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Abstract: An experimental study on iron separation of Indonesian beach placer and Panxi vanadium ti-
tanomagnetite was carried out by comparing the dry-cast tailings of a vanadium titanomagnetite from
Panxi. The results show that the technological process of iron separation for Indonesian beach placer is
simpler than that for Panxi vanadium titanomagnetite, and the processing cost of Indonesian iron con-
centrate is estimated to be about 80 yuan/t lower than that of Panxi concentrate. The S content of In-
donesian iron concentrate is 0.042%, which can reduce the cost of smelting and desulfurizing. The ti-
tanium is of no use in the tailings of the Indonesian seashore placer, and the Cl content of Indonesian
iron concentrate is 0.012%, so the corrosion of the blast furnace should be paid special attention to. The
research results will provide data support and technical support for the future utilization of the coastal
placer resources in Indonesia.

Key words: Indonesian littoral placer, Panxi vanadium-titanium magnetite, beneficiation iron, differ-
ence

ks HHA:2021-10-20
TEB /I T (1979—), B, I FH AN, BEHEE T, EENFHRBED EH 5, B-mail:41666722@qq.com;
CEINEE X & HE (1966 — ), B, WO A, R gk T RE O, E B 35 BBk BE Bk ik 0 33 BF 9Y . E-mail:
2152035205@qq.com,


https://doi.org/10.7513/j.issn.1004-7638.2022.03.014
https://doi.org/10.7513/j.issn.1004-7638.2022.03.014
mailto:41666722@qq.com
mailto:2152035205@qq.com

3 1

F UM, 45 EJRIFIRD S EE P BUBRRE R ek 22 SRR - 85 -

0 3%

PUBRE R —Rh i Bk B, SRR Z P 4
JE IC R I AL B A B R, 25 R 5
A BRI AR R R PREE AL . A TR
RERAT 5 AT TARE W, B AR A0 o [ 4 b
PUBRTE BT £ BT, fEENE SR PEIE. . ThoR
VEAE, RIS B4 =2 S50 [ K oA )z, 1
BERPA S AR AEIE T AR T T TR TR L W87 SR
SEFEWERTE, b B B S T A
R IR I B RE BT T2 2243 A 7B P 11
BERAE . £0AK . (15 P BRI R X, BG4
BRI A M FH K 38 R T “Se b 8RS R A S U
PP, IR T AT B P BER I B 8 B I -
SR RG-VRAE” SRR LA T AR BRI 22 it
7 08 BRI b3 1o B AT 5 LB A BT
Jei 5 SR L2 s T D - L A ik 15 21/ N LB M A
HoAth i AAFEVRI,

ITAEAFRIEYL, Bk, BRAET -k iR AN T,

PRt TR E “—a—” BERATERRAT R, i
SRR 7 A AR G T AR R, i
S 53R AT A ER R TR VI EERD T B S AY
Mo ENJCIERD R F 5 A0 16 TUH: 5 B VR, VY
TPV . w0 B PR AR SRR, 3R iR 2
2142 t, (BFF BRI . 5 L)L TFe S
P SRR R T I A X HURE, BEFTENE
VIR B SR P SR RE kT A e X L I B0 AR
BRI AR . BERR A ARG 0 I Lo 2
Sk, DB kA J5 I ER R T D 0 IR B e
THERMBAR I FE

1 RAEERFR

L1 TR

BURE R BN JR FEEF IR (LA T AR “ENJED ),
JEARRDAR X A I BE PR B T R (L
TR “BEPT ), BRI, F B 2 -3 mm,
HA A ZICR AR I 1.

x1 ABEUEZTRINER

Table 1 Results of chemical multi-element analysis of samples %
W TFe FeO Fe,0; TiO, Ca0 MgO ALO; Sio, S
s 18.36 11.32 14.94 3.18 0.186 8.02 18.34 3.80 37.96 0.016
#yiy 15.48 12.65 8.06 6.13 0.124 9.77 6.22 12.85 3791 0.320

M1 AIEH, ENJen Ty R E M oT R
gk AEk, o ENJR W TFe & 12 18.36%. TiO, &%
i 3.18%, B P4 W TFe & i 15.48%. TiO, ¥ i
6.13%; ERJEW 1) V,05 T it 0.186%, (= tH 25U 62y
1/2; EIJE R # MgO &1 18.34%, NEEVEH Y 3 175,
I ALO, ¥ & 3.80%, £ NP5 U 732 —; ENJE
WAFEILE S &5 0.016%, BT RRL .

