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Abstract; With sodium metabisulfite as a reducing agent, the copper-cobalt oxide ore of chrysocolla was treated by
reductive leaching process in sulfuric acid solution system, and the controlling factors in the process were systematically
optimized by adopting a central composite design for response surface methodology. Based on investigation of effects of
various factors on cobalt leaching rate, appropriated leaching conditions were obtained for reducing the interference
caused by silica gel during the leaching process. The results show that under the following optimal conditions, including
sulfuric acid with an initial concentration of 2.0 mol/L, temperature of 80 °C, liquid and solid in a ratio of 4 ml/g,
stirring at a speed of 350 r/min and leaching time of 30 min, the cobalt leaching rate can reach 85.16%.
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1.1 REERREE

TG SR FLAE A A A B el b [ O S A PR
AIRAE, AR HAEME KRR (4) , 400 B E
RTINSk A SF- SR EE 180 pum, X 54T
PEATAZE AT 5 R LR 1, 3R 1 aln, JE g i
1190.120% ,3E 4 J®ICE Si0, & i N56.473% , #ERR2H
51 CaO il MgO & 143710 2.973%F1 18.818%

Rl HILEOHRUESITER (RESH)
Table 1  Chemical composition of chrysocolla ore %
Co Cu MgO Si02 F5203 A1203 Mn CaO SO3

0.120 3.997 18.818 56.473 3.104 9.260 0.197 2.973 0.330

W SEM-EDS 7 fr &5 R WL 1 Fik 2, &hom )
FESMGE L, Z R R EE N SRRA B
B A¥EMAsA,

FLER SEM B
SEM images of chrysocolla ore

K2 BEIEREDS HHMER (FRESHE)

Table 2 EDS analysis of chrysocolla ore %
RV EZ Bl 1 fbRiES C 0 Mg Al Si P K Ca Mn Fe Co Cu
. — 29.00 — — 0.57 9.89 — — 1.73 — 124 57.13
[FE{R ray 1
— 30.19 0 0.27 0.36  11.64 — — — 0.40 — 57.13
it 2 — 31.14  0.86 0.41 2.91 — 0.20 048 2358  0.67 1197 26.79
. 7.70  35.1 0.0 0.05 0.24 — — — — 0.26 — 56.47
ALAeri 3 o o
8.17  36.16  0.06 0.10 0.17 0.12 — — — 0.34 — 54.87
e — .83 . . . — — . — . — .
HALET 4 37.8 7.41 454 1774 0.24 1.58 29.95
— 3435  0.86 0.59  19.02 — 0.19 — — 0.41 — 43.99
ag 5 — 53.24 — 0.17  46.59 — — — — — — —
g3/l 6 — 45.13 2222 13.66  15.27 — — — — 0.57 0.10 3.04
Hutd 7 — 4516 258 1925  20.33 — 8.19 — — 1.61 0.05 1.48
Hzof 8 — 51.44 1258 — — — — 22.97 — 0.11 — 0.17

1.2 RIEREBRFE
AL A gL DL Co™ TE 2AEAE , ME DL B e R

Mg th i A R oI AGE JFGADRE Co™ 3B Co™ ik

AT IR O SR AR R N (S BTk, TN Ak



110 owm LB 45 %
R o R A AR ) B ROV AT ®4  CCD BT EREMIXEER
CoO + H,S0, == Co0SO, + H,0 (1) Table 4 CCD matrix and experiment results
4Co0(OH) + 3H,S0, + Na,S,0, —— K WEA WEB WEC WHED WMV, %
4CoS0, + Na,S0, + 5H,0  (2) 60 1S 3 a0 81.17
2 80 2.0 4 350 84.88
2C0,0, + 3H,50, + Na,5,0; 3 60 1.5 3 300 78.87
4CoS0, + 3H,0 + Na,SO, (3) 4 80 2.0 2 250 81.25
2 R 7R BC AT AL T i 0 v B b gk AT il 5 80 1.0 4 250 79.35
JI250 mL BB = HBHUME MRS R RS 0 o T L o
%o FERRIRTE T, DU B G A3 R AR &, IR 8 40 2.0 4 250 77.74
A TEIE E N 30 min, YHIGE FHE R TAERE S B a 9 40 2.0 4 350 79.18
s N . . e R BRI 10 80 1.0 4 350 85.25
ﬁﬁﬁl/\fﬁfﬁ}‘iﬂj%&qﬂﬁfﬁ@ 5 min, fITA — & AR R Flid o o s 5 00 40,00
JE5 A ST 12 40 1.0 2 350 76.58
13 REeigit 13 100 1.5 3 300 82.99
. s , , . 14 40 2.0 2 350 76.14
HC2H A 3T (central composite design, CCD‘) iy s 20 20 ) 250 7710
5587 1] Design-Expert 10.0.1.0 3 {4, il i % 856 16 60 15 3 300 80.41
RN PERE, B0 T. 2450, kAl Tah&s 17 40 1.0 4 250 73.82
b N g e o vt L 18 40 1.0 4 350 75.93
B A EAEFRIOCR , DA S DA A i 50 v 8 i 1k 1 %0 50 . 250 85,04
ARSI R RIRER A SR TR R S 20 60 15 3 300 80.92
(ICP-OES, Spectro Arcos, fi [ SPECTRO 7 &) ) I 5 f 21 60 1.5 3 300 80.73
. ot s R 2 40 1.0 2 250 71.76
?F%Eﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%&:ﬁ%o it S /N ’ 6 s s 200 8113
KH. 24 60 1.5 3 300 80.10
cv 25 60 0.5 3 300 77.16
Yo, = ol (4) 26 60 2.5 3 300 83.68
] s o L 27 80 1.0 2 250 78.82
Krf Yo, WEHR AR % 5 C NIl 2 1Y B ik 28 80 2.0 2 350 82.23
B, mg/L; V R BUER IS % W B AR, mL; o R 29 20 L5 3 300 67.85
(7% M ik BB R ot e 30 80 1.0 2 350 80.04
R A T AL A (0.120% ) |, 15858 38 55 HH . .
L (0.120% ) i 22 EBHEN CCD RBERSH

