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a b s t r a c t

A study on laboratory scale to evaluate the environmental compatibility of electric arc furnace dust (EAFD)
is reported in this article. EAFD, a waste by-product of the steel-making process, was generated on a steel
plant located in Brazil. Different leaching tests, NBR10005 (Brazilian), AFNORX31-210 (French), JST-13
(Japanese), DIN38414-S4 (German), TCLP (American), and NEN 7343 (Netherland) were conducted. These
leaching procedures are batch tests and are columns conducted in a way that an equilibrium condition
eywords:
eaching
etals

AF dust
azardous waste

should be achieved. The pH of the medium showed a crucial parameter governing the release of metals
from the solid phase into solution. As the pH of the medium varies with the leachant used, this deter-
mines the dissolution of the elements. Zn, Pb, Mn, Cd, and Cu presented high leachability at NBR10005
procedures (acid pH). Except Pb and Cr, the leachability of all others metals in leaching tests with alkaline
pH decreases with the increase of the pH. NBR10005 classifies the EAFD as a hazardous waste due to high
concentration of Pb and Cd in leachate. The column tests are presented in the following order of leaching:

.
Pb > Cr > Zn > Mn > Cu > Cd

. Introduction

The electric arc steel-making process generates electric arc fur-
ace dust (EAFD). During melting, there is generation of gaseous
nd particulate emissions due to the high temperatures used.
ertain elements volatilize and, after oxidation and cooling, are
ollected in filters. The collected material has small particle size
n media less than 3 �m and is called EAFD. Approximately 1–2% of
he charge is converted into EAFD. About 650–700 kt/year of EAFD
re generated in USA [1].

According to the Brazilian Steel Institute [2], the Brazilian steel
ndustry has produced 30 million t crude steel in 2002. The produc-
ion of steel by electric arc furnace was 4.5 million t considering a
ust generation of 2%, approximately 90 kt of EAFD were generated
rom carbon and stainless steel production in 2002.

The disposal of this waste has become a serious problem in
ecent years. The greater availability of steel scrap, which rep-
esents a large part of the charge, has increased the production

f steel from electric arc furnaces [1]. Nowadays, resources are
eing applied in Brazil for the implementation of modern dust-
emoval systems at the mills, using technologies that prevent the
mission of residues into the atmosphere. Socked filters are pri-
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marily used to prevent contamination of these particles in the
atmosphere. In the previous year, these pollution control systems
have generated important quantities of dust to be disposed. The
study of the mobility of heavy metals from the solid waste into
water became necessary due to the widespread generation of these
wastes.

The mobility of metals into environmental media has different
controlling parameters. Factors such as pH, redox potential, and
temperature by itself, but mainly in combination and often abet-
ted by bacterial processes, affect the solubility, mobilization, and
precipitation/deposition of potentially toxic metals. These factors
along with several other factors in complex reactions determine
the chemical forms (metal species) that are introduced to an envi-
ronment. They also influence changes of metal species that may
take place once equilibrium is established during interaction with
an environment [3].

Leaching tests are done in waste materials to provide informa-
tion about the release of specific contaminants under reference
conditions or under conditions that may approximate more closely
or may simulate the actual field situation under consideration. The
number of available leaching/extraction tests is very large through-

out the world, but all existing tests can be grouped according to their
main characteristics such as: (i) single-batch leaching tests (equi-
librium based), (ii) multiple-batch and percolation tests (mostly
based on Local Equilibrium), (iii) static methods, and (iv) dynamic
leaching tests [4].

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03043894
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/jhazmat
mailto:mariasebag@bol.com.br
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2008.11.125
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Table 1
Leaching conditions, advantages (a) and disadvantages (d) for different leaching procedures.

Test Method NBR10005 (Brazilian)
EP-EPA (USA)

X 31-210 (French) JST-13 (Japan) DIN 38414 (German) NEN 7343 (Netherland)

Leaching Medium Acetic acid (d) Deionized water (a) Deionized water Deionized water Nitric acid
Number of Extractions 1 (d) 3 (a) 1 (d) 1 (d) 7 (a)
Time of Extractions 24 h (d) Successive Leaching

(24 h + 16h + 16h) (a)
16 h (d) 24 h (d) 400 h (a)

Liquid: Solid Ratio 16–20 L kg−1 10 L kg−1 10 L kg−1 10 L kg−1 10 L kg−1
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Fig. 1 shows a granulometric distribution of EAFD and Fig. 2
represents a photograph of the EAFD evaluated.

