374 4w E7 A = Vol. 37, No. 4
2018 4E 4 A ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY April 2018

DOI:10.7524/j.issn.0254- 6108.2017091407
RATR, ZEAOHE, ST A5 BT R SRR R b R S A AR AR S 2R E AR B[ T ] BRBE A4 2018 ,37(4) :880-888.
ZHU Jiemin, LI Mengya, ZHENG Decong, et al. Distribution and chemical stabilization of heavy metals in municipal solid waste incineration fly ash

of Chongqing[ J].Environmental Chemistry,2018,37(4) ;880-888.

BERMURRRE CIKPEEE S HHHE
R ENL LR

AR FHIE ORBR R M MW IRm”

(DY R R =R DX AR A R HOTT R EL A SE 0, DY P RS W R 2 B, FIR, 400716)

 OE R CORAHE IRz RN BRIR A A T R 3,4, 6- Eai A =R =
FHERVE AR A2 R B R T s A e A ) PR AR T ROR A A B SR X 4, BT e — 25 S 3 MG I A
GREAASCR IR IE 2 SR 3 P2y IR SRR fhim 7 28 45 R R W, E IRl B3 38 R A%
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Distribution and chemical stabilization of heavy metals
in municipal solid waste incineration fly ash of Chongqing

ZHU Jiemin LI Mengya ZHENG Decong CAI Min CHEN Jianbo JIANG Changsheng ™"

(Key Laboratory. of Eco-environments in Three Gorges Reservoir Region of Ministry of Education,

College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging, 400716, China)

Abstract; Using sodium sulfide, sodium phosphate, sodium diethyl dithiocarbamate, ammonium
dibuyl dithiophosphate , tri-mercarpto-S-triazinetrisodium salt as chemical stabilization agents to treat
the fly ash from a-waste incineration power plant in Chongqing, this study aimed to find an optimal
stabilization method for fly ash with single or mixture agents. The results showed that the particle size
of MSWI fly ash was mainly distributed in the range of 48—1700 wm. The contents of Cu, Pb, Zn,
Cd and Hg in the fly ash were significantly higher than their corresponding soil background values.
The speciation of Cu, Zn, Pb, Cd, Cr in the particles in the size distribution of 880—1700 pm,
250—880 pm, 150—250 pm, 75—150 pm, and 48—75 pm, is identical to that of the mixed

sample. In the single agent stabilization experiment, 8% sodium sulfide, 8% sodium phosphate,
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4.2% DDTC, 4.2% ammonium dibuyldithiophosphate, 4.2% the tri-mercarpto-S-triazinetrisodium
salt could all lower the leaching concentration of fly ash to meet the Control Standard of Municipal
Solid Waste Landfill, and 8% sodium sulfide reagent had the lowest cost among them. All the
chemical composite had good stabilization effect, and the best combination of 1.2% sodium sulfide,
1.2% sodium phosphate and 0.8% ammonium dibuyldithiophosphate is cheaper and more effective
than the single reagent.

Keywords: fly ash, waste incineration, chemical stabilization, heavy metal, orthogonal method,

Chongqing.

Bl 2 3R E AT S T A PG R R IRk Ak AR AT S PR s | [ B30 v A 3 S 3 A RO A L B
T AEBRBAANT A L ELA b 3 B PR S 3 T 3 Ak 98 Ak R R BT WSCR) FH A RE A5 DL S A )
FH. AR i AR AR AL B3k T A 6 3 A [T, 207 A T R i B3 A6 08 RO, T H b PR A e 1
1) T 4 N B 2 i 1) RS AR I A E RGBS R Y 44 51 ) (HW 1) RS AR 43 1 B8k R k4% ( f&
IR I A7 5 G AR Y (GB 18597—2001 ) K £ 16 & Wy L HR V5 Y 2 il A vE) ( GB 18598—2001 ) i
FIAE A 3R E B SR BE CIR M 28GRI AELIT B AR o7 A A W0 ) o8 4 Tl R B 4 ) 11
ARGE S AP B AL P R A R R OR S R R TS Y H T [ AT T KO Y G E A AL B X
TR EE AR BB AR KA AR A A