R REE R 1% , 7 CCD iR h £ %2R
(A,C) WITARHERESE (B, mol/L) R . (C,mL/g)
FEPESH (D, v/ min) FYFZIR, VGG R Y, R f
{EH, CCD X5 HZEF/KF-an3 3 s,

&3 CCDIRBERMAF
Table 3  Factors and levels in CCD experiment
K S\ W#E B W C e
-2 20 0.5 1 200
-1 40 1.0 2 250
0 60 L.5 3 300
80 2.0 4 350
2 100 2.5 5 400

2 AR SHE

CCD iRIIFIT RIRIEE R
CCD IRI VBT PR I 25 R LK 4,

2.1

K R 30 R A R AR RSB A i 5 R
IR R R A M REFLE A 0 113 Hh A A

FRHE J7 25 20 A, Tl DA 6 1) S8 = 1 A 6 &5 2R 4
FSHUR, WT—E 8 A B, R F AR K
T F A B8 A8, (o FH oA 50 565 SAF A R 1 T
AL AT Y IR HAS I F (H N 8.94, X & B E 1,
IRE RN FLE A YR B G AR E p
B4 0.769 4( KT 0.05) , R “ R BAEAM G 2
EEEI GO

BERNC BG4 R L% 6, AR BIR P A2
T TR A fe AR AR, WA 5 1 R AT B B S/ T
PHEEETE R R R A WL G 0 Y R
EHEY R 0.958 6, 5IHHEE 1 R7(0.920 0) — 3, fit
PRI H BTN R?M0.788 2, P44 J5 1) R S5 R® A1
ZENLAE 20% LAY, AR RS R4 — 3, R mER
W O R R R A B P i R
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Table 5  Significance test results of regression model

28 M AdE ¥ FE pfE ik

Mean vs total 188 200 1 188 200
Linear vs mean  355.78 88.94 29.60 < 0.000 1
2FT vs linear 14.81 2.47 0.78 0.5975
0.0007 B3

0.89  0.58
1.53

Cubic vs quadratic ~ 7.10 0.769 4 Aliased

4
6

Quadratic vs 2FI  42.48 4 10.62 8.94
8
Residual 10.72 7

At 188700 30  6289.02

xo HELCRFITHER

Table 6  Statistical results of models

KIEJE  BllksE Bk

28 bRl R = =K s
Linear 1.73 0.8257  0.7978 0.7378 112.97
2F1L 1.78 0.8600  0.786 4 0.690 9 133.19
Quadratic 1.09 0.9586  0.9200 0.788 2 91.28
Cubic 1.24 0.9751 0.8969 -1.709 8 1167.66

REFLAE A Pl T 208 R S AR DL 1 9 e o T
BRI 7 22001 3% 7, nTLLAE TR 00 4R 6 FR vk
FEXTREFLAE A iR A B i 3 E FH (p<0.000 1), JE 3t
Feds FE R/ INAT N, 45 P28 64 T R 12 H 5 I 114 K
AN Ry IR (A) STIERBR IR FE (B) > L (C) >
P PR (D) >0 LA B R v B 5 40 P i 1Y) 22 B
(BD) >V B 5% [ e i 22 BEAEH (AC) > L 54
PRI B 1Y 22 AR (CD) >0 b 5 R e 5 5 11 LE 1)

R HEILEABERGIEAESW
Table 7 Variance analysis for sulfuric acid leaching of cobalt

from chrysocolla

S¥C TR Bl By FE pfE Bk

I 413.07 14 29.50 24.83  <0.0001 B
A 259.33 1 259.33  218.20  <0.000 1
B 51.23 1 51.23 43.11  <0.000 1
C 32.20 1 32.20 27.09 0.000 1
13.02 1 13.02 10.95 0.004 8
AB 0.29 1 0.29 0.24 0.630 3
AC 3.14 1 3.14 2.64 0.124 8
AD 0.019 1 0.019 0.016  0.9019
BC 0.55 1 0.55 0.46 0.506 2
BD 10.16 1 10.16 8.55 0.0105
CD 0.65 1 0.65 0.55 0.470 8
A? 36.14 1 36.14 30.41 < 0.000 1
B2 0.29 1 0.29 0.24 0.630 0
c? 3.93 1 3.93 3.31 0.089 1
D? 0.56 1 0.56 0.47 0.503 1
B2 17.83 15 1.19
I 15.19 10 1.52 2.88 0.1276 AEFHE
gl 2% 2.64 5 0.53

SR 430.89 29

ZHAE M (BC) > i FE 5 0 46 fi B2 V& & 1Y 52 HAE
(AB) >TRE St R EAEH (AD) .

5 F {EL(24.83) FIHER p {H(<0.000 1) B ff Ik
PR LA o 0 3 P, GRS T 3 Y 48L5 A 2R
[ FE.(2.88) Fl p {H(0.127 6) ], — AR FE 73Uk
TREALEAT WP TR

i TG R 1Rt 3 A ) =2 17 T PR AN S 2 PR AL
B2, MIE 2 Al 2 IR EE 00 06 B R Wk 3 0 5k
JE IR (] b A5 S RO AL A 1 3 D IR T2 3 A v g [l
R A AR OIS Hor 35 L IR RS RN R B R vk
X e AR A e R B S R AT 2 (a) TT I, AR MY R
STt JE N, R RO R U A PR
FR TS AE , pH (BT =, REICIZ TG 22 A7 e Ak 1
g, W 2(b) M(d) AF LA S X 4 R
AR HEAE P Al ] SRR B A o e R g £
HE 2(c)  (e) FICE) AT UL A IRTAC %8 il 25 8 1 L 384
MG, H 1 2 H s 38 B 2% F e o7 T e R 25 2k
IR WD AR R IR MR J3E T B8 0 Y 8 MO ] L 2 ik
FLAE A B 3 B RS () AR S P R
T FE FNA) 6 B R Tk B 2 LA A R TR B Al o R 1 O
SR
23 MUEHFTRUERIERRE

XoF M 1 Y TR At 1 25 o YR R R B 1 i e
K0S v B BLG  FERTU BE R R B B 2R B UE
5, R JFSR AR AN H B oA BT Y 1%, VI IR iR
TR 2.0 mol/L Y& & FE 4 mL/g FiEFE# B 350 1/min
BT 30 min 500 T, AT TR 1R SR,
ERILE 3(a) s IR 80 °C, Hifh & FAAE #4774
IR B IR TR B2 B i g, 25 R WL 3 (b) . H &l 3(a) AT
R U E Al (R AR 3 S 3 > T R R
Bl RO BRSPS RS iR
MR R R R 212 N R, BB 3(b) AT, PItR
T TR R FEE B 5E H R  8  5 )  ve J  aod
2.0 mol/LJ5 , RZEHG A R A &, & B R R IF IR T
Rk 33 5 i i o 000 45 SR AR — B, 156 D U B R R
JE ik o AR RE R h L A3 5 R R A RN, TE S TR
BCRERE , S A G R HE I 1 [ 43 5 MR BE i R
SRR 0 LUOKS A Ak V8 R0 ) ke J5E 198 A B, S W)
B N I E A R A R R ST, T sk
A S BRI S:

W R A B R A = S AR LR Y 1%, 12
At E] 30 min, i3 Design-Expert 10.0.1.0 #4715 241
25T REE 80 °C WA BRAR IR E 2.0 mol/L WK [#]
H 4 mL/g BFEEEE 350 o/ min FEICARAFE F AT T 3 1K
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Fig.2 Response surface graphs and corresponding contour plots for acid leaching of cobalt under various interactions

(b)

(@)
85
S uf o
z Lur
mx 70 - m”

1 1 76 1 1 1 1 1
20 40 60 80 100 0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

M/ C PISHRERYR K / (mol - L)
(a) MREE; (b) VIRBLERRE
B3 RBRESYARRRERIELRER

Fig.3  Verification test of temperature and

60 1 1 1

initial sulfuric acid concentration

IR, 25 AR 3R 8 Frn . Bk g KR iz
A B Y92 R T 3K 85.16%

3 45

1) SR FHWED R i 1AT 325 X5 it P JLR Hh 2% AR BEA T A
B AR AT 45 SRR, AR Rz Z R R
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Table 8 Verification test results

5 BRERIE (mg - L) WREARBUmL R/ %
1 180.55 56.7 85.31
2 168.24 60.1 84.26
3 178.40 57.8 85.91
R 85.16

ZEH AR FHRZ A, HE I B 5 0 e B TR Ve 5 i A 12
R OCHEN

2) RHAGIRE L A TP LSRR
TRBRRRVEE 2.0 mol/L I 80 °C M [E Lk 4 mL/g fii
Y E 350 v/min 32 HEFHE] 30 min, 250 T 4597
Fl ik 85.16%,

3) i Rz T 3 g AR AR B s S i L iR
R BB A RO D R R TR B S e R AT S
KIS ERE RIS
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