Leaching conditions, advantages (a) and disadvantages (d) for
different Leaching Procedures Test Method.
H 5.0 ± 0.2 (d) Determined by sample (a) D
echanism Batch (d) Batch (d) B

article Size (�) <9.5 mm <4 mm 0

In this study, the applicability of different batch leaching pro-
edures and one column test, considered a dynamic one, was
valuated. In all batch tests evaluated, the waste was exposed to
leachant with agitation for a determined period of time. The

eachate is then analyzed for the concerned contaminants. These
atch tests are a simple and inexpensive method for assessing the

eachability of a waste, but they very often aim to achieve equilib-
ium at the end of an extraction period. According to a stipulated
iquid/solid ratio (L/S), an equilibrium state is reached when waste
olubilization in closed vessels is at the maximum value in a given
eaching time. Particle size in the waste samples is often reduced to
ccelerate the attainment of equilibrium [5]. The release of heavy
etals in water is a function of pH, L/S ratio, particle size or superfi-

ial area, and experiment duration. These parameters are different
or each leaching test, which makes the study of the influence of
he different conditions important, because none of the tests have
ctually been field validated to verify the prediction of contaminant
elease [6].

The column tests are singled out as being the simulating what
eally happens in the environment, by providing a mechanism for
he dynamic process of leaching. However at the international level
oes not know parameters that classify the solid waste that can be
sed for comparison with results from column tests [4].

The aim of this study was to evaluate the environmental compat-
bility of the EAFD using different leaching conditions. The metals
elected for this study, for their concentration and hazardousness,
ere Cr, Pb, Zn, Cu, Cd, and Mn. The assays was in accordance with
razilian (NBR 10005) [7], French (AFNOR X31-210) [8], Japanese
JST-13) [9] and German (DIN 38414-S4) [10] batch tests. Besides

column test (NEN 4373) was also applied the French test is a
ultiple batch test, while the others all single batch tests.
Table 1 shows the leaching test conditions and the advantages

nd disadvantages of the parameters based on the rules of leaching
tudied. The different ways in which the tests of leaching occur
etermine the different pH values with different solubilizations
rom the elements. Use acetic acid as leachant, according to Brazil-
an and American standards (pH 5 ± 0.2), elevates the values of
oncentrations of metals by increasing the solubilization of these
etals. Thus, these standards, also for being a batch and not a

ynamic system of leaching, do not give a good simulation for
he happenings in the environment. In contrast, batch tests use
eionized water as leachant and the residue as pH determinator
f the resources in a real simulate the behavior of leaching of met-
ls, according to what happens in the environment. Therefore, the
rench, Japanese, and German standards show values of concentra-
ions of metals well below the standard shown by the Brazilian. In
ddition the exchange mechanism for batch column, with the stan-
ard Dutch by the time of increased leaching of tests, shows a more

ctual extraction of elements as those that occur in nature.

Information regarding physical and chemical properties of EAFD
s prerequisite for the study the leaching characteristics and the
onsequent environmental aspect of waste disposal; therefore,
haracterization of EAFD is included in the aim of this article.
ined by sample (a) Determined by sample (a) Determined by sample (a)
(d) Batch (d) Column (a)

m <10 mm <10 mm

2. Experimental procedure

The EAFD studied in this article was generated in a steel mill of
Brazil and was collected directly from the sleeve filter. They gener-
ate approximately 10 kg of EAFD per ton of steel produced.

Dust chemical analysis was carried out by an X-Ray Fluorescence
Spectrometer (XRF), model RIX – 2000 RIGAKU. The results were
obtained by comparative analysis with materials patterns of similar
chemical composition. The EAFD was also directly analyzed in the
Scanning Electron Microscope (SEM) model JSM.5800 coupled with
a microprobe Voyager (EDS) model EDS-3.4.2. The mineralogical
composition of the dust was determined by an X-Ray Diffractome-
ter (XRD), SIEMENS model D – 5000, at a 20 � angle with 2 to 70◦

degrees’ scanning, which allowed a clear splitting of the interatomic
pitches of crystals in the sample. Another XRD analysis was done
after leaching according to Brazilian and French tests. In this case,
the leachate was evaporated, and the obtained concentrate was
analyzed for the determination of the crystalline phases. To pre-
pare a sample to XRD analysis, an aliquot was placed on an electric
plate at 250 ◦C and was then dried in an oven at 50 ◦C. Salts obtained
from the leached extract were then analyzed by X-ray diffraction.

Leaching tests to determine the release of Pb, Cu, Mn, Cr, Cd, and
Zn from the solid phase to the water followed the methodologies of
international leaching tests. The advantages and disadvantages of
leaching conditions of the applied leaching tests are summarized
on Table 1.