250 Ak AR R A 2 24 7003 5 Ak 2% SO A A 25 35 ) O e A A I e TG B Pk B AR B 7
Wy R, R LT Ak AR AR AR B (I 2 A 2 45 M S T A i i R R 5 8 48 L i
BRI BRRE A AL B A R AR RN R S T A MR E R (I E A R E A )
50T A0 37 S Ak B ) 2470 e R AR Ak B A B T 62 IR IR R A A O A
1o AR R R ) 24 7R 2 e 7R 3 7 JE B

ARICRHIERE S, RGN T i3 b LR S B ) A2 f A0 O EE 4 RS A 9 52 i), 0 226 e A
HIZGRILL G, IR BIAL SRR RN 2 5530 25 10 e R, S DR B B b KO ) b B L BB AR AR

1 #8557 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 350 5 ok

TR A A R SRR AR B A LT %) SR AR E T SITY2000 30 AR HEAE e he R
HHA AR R e+ CE Tk R R+ A AR AR & T2 SRR ITE 105 CTF T4 24 h &
T 5, 2 B s A R — SR 5 oL B R 4 (G.R.) , A LR E R RIR I AR (=
KA IR TR RS T RN ) T R (T R R ER R ) (TMT-15(2, 4, 6- =3y = =
) FEB A (C.PY).

1.2 SEE Tk
1.2.1  RIRFEARB R T

A5 10 H (1700 pm) 18 H (880 wm) .60 H (250 wm) 100 H (150 wm) 200 H (75 wm) .
300 H (48 pm) fLAEMIFRAET , X 2 kg CORPE S 20 BIHEF T 4, W AN [RDREAR RO %) ot 2t 0 B0 F 3R
oA,

BEbe COHRE i B 4 14 4 e A BT SR R T 8 09 0 1, 6 HINO,-H, 0,-HF T f# IR RS20 f
MD6 2 51 T i ASOK ROBAE b 147 00 i A 3L, D W S0 4 606 B 3 (' TAS-990 ) 4TI 5E Cu  Pb
Zn .Cd, ¥ JRF IO 2 He.

BEbe CIKFE ST 4 R AL T4 Tessier LR LT . S % L HOCE TR FIL S
0 AT AC A BRIRER S B APURSS &8 B A4 A DRGSR S AN ESE
AT AT
1.2.2 ®KIZ M X A SR R AT

f FH TR B -1 th B 193 10 0B R 2 vk ) (Th AR N RSN EI A AT A% 1 HI/T 300—



882 B2 5% 1k 2 37 %

2007 ) FIAE G by S AE I 3775 Ye b il R v (GB 16889—2008 ) Xif K KA i BE A7 A PR — < B A & TR
SEIHLR  FERE HE 2001 ( L/Kg) T R 3R A ORI IR, F 23 CHR 18 h, i 1E )5 I8
o Cu Pb.Zn . Cd . Ni BT 23 66 EE T (TAS-990) il 5 | Hg K & R I OGE T (F732-V]) il
EHERNESFHUTASXIIE.
BEGESBWE
P> TAS 23 - _
BERESHE) (1 T IR o A R T

j X 100%

1.2.3 FREfbLm

B — 2R AL - S0 TR P JEHLE R A i Ak A A IR — 4, AL A T B R 2
&R B TN TMT-15. 23 A 5e & " B SZI0 g 1 LG R B 243 B 1% 2% 3% |
4% 5% 6% 1% 8% , LA . T #eMZy =53 = e =R R4 510 0.6% . 1.2% 1.8% .2.4% .
3.0% .3.6% 4.2% 4.8%.

BA RN IESRGEA 530 UL SR AE S T 8 B 2E A HLES ], AL R iR =& TohL 2
), BRI TR 1 PR 3 Fh I 2 AR e Lot

®1 ELLREGT

Table 1 Orthogonal experiments design

K Factor
KA .
ol A el B Bl A C LR THRL
Sodium sulfide/ % Sodium phosphate/ % Sodium dibuyl dithiophosphate/DDTC/ %
1 1.2 1.2 0.6/0.4
2 2.4 2.4 1.2/0.8
3 3.6 3.6 1.8/1.2
4 4.8 48 2.4/1.6

R IR IR T — i B, T RS TR TR S 0 o — e b S A
RN E SCRAE AL 7 PR 2 FRIRZE R A % 150 mL BEAR, 5K 1 1:1(g/mL) ¥
B2 Tk, FEAMAEAR BEEE 10 min, S Je Helky FLUSSE B RaE A8, 350 R 98 7 o, FRRGE I &
TRFEAMR A F KR 40 CHET 12 WG I | FIFES ML A2 I By — 5 1 TR P05 1 v — RS o
VI YRR T L i 9.5 i 1 AR ORI A, LRI 520

S LB I 1 - R B APt ST 3 158 S0 S M A0 0 9 b R A, B T
AR 5 IR N KLl Bebh 22 R3S K Fm iR 45 B F IR R 28758 I 262 S0 S
BREE) 5 565 B It R S O, B X0 17 PR 2 F M K T R A 2 8 R 5 45 5 0 1
= 5 R A T A 24 Bk S R 7 %6 A S AR

K, h i KTRERME AT = Y i/n,n H i KT FIOEEWEGR=K,, K, , B K shAH08/ VL.

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 RIRKAR S A

KIKIARA AU 1 BT R R 1 AL, 98.719% Y 51 P T b 3 A B KRR AR S TR AE 48—1700 pum
Z I, KT 1700 wm B RIKRARAL 5 0.77% , PR “ B AL TORL " 38 22 ;48—T75 pm 1Y CRRIAE (5 6.41%,
B ORI, /NT 48 um B KR E 0.52%.
22 RKPMEEEASESH

P2 G T H KT RIRAE RS WK P E AR ) E . AR AT, €K Cu P Zn Cd Hg & 83 KiE
R PR e S A E ST R B KR AE B BT LA K TR E KU s Zn 5 Ph Y IR
i, Cu IR, X S #2522 ek [ S i 1) A 3 I A B KR IS AR B 1 R 4
J& WA 25 S 4518 — B it 5 PR I SR e B AR e R TP R AR S KN F B YE T
PEAFERE B P B4 B SR/ Zn 5 Ph MERZDRU R B w PR IE R, NI, Bl b 3 A
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BRI Zn A1 Ph Mm EEL

R2 EWESEAE KPR E SRR R AR (mg-kg™)

Table 2 Comparing of the concentration of major heavy metals in fly ash with soil background value in Chongqing

Cu Zn Cd Pb Ni Cr Hg
+- 3925 5411 Soil background value 22.87 78.22 0.14 23.52 37.38 49.08 0.04
KK Fly ash 637.3 2209.1 210.8 1135.9 71.5 135.9 34.9

M2 JBR T E4ERAE RSB AE oL i B 2 %, B R AE b €K BR T 4 & B4 A Fl 4%
B9 T 8 48 o i/ i — 3. Cu . Zn .Cd . Pb 7E 250—880 wm 3t Bl 4 & & 5% 55, 1 Ni 5 Cr 76 150—
250 G Bl & e, He 76 E A PTE/NT 150 wm (4930 B A AR AH DCRIFSE N 51 110180 [y S 6 25 31
M 4 R S AR i 2 3 R AR E B O EWEFE WK LS 50 ed 2R

80 - 4100 2500 B2 A(880—1700 pm)
—o— KirfR A § s | EZEEEE B(250—880 um)
- —a— B 80 & 2 00k | 02020 == C(150—250 im)
S o0t z 2 _ ¢ e D(75—150 pm)
0 2 7 %
5 B2 7 n e E(48—75 um
g 1% 2 5 ? | = rmami
g s £ & 500} } At
g 40 = E< ¢
2 = 5= i
2 40 é o2 g
2 ° 4
= z £ & 1000 ?
- Qo %
20 {20 ¢ EE i
g z 7
p= & s00f ?
0 L~ 1 1 1 0 ;
o 1= o o o " %
S (=3 3 v v o~ %
= ~ %] o — | %
'/_\‘ — | | | =) 0 =
< (=1 wy <
§ o s = Hg
Particle size/um Heavy metal element
B1 KRR B2 RIRERGE GRS
Fig.1 Particles size distribution of fly ash Fig.2 Heavy metals distribution in each size of fly ash