1.2 EER R AT

M 2 v FHH, ENJew 40 HEi3%7, 0.4 mm UL
R 4.21%; 2P B R4, 2 mm DL
B =% 18.97%. ENJEH” TFe Ml TiO, S (A RtkL
JEE A A S A R A R R ZE PG4 TFe 1 TiO, s
HBBE KL LA A 2 A AR S N R . ENE
" TFe #1 TiO, 4 )& FE53 A 7E 0.125 ~ 0.25 mm Y
HhEDREZR, AT ER 50 R 92.74% . 91.64%; ZEVY
" TFe Fll TiO, 4:J& F 23 A 7E 0.4 ~ 2 mm A
5 0.074 mm DL B8 ANRL G, Ho 4 AR 00 ok

66.20%. 65.01%.
1.3 WYL

TR 2H A B AR A B N e 25 SR an e 3
e M3 AIE M, EDJEn PR & it 22.42%,
EETIH Y 9.53% =5 12.89 N 43 ; EJE W hik
B, BiAk . Wik S A IS, ML 4.24,
1.53 F15.42 N E . ENJER HREkmieke . Bkeke™,
JokAT B BRAA A B 435510 82.92% . 60.89% , 84.27%,
BV T 51.66. 33.97. 5.08 AN 3 A, W
BT AP T I

BR gk AR, DR TR Bk Rk LA BDRCIR Sy
F, AR 0.003 ~ 0.31 mm, K ER4> LA S B
(LI 1(a)), 30 5L R AR B itk A T ko O
K 1)) BEPua ek ekm LIk AT S Sk
A, ATRIEE 0.03 ~ 0.70 mm, HAAIR/D (WA 1(b)),
TR VR RE D™ it AN, AR 2, Tl )
(SRR — R A e I B AR (LR 1(d)).
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Table 2 Results of full size sieve analysis
—— % TFedt /% TiO, 5 1v/% TFe/3 i %1% TiO, 5341 %/ %
ENJem 2Py N BT e 2T ENJem” 2Py BN PR
+2 18.97 13.61 4.89 16.58 15.26
-2 ~+0.90 14.83 14.51 5.67 13.82 13.84
-0.90 ~+0.40 4.21 18.72 9.79 14.65 1.03 5.75 2.27 17.61 1.38 17.72
-0.40 ~+0.25 30.37 8.87 12.50 15.92 1.39 6.31 20.90 9.07 13.39 9.21
-0.25 ~+0.18 45.35 7.00 15.92 16.56 2.39 6.69 39.75 7.44 34.38 7.70
-0.18 ~ +0.154 11.30 2.51 30.19 16.95 7.04 7.05 18.79 2.74 25.24 2.92
-0.154 ~ +0.125 6.56 6.75 36.84 17.45 8.96 7.11 13.30 7.56 18.63 7.90
-0.125 ~+0.10 2.21 1.23 41.03 17.79 9.99 7.47 4.99 1.41 6.99 1.51
-0.10 ~ +0.074 4.93 17.65 7.09 5.58 5.75
-0.074 16.21 17.47 6.82 18.19 18.19
At 100.00 100.00 18.16 15.57 3.15 6.08 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
x3 TETYREREFREENESR
Table 3 Determination results of main mineral content and monomer dissociation degree
— Bt 5% AR B %
ARG ZN7R ik JikAT ARG ZN7R ik JikAT
ENJew 2242 2.47 0.34 76.47 82.92 60.89 7.36 84.27
ity 9.53 6.71 1.87 81.89 31.26 26.92 48.78 79.19

B
g &
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(c) BPRLIRBARE BT (38 T Ik RO, <100
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Fig. 1 Occurrence of titanomagnetite in Indonesian and Panxi ores
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2 REFER

ERJEHRLEE 0.9 mm DL, HAEKREER0 ik A7 L
J& 0.003 ~ 0.31 mm, KFHR5: DL AR 23, #5 LA B
ReRA T oA b 250 R 3 mm LT, HAKRE
R RATRIEE 0.03 ~ 0.70 mm, B>, P, A%
“REML LG . BB A RN, FU7E S5 X B e
W REE PG 3 BISRH “—BEEE” | P BB Bk
JEFC ) 358 R A A R A A g R Y, R A
XMQ350x160 mm HHEERESHL, XCRS-0400x240 mm