After the dust was leached (three samples each time), the metal
concentrations in the extract were determined by atomic absorp-
tion spectrometer. The equipment, model Analyst – 100 PERKIN
ELMER, used flame air acetylene for all determinations (FAAS).

3. Results and discussions
Fig. 1. Granulometric distribution of EAFD.



672 M.G. Sebag et al. / Journal of Hazardous Materials 166 (2009) 670–675

i
o
m
l
d
t
o
m
h

Table 2
Distribution for particle size.

Distribution for particle size Diameter

10% <0.16 �m
50% <1.00 �m
90% <6.82 �m
Medium <2.58 �m

Table 3
Chemical composition of EAFD.

Species mg kg−1

Cr 13,800
Mn 22,500
Cu 1,839
Fig. 2. EAFD image.

The results of the particle size distribution of EAFD are shown
n Table 2. Table 3 represents the chemical composition of EAFD
btained by XRF and EDS and mineral composition by DRX. The ele-
ent Cd was analyzed also by FAAS because its concentration was

esser than the detection limits from the other techniques. Three
ifferent analyses were done to obtain the mineralogical composi-

ion. Fig. 3 shows the presence of the following crystalline phases
n EAFD: Pirolusite, Magnetite syn, Graphite, Hematite syn, Alu-
inum Chromite syn. Fig. 4 shows the presence of magnetite and

ematite. Fig. 5 shows the presence of hydrated calcium sulfite.

Fig. 3. X-Ray Diffractogram o

Fig. 4. X-Ray Diffractogram of
Zn 197,400
Cd 300
Pb 10,000

The elements present on all these phases were already detected
during the analysis of the chemical composition done by XRF and
EDS. Figs. 6 and 7 present the case where the leachate was evap-
orated and the obtained concentrate was analyzed to determine
the crystalline phases. This was done with the leachate obtained

after Brazilian and French tests. The results showed one crystalline
phase: gypsium, CaSO4·2H2O. The presence of this compound could
be explained by the oxidation of the hydrated calcium sulfite
(CaSo3 · 3

2 H2O) present on the EAFD (Fig. 5).

f EAFD—First analysis.

EAFD—Second analysis.
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Fig. 5. X-Ray Diffractogram of EAFD—Third analysis.
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ig. 6. X-Ray Diffractogram of EAFD after leaching according to NBR1005 (Brazilian
est).

Table 4 presents characteristics of the leachate obtained after
eaching according to different leaching tests.

The chemical analysis of leachate obtained after NBR 10005
how higher concentrations for the following elements, in decreas-
ng order: Zn, Pb, Mn, Cd, Cu, and Cr. The EAFD is extremely alkaline.
o reach the pH required by NBR 10005, the maximal permitted
cetic acid concentration was used. The pH remained in a range of
± 0.2.

It is evident from Table 4 that the final pH of leachate from
BR10005 test is different from the others, which can bring dif-

erences on solubilization of metals. Some heavy metals will be
obilized under acidic conditions and others under basic condi-

ions.
Iron was analyzed to serve as a reference for the other elements,
ainly as a reference to chromium because these two elements
issolve in different pH ranges (compare with the results presented
n Table 4). The EAFD contains Fe and Cr. At a pH around 5.0, Fe2+ is
olubilized and remains partially soluble at the leachate. Chromium

able 4
omparison among results of leaching tests in different countries.

Brazil French

eaching Test NBR 10005 X 31-210
otal Test Duration (h) 24 h 56 h (24 h +
inal Leachate pH 5 ± 0.8 >12.5
inal Leachate Conductivity (�) (mS cm−1) 7.9 8.4/1.0/0.7

pecies (mg L1−)
Cu 3.6 0.03/ND/ND
Zn 2800 0.51/0.07/0.
Pb 41 8.6/0.27/ND
Cr 0.12 4.9/2.2/1.4
Cd 9.6 0.01/ND/ND
Mn 34 0.03/0.03/N
Fe 5.0 0.06/NA/NA

D = Not Detectable.
A = Not Analyzed.
Fig. 7. X-Ray Diffractogram of EAFD after leaching according to AFNOR-X31210.

remains as Cr3+ and is not solubilized at these conditions. At an
alkaline pH, the Cr3+ can be oxidized to Cr6+, which is soluble; it
was already indicated by studies of Aldrich [11]. Different oxidants
could also act on this medium. At this pH range, Fe will precipitate
and will not remain on the leachate. This indicates that according
to the pH, we will find Fe or Cr predominantly on the leachate.
On the analysis of the leachate obtained after NBR 10005 test, a
strong presence of iron and a small quantity of chromium on the
leachate can be seