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Table 1 Analysis of main chemical components

Cu Zn Pb Fe As S Au*

Ag* Si0,  ALO;  MgO  CaO In* K,0

0.09 2.79 2.98 24.83 0.55 27.79 0.40

114.95 18.62 11.05 2.01 3.99 31.80 1.16

*FLAT K g/to
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Table 2 Results of lead phase and zinc phase of raw ore
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TE/% 0.16 0.29 2.39 0.14 2.98
IIATHIY% 5.49 9.82 79.86 4.83 100.00
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/Y% 2.400 0.045 0.162 0.180 2.790
IIATHI Y 86.11 1.62 5.77 6.50 100.00
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Fig.1 Test process of grinding fineness
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Fig.2 Test results of grinding fineness
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Fig.3 Test results of lime dosage for rough selection of lead
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Fig.8 Test results of zinc inhibitor dosage
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Fig.10 Test results of zinc collector dosage
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Table 3 Open circuit test results
(=) 32%% /0,

- 0 i/ Y% [ /%

F= T Pb Zn Pb Zn
HREH 3.11 59.32 2.66 62.38 2.93
(237 3.08 1.65 46.70 1.72 50.80

LA 0.93 24.72 3.36 7.80 1.11

a2 1.47 13.29 9.42 6.61 491

3 5.54 2.13 7.21 3.99 14.12

4 2.16 3.87 5.98 2.83 4.57

s 0.88 2.98 5.42 0.88 1.68

a6 0.71 243 14.39 0.58 3.59

7 0.95 1.82 7.89 0.59 2.66

8 3.36 1.08 3.98 123 473

A9 1.22 1.02 291 0.42 1.26
10 0.56 1.01 1.48 0.19 0.29

R 76.02 0.42 0.27 10.79 7.35

T 100.00 2.96 2.83 100.00 100.00
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Table 4 Closed circuit test results

. - /% [/ %

s RN Ag* Pb Zn Ag Pb Zn
RS 438 1915.38 56.62 3.34 73.44 82.36 5.19
BERSH™ 5.05 171.38 1.72 45.92 7.58 2.89 82.29

By 90.57 23.83 0.49 0.39 18.98 14.75 12.52

Js 100.00 114.13 3.01 2.82 100.00 100.00 100.00

*FLAT K g/to

M 3 ATA, TSI KT T A S AL
59.32% MVETRET, ERDECRY 62.38%, 3k T FF
AL 46.7% [FEERER, BERIKCE N 50.8%.

FHEE 4 A, % B SEESRAF T A Y. 56.62%
BLEL AL 1915.38 g/t INATREAT, iR 82.36%
B 73.44%; SRAFEE AL AT 45.92%. A S AL
171.38 g/t MIBEREAT, FEMICER 82.29%, ARIFNR
7.58%.

4 & b

C A A f FL AT {8 1) o6 25 02 Pb Rl
Zn, SE 4 Pb 2.98%. Zn 2.79%; W] 4EEy
W o6 % Bt Ags Au. In, S & E ik
27.79%.

(2) K H B B 45 W ) HQ-Pb Al Hli Wi 1)
HQ-Zn, ] SE50 3R ET AT 4 55.93%- AL iAo
1934.92 g/t BIETRIET, FIHDICR 85.20%, H[HIfA
T7.71%; AL A 48.93%. AR ANAT 165.32 g/t
FIEERED, BE IR 82.37%, AR 6.80%.
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