2.3 RKTESBIEESH

XA T TR 5] A B C.D B HFR AR K, F K, B 3 XX 6 Ff &K 53
i Tessier 2L Iz 23 1520 B9 L 025 2. & 3 AT UL, BR Ni LL4F, Cu . Pb.Zn Cd,Cr 7£ A ( 880—
1700 wm) .B(250—=880 pm) .C(150—250 wm) .D(75—150 pm) .E(48—75 wm) %5 5 4 KK PR AEIE
B SIRA RN F A AR R AR P, Cu Zn Pb % 3 R &R R CRP EERAES
TR F AL s Cd B IR FR L 45 A 8 5 S S, ERE A S BT Ni 7R R4 ©
B AETE 2500 A AT 22 0 s R PR A4k JRROK F 40 Ni Y 5 B IR AT 25 0 T A2 e 25 MR 48 4 A B 45
IR RR A F B RUR C HIX — R K ARIEE 3 (e) , C 4R CK A = ZEMAA R A8 1E 2 AT 584
A.Cr EEDIFRIE SAELE, YO A L.
24 RKEHMFHHESESERE ST

o R EMA 5 -1 BV T - R 92 v W) (/T 300—2007 ) , BE48L RO FE i A T34 43
7 J5 HoA A 5 5 4 R AR B IR VR 052 e AR iRt kAR 45 R L SR 3R IR 3, HiiR ik
&K B HES], K Zn Phb Cd  Cr,Cu Ni. HiHt Ph Cd  Ni 35978 H T A= S0 A0 A v e 3 PR A,
Phb .Cd iR & @B bRk 9 A5, BEE LR Ni M AR 0.5 F%, K 2. Ni AR — 5 EE b
2 PSR 2RO B AR R S AN ] (HRARIE TR S 4 R, Ni 7 KRR A R 5 Y BRI S
TSR AT A4S AE I Ni B AR ) S R 5 22 b i) Jes R AR B 7 AR I A DG FE 428 Pb Cd Ni AR X AR
FER) AR AR SR URAR ELAT L IR v A XU, R L O AE S A U i, 75 B AT R (b A 3, v P
Cd \Ni WAER QK2 IS A BEAY =2 4 MR AR IE A8 5290t B B 3 52 5 15
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B i AResidual B A HLE5 A A Organic form O #4541k A Fe-Mn oxide
M GREREL 45 A ZsCarbonate 0O 7] 3¢ # A Exchangeable

100% o7 -

80% o g A(880—1700 pm)

60% g g B(250—880 um)

— = C(150—250 um)
40% = = D(75—150 pum)
— i — E(48—75 pm)
20 = B FOR 650)
0 i — ”r
ki
d. PbJEZS A e. NifE 2544 f. CriBZs i
3 RKRMESREESS
Fig.3 Speciation distribution of heavy metals. in/fly ash
x3 CKMELFESRERM (mg L")
Table 3 The leaching toxicity of fly ash and standard limited value
R A EL

)R Cu Zn cd Ph Cr Ni
Heavy metal content
GB 16889—2008 B 40 100 0.15 0.25 4.5 0.5
AR 0.93 10.3 1.55 2.57 1.30 0.75
BB A 0 0 9 9 0 0.5

2.4.1 H—2Z5RI e E LR
F T A — 25 FRE S IR KK Cd Pb Ni (9F& B bR, 45 &l 4 fin.

24r 24 er 24
a. BiAbsl b. BiER S0 c. ZHiR
Sodium sulfide Sodium phosphate Sodium dibuyl

dithiophosphate

Leaching concentration/(mg-L™")

0 06 1218 24 3036 42 48

~ 16 Dosage/% 16 Dosage/% Dosage/%
sl d. TEHBEL e. TMT-15

= Ammonium dibutyl

= 12 dithiophosphate

5]

§ —o—Cd
£ —a—Pb
% —o0—Ni
S AR
g

S

b

|

0 1 1
0 06 1218 24 3036 42 48 06 1218 24 3036 42 48

Dosage/% Dosage/%

4 2R AR

Fig.4 The stabilization result of single agent
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F L 4 AT S vk B I JCHILRTA BIL24 706 OB A AR A (A RS e S8R, 1A MILZ4 FUAH Lt F e L 24
FIEA A RIS (BEXF T Ni R, AR ik B — o i Rae R AR, (E Bl A 43 & 1
K0, B8 ABOCRIE IR A BT B R Ni BR AT 324 28 DAA 322 DUARTE IR I 8 —— R i A 7.

