHANG of
experimentf M]. Chongqing: Chongqing University
Press,1998.:41-42.

T P A A A - 1ICP-AES 3250 E 3 A Hh 40 el ik
BT b IJCHL A e, 2019,9(3) . 28-32.

PU Xueping. Determination of K, Na, Si, Fe and P in

Jinzhu. Course analytical chemistry

fluorite by ICP-AES with compound flux fusion sample
preparation[ ] ]. Chinese Journal of Inorganic Analytical
Chemistry,2019,9(3) :28-32.

TR — bR R TR PR A e R R R A P A BRI R
J5 5 :CN201410207468. 8[ P, 2014-10-22.

TU Shenghua. A new method for determination of total
iron in iron ore by potassium dichromate volumetric
method: CN201410207468. 8[P]. 2014-10-22.

L, FHG L 28 W L A5 R E 2 AT R E R A TRk
[T ] PR BB R A i CH AR B D 2011, 29 (4)
546-548.

ZHANG Hongbo, TIAN Peng.QIN Yu,et al. Titration
analysis method was used to determine iron content in
iron ore[J]. Journal of Shenyang Normal University
(Natural Science Edition),2011,29(4) :546-548.
TR FESHE. 1,10- /AR L E RN E &R
k)], T E AL BT 5% 2019, 9(6) :49-53.

AN Zhongqing, FNG Xingxiang. Determination of iron
in metallic silicon with spectrophotometric method of
1, 10-Diazaphenanthren[ J]. Chinese Journal of Inorganic
Analytical Chemistry,2019,9(6):49-53.