FHL R 22 FH S R L
3 RBLERRLI
3.1 MifRfEbRE R
3.1 BEREE
FRAEZE VLR AR Bk 22 50 M 25 R B o

BRI 00 B e i 0 280 IR 75%, ERJEW
W37 96 kKA/m, AP0 —BY . B g E 45

A 240 kA/m 5 96 kA/m., RIGZER LT 4~ 6,

F4 ENRW BiEiAELER

Table 4 Test results of Indonesian mine grinding

/% BRI /%
JER" B[] /min ~0.074 mm 7 /% e P25 % - -

TFe TiO, TFe TiO,

it 17.84 43.51 8.86 43.11 51.12

0 0 == 82.16 12.47 1.84 56.89 48.88
B 100.00 18.39 3.13 100.00 100.00

HEH™ 13.84 5427 10.64 40.84 47.05

10 80.60 ==t 86.16 12.63 1.92 59.16 52.95
B 100.00 18.39 3.13 100.00 100.00

K 13.18 55.48 10.66 39.76 44.89

15 95.40 B 86.82 12.76 1.99 60.24 55.03
B 100.00 18.39 3.13 100.00 100.00

it 12.51 56.40 10.68 38.37 42.69

20 99.40 A 87.49 12.96 2.05 61.63 58.11
B 100.00 18.39 3.13 100.00 100.00

=5 BET—BRERANER
Table 5 Test results of primary grinding in Panxi mine
Wi /% [l %%
JEG 5 8] /min —0.074 mm & /% 7 T2 5%

TFe TiO, TFe TiO,

it 37.00 23.53 7.81 56.24 47.14

0 16.21 =27 63.00 10.75 5.14 43.76 52.86
251 100.00 15.48 6.13 100.00 100.00

it 21.12 36.39 9.42 49.65 32.46

3 35.40 e 78.88 9.88 5.25 50.34 67.54
Ay 100.00 15.48 6.13 100.00 100.00

TN 18.81 40.17 9.57 48.81 29.37

5 50.10 W 81.19 9.76 5.33 51.19 70.63
oy 100.00 15.48 6.13 100.00 100.00

Gt 16.19 44.50 9.82 46.54 25.94

7 64.00 == 83.81 9.87 5.42 53.46 74.06
251 100.00 15.48 6.13 100.00 100.00
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Table 6 Test results of secondary grinding in Panxi mine
/% [1%/%
JE BT [E]/min —0.074 mm % /% J il T2 %

TFe TiO, TFe TiO,

it 57.62 52.48 1033 83.10 63.19

3 76.50 ==t 42.38 14.51 8.18 16.90 36.81

B 100.00 36.39 9.42 100.00 100.00

it 55.85 53.27 10.34 81.75 61.30

5 83.70 == 44.15 15.04 8.26 18.25 38.70

oy 100.00 36.39 9.42 100.00 100.00

KR 54.08 54.15 1035 80.47 59.42

7 90.00 A 45.92 15.47 8.32 19.53 40.58

220N 100.00 36.39 9.42 100.00 100.00

G 53.54 54.26 10.37 79.83 58.94

9 93.60 B 46.46 15.80 8.33 20.17 41.06

220N 100.00 36.39 9.42 100.00 100.00

M AN FEH, ME BT 4E-0.074 mm & &
BN, KW 7= RN [ SR T A, AF T TFe AN
TiO, it of B Wi 88 55 4 S0 4 2 —0.074 mm 7% &
80.60% I}, A] 35 7% 13.84% ., TFe fifii 54.27%.
TiO, i {37 10.64%. TFe [F1Ii 3 40.84% WIKS W, 1t
B A" TFe i 12.76%; 25575 FESAS . K50 i oL
FNNSCR A, i EDJE AT BE A 240 2 —0.074 mm 7%
7 80.60%.,

MR 5 E W, BEE BT 41)%-0.074 mm & &
BN, RS BN SR BT AR, KB TFe Al
TiO, &t o7 2 Wi 42 1 s 2B 5 410 —0.074 mm % &
35.40% I, A K452 3R 21.12% ., TFe fhifi 36.39% .
TiO, il 9.42%. TFe [IY % 49.65% FAEH", BT
FEW" TFe (il 9.88%; 255 25 FE AR . AH W F= 3K H

TR, B e R P B — BB 41 4 —0.074 mm 7
T 35.40%,

M 6 W] F H, & BED 4% -0.074 mm ¥ 5
BN, RS Z RN SR AR, KB TFe Al
TiO, i 37 2 W7 4 /& 5 S 0 40 B2 —0.074 mm 7 i
90.00% I, A] K152 54.08% . TFe fhfi 54.15%.
TiO, S 7 10.35% . TFe [FIY% 80.47% HIKEH™, It
R TFe A 15.47%; L3537 BRI | KE0 7=
FEDSCR, i 22000 — BB A 41 % 8 —0.074 mm
i 90.00% .