M 4(a) (b)) PO LIE H, R TOHLZG I R AR ALCR  SrAb s B &7 7% 30 T, Pb Cd | Ni
432 L P R A A T I S s e A5 AR ME (GB 16889-2008 ) YRR A, 1M il iR — S 44 T e 4%
INEZERT 8% , L AEARBOIN GO T, A Eh A Lo S 4 AL B i S ATLEE 5 Wl i — S B A e
FEHLEEZEAL, #2825 Pb Cd \Ni Cu.Zn Cr %55 4 8O0 3 AL BUMEVS PEER 2 Rk B ARG e b ROK E 4
J& H B ARYERESE Y 2 XI5 P AR ST B R SR 2 257 B e 10 pH R e Tu I, fH I 4 (a) 1T
HIBAL BN T 25 A R4 Pb Cd %5002, L AT DA% BRI B 5 W B R 28 25 5 (6 T, fe T - stb 3t 22 L
I 25 5 ) RO AR e ALK

A DL R EALRCR , B 4(e) ((d) , (e) T LA H SBRAXS Cd MR E BRI, HK
ROEAS TMT-15;TMT-15 X} Pb iFeE (L RCR Scds , Hkoe: T4 282 AR5 & SR, iX — S E A B
E T 5K 75 (S EEE s AN A PSR ICHLZY R, 4 T E 4R Ni, 3200 BT FH A B2y e 2 AL sc R
S ICHLZ A, W25 50BN &, 20 AR ROR B G MR ARAS B 2.3 R HLZG RIS Ph o Cd Ni I RR S fR AL
R 225 RS F B 7 200 S T B 2 AR 2 5 iR 8 4.2%. PN A T 5B 2
TMT-15 EA/EF LA 250, i HLas =R R #OR i RS A B R 28 il , MU R Bl T
KRR JFE N 1 H 25 5 5 8 4 i e A B A O Y A WL X

S CH,0 S
S 4119
e || N,/ '
/N—C— SNa3H,0 / \ ||/ W 3Na"
CoHs H,NS C,Hy,0 7S/N\/N 5
a. ZHi & b. T4;B2 ¢. 2,4.6- ZHEEA = =050

Sodium diethyl dithiocarbannate  Ammonium dibutyl dithiophosphate ~ Tri-mercarpho-s-triazinetrisodium salt

242 EENFINTEENSCR

F T BAL N B AR — U8 55 TCAL AR A F5 AT , 385 214 9 W48 I mT ARSI R A A 3 i A2 A
SR AL B BEIR — S SAVE N TCHLEA T, e 4R T B B2l | LR BAE A HLEG ] BT W A AR 19 T
B 5 — b AR 5 s A AL AL TE A2 2 B RasE A 7 38, 3R B AL B B — B S5 A HILZG 5 Y
HAERC LG, LA R A& 24550 B0 X0 52 G A RICR IS 00 3 /N A8 A48 s 28 R ELAT UAIG SCEAT
e E BRI R T 3

(1) ZHAEN ARG T2 AL

4 N KR TSR A B — AN B R 250 S I IE A SR A 2R A (B L C 3l R s B N2 )
JEAL TN R AN S S A W RTT LA Y, =R 250 0952 5 A8 AR TR Ni DA A R AR A
KT 90% i1FeE AR LRGP AT /- FTEE A 26 4 SEIRERIEF T 0T A3 23R 5K, K, Ky (K73 3l 0 i
IEAZBETER 1 AR —F i 22 (B NSRS AT UL A Bl B R — U8l A% Cd P B AR 1)
ARG 5842 —8L ¥ A,B,C, X Ni IERAE &0 A B,C,, I TAE 2R 25 Rb 2 52
XS Ni (R EARCRERAN =, T Ni (BB /N T Cd F Ph, T LA 2 ZE0E M F8 bn 2 AR S 4 rh if
JEN Cd 5 Ph FAERALIT SN A,B,C,, Bl 2.4% HIBRALEH 4.8% HIBEIR —24H 3.6% K LA E G2y
A 2R 4 22 B REE T Na,S> NaH, PO, > Z 8 AU AR R 32 Ui e

