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Table 2 Typical slag composition

Table 1 Experimental conditions after treatment
Oxygen supply Flux Rate of | Rate of O, gas Slag composition
: ) flux | bubbling %Ca0) (%P) | (%S}
0; gas |Millscale CaO CaF, addition| N; gas supply |(%TLFe %‘;T(TJ —%7:7% é‘/TvS'j
12~20m an| 7~28kg/ T kg/T kg T ko am n/a 18nf 62 47 | 995 | 300
: 4~22  |2~12 |50~140 |4~6 .
0 nf/ax|12~50kg/ T Ont./un 223 1.2 | 925 23
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