312 EZHEHah

VoV AR AR T 1 — B e N — B
VEFR PRI R, I S e S TR AR S AR bR H
B, RS IR 7,

% 7 /)u.*i 'ﬁ*E*TH:E)L %
Table 7 Comparison of processes and indicators %
Ei=ta1
i BEH 4% (—0.074 mm7; i)
7 FERR TFefh it TiO, &L TFelalJi
B G 13.84 5427 10.64 40.84
EpJe T — BB ik 80.60
=00 86.16 12.59 1.98 59.16
’ o , K™ 11.42 54.15 10.35 39.95
PG BRI BB S B 1 90.00
By 88.58 10.49 5.59 60.05
M 7 AIEH, EIJ)EEJ‘ R — B A, TS 54.27% WRG W, T 2R PE 075 B O R B B By
40 FF —0.074 mm & B 80.60% I k15 TFe f {if 7 AR A B —-0.074 mm & 90.00%
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I 3R1S TFe §h7 54.15% WIRER™, EDJE MDA
WEwE DB AR SR . 7ERS R TFe fb (i 3
AMFEEO T, EBJEs B TFe fbf 12.59%, 3¢
YT 10.49% 55 1.10 N EH 58, A 25
LA R L AT T koA R A 23R 3 k™ e e il st
AR 25 B B Tio, s 1.98%, 4%k
VORI 5.59% ik 3.61 A~ E 43 5, MR R T

Yt 15 & JC IR i
3.2 EERAZE S

HRAEED e 52V IR ER IR AR RS, S5 5 -
B b S i 0 B 2RV Ak TR AN AR, X
EJER FEEPG I AT T IR BUAA ST L, 4558 UL
%8,

#=8 EHBAEELER
Table 8 Estimated results of iron selection cost
Ejen -
T N - N -
BN AR/ (TT ) B T AT AN AR/ (TTt ) BTN T At
Wi 0 0 0 5 1 5
— Bk 18 1 18 12 1 12
B 0 0 0 15 02112 3.168 0
FEuabr 2 0.861 6 1.7232 6 0.885 8 53148
R/ 5 0.138 4 0.692 0 5 0.1142 0.5710
AT SR AR 20.42 26.05
FRADRE AR 147.51 228.14

M 8 Al L, e BB IR AR 2R
BB KR AL A SAMRSE IR, 2
0 B IS A B YA IR 5.63 T, [ I LAY
ZE S MURIER e BARIRTR A BEE YA 80.63 JT.
P, A5 IRz A YRS T, 72T S 12

UKW TFe fb LA S B TE L, ERJE AT B2k %
AL TV,
3.3 KEHEZER

JEARYRG T TR SRS, XA e A
FEEVGPYAGH AT T A2E 20 R, SR I3 9,

®9 BUUESRESTER

Table 9 Results of chemical multi-element analysis of concentrate

%

Rl TFe FeO Fe,0, TiO, V,0, Ca0
ENJersn 54.27 29.08 4527 10.64 0.68 0.72
i 54.15 31.47 43.34 10.35 0.61 1.16

2ME 0.12 -2.39 1.93 0.29 0.07 —0.44

7 MgO ALO, Si0, S P Cl
EpJe R 3.72 3.67 4.60 0.042 0.027 0.012
PRy 2.24 3.70 453 0.260 0.004 0

FEN 1.48 —-0.03 0.07 -0.218 0.023 0.012

M 9 FIE H, BN RV A oo 4 P

R LA AN MR S TR
( CaO+MgO+ALO,+Si0,) =12.71%, ¢ 25 P4 K5 5 14
11.63% & 1.08 D 40w ENEHEH A HFE LR S &
H0.042% BEEVIREH K 0218 A 405, H CL &
RV R 0.012 4~ F 53, BEFR A B A
RS, R SETE Cl T ZE A R a8

1) ENJE Mg b J@ 34 21 g b Ik, ki BE7E 0.9 mm
PITR, TFe F1 TiO, it o7 it A 55 A% 4 52 28 W £ i 1)
FEB, BRREARAT ISR 43 LA AR 2 30 BE P HIL ARG
J&FRIUIR, 5256 = T iR AL BE, TFe A1 TiO, &z
BB 5 A0 A1 St 20 AR R AR T R I e B, B Ak
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AR D RIS R TiO, i, DR BB 6 11
2)3RFF TFe din AR S HORGH I, ENJER00 e AR Bk B 1 E.
BT AR EE PG PUBRRE Bk B, {5 2 — B 3)ENJEHHEE S it 0.042%, BEFEARIGEHRIILAR

PETAR, BN JE DT W A S 2 VG ALK Ak Ik A, {H CL A 0.012%, 55 4 5 56 1 HOH w3 0 1)
24 80 Ju/t, (AR K B A TFe M i RS & T2E75 5™, J&
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