(2) TRV N A LB AT LK

M6 K7 AT LB, YAV FN T B2, DL Cd R ERBUER % 8838 bR, A, B, D, & it
MR G & R Cd BIRRE ALRCRZ IR B /N R A B0 > BE IR — 04N> T 8 25 L)L P AR
R R SR IRT | AR A L B 2 A,B,D, 2 IR XS Pb iFRE (AR K /N T i B 24
SR AN SBERR — Z080; L Ni IEEBCR N B L8 bRmE, A B, D SR i LR SR R & 52 ma R /N Ky
TR AL BN S TR — 20> T e B2y - (45 ROKR MR B A bR i $hn i fe D 4 &2 A B, D, Bl 1.2%
AOBRAL B | 1.29% ROWEIR — 288 .0.8% 1Y T # R 2.
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Table 4 The distribution of Na,S, NaH,PO, and sodium diethyl dithiocarbamate in orthogonal
experiments design and the stabilization rate for heavy metals
e A B C Fa £ LR Stabilization rate/%
Na,S NaH, PO, LA cd Ph Ni Zn Cu
1 1 1 1 93.95 95.25 49.33 97.81 96.46
2 1 2 2 93.76 94.80 48.14 98.17 95.43
3 1 3 3 94.05 95.09 49.07 97.94 95.79
4 1 4 4 93.82 95.09 46.70 97.67 95.33
5 2 1 2 93.98 95.06 49.28 98.03 95.53
6 2 2 1 93.92 95.16 47.63 97.81 95.88
7 2 3 4 94.50 95.47 52.89 97.41 96.01
8 2 4 3 94.24 95.36 49.48 97.59 96.17
9 3 1 3 93.63 95.01 48.92 97.67 95.46
10 3 2 4 93.69 94.74 48.30 97.31 95.37
11 3 3 1 93.66 94.67 50.05 97.13 95.33
12 3 4 2 93.98 95.10 48.20 96.58 95.72
13 4 1 4 94.11 95.24 50.31 98.06 95.75
14 4 2 3 93.98 94.96 53.40 97.47 95.85
15 4 3 2 93.82 94.87 53.87 97.27 95.53
16 4 4 1 94.27 95.22 53.92 98.42 95.91
F&5 KK Cd.Pb NI BURE LR
Table 5 The stabilization rate for Cd #Pb and Ni in fly ash
Cd Pb Ni
i H A B C A B C A B C
Na,S NaH, PO, LA Na, S NaH, PO, LA Na, S NaH, PO, YR
K,/ % 93.895 93.918 93.950 95.058 95.140 95.075 48.310 49.460 50.233
K,/ % 94.160 93.838 93.885 95.263 94.915 94.958 49.820 49.367 49.873
Ky/ % 93.740 94.008 93.975 94.880 95.025 95.105 48.867 51.470 50.218
K,/ % 94.045 94.078 94.030 95.072 95.192 95.135 52.875 49.575 49.550
W2 R 0.420 0.240 0.145 0.383 0.277 0.177 4.565 2.103 0.683
&6 mdlhh R SR T AR 2 Y IE AL SR o Bl S AR E AR
Table 6 The distribution of Na,S, NaH,PO, and ammonium dibuyldithiophosphate in orthogonal
experiments design and the stabilization rate for heavy metals
4y A B D FAE LR Stabilization rate/%
Na,S NaH, PO, TG cd Ph Ni 7n Cu
1 1 1 1 90.77 89.87 55.31 95.53 84.46
2 1 2 2 90.54 90.13 54.36 95.65 85.10
3 1 3 3 91.02 90.24 54.95 95.79 84.23
4 1 4 4 90.83 90.75 54.48 94.78 84.33
5 2 1 2 90.80 90.17 55.85 95.78 85.07
6 2 2 1 68.05 89.79 49.30 91.40 82.21
7 2 3 4 85.39 90.26 50.05 83.29 84.94
8 2 4 3 76.48 90.38 50.80 89.95 84.07
9 3 1 3 90.89 90.79 53.53 95.26 84.56
10 3 2 4 89.74 89.92 55.10 92.08 84.14
11 3 3 1 90.32 90.26 54.87 95.40 85.07
12 3 4 2 90.99 90.32 54.85 95.31 84.27
13 4 1 4 90.93 90.16 57.01 94.85 84.46
14 4 2 3 90.89 93.04 54.46 95.39 84.56
15 4 3 2 90.32 90.45 50.67 95.52 85.1
16 4 4 1 90.70 90.52 51.11 94.53 85.07
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®7 KD Cd.Pb Ni UREILR
Table 7 The stabilization rate for Cd, Pb and Ni in fly ash

Cd Ph Ni
i H A B D A B D A B D
Na, S NaH, PO, T g 2l Na,S NaH, PO, T i b2y Na,S NaH, PO, T a2
K,/ % 90.790 90.847 84.960 90.248 90.248 90.110 54.775 55.425 52.647
K,/ % 80.180 84.805 90.662 90.150 90.720 90.267 51.500 53.305 53.933
K5/ % 90.485 89.263 87.320 90.323 90.302 91.113 54.587 52.635 53.435
K,/ % 90.710 87.250 89.222 91.042 90.492 90.273 53.313 52.810 54.160
2 R 10.610 6.042 5.702 0.892 0.472 1.003 3.275 2.790 1.513

2.4.3  RIRE T R

TR AR I AE R R T8 2550 038 B i o8 S B0 IR AS 2 [ 2 1, AN [ 245 700 800 7 8
) AR AR Al F A TR AR 2 50) I RO S0 oa] LS RO A LR SR 1 25 By S8 AT 4 0 4y
Br, 8803 8. N 8 Hul LIF A, B, D, 7%, Bl 1.2% Na,S +1.2% NaH,P0,+0.8% | #i B2 AL T
iR, BA B KT 3 S AE R 3 Fighil i & & e ik AR e s — 24
FIRELE R, RB2TT, TEBAM LT LA, B i1 E A 2 FI R (L 2B a8

&8 HIRE I RAT T
Table 8 The economic analysis to the design of chemical stabilization

25BN T % Dosing scheme

R 8% 89%

Cost/ (JL/M) o o 4.2% 4.2% 42% )\ B,c, ABD, AB,D, ABD
NaZS NaH2P04 éﬁ/f:k T%‘fﬂ]‘ TMT—]S 244 12172 4243 1214

L Unit-price 2500 5000 7000 12000 9500 — — — —

AbFEBY ] Expense 200 400 294 504 399 468 186 384 282

3 258 ( Conclusion)

(1) bR AEBE K AR AR T B4 7E 48—1700 wm Z[A], KJKH Cu . Pb . Zn . Cd Hg M E 4R & &
PR MR 858 375 e (H, CGu.Zn Pb TR R DA AL A7

(2) BRALEN BER S O A T S B2 TMT-15 XF 3B KR ER Al LIAE R 355 ROK il ke g 1k 24
F, BRALEN S B R A NG N KT 8% Bt T AT A SEIEEIR , LA T R TMT-15 fENE 4
JEEEA TN, B AT BT 4.2% 50 0T LA L R E0R | P L 4 R A R L T mifb e ik — &
A TCALE B P SO /D A

(3) 38 IEACEE 5, 1540 R B AL 4l + B IR — A+ CB A M B G 25 R R 0E b B smIBA A8
2.4% WBRAL BN 4.8% WIBETR — 2805 3.6% 11 CH A ; K WAL BA+ IR — SUih+ T 5 R 25V ke Ty
W XA R AL FRER | e LA A AN, o B i e D LA 2 1.2% B AR 1.2% iR — =
£1.0.8% 1 T #2825 A B, C,.

(4) e /2 5 PR BB be IR A B S U S BOR A1 B0 | B — 2 AR A B Ak Ak
AT AR R B EN BRIR — SN T B R =R ARIE N G 25 R e Ak T B, 1.2% B AL AN (1.2%
PSR — 24N 0.8% 1 T & 25 M2 A& e s — 2 MR AL i o it /0 AR TR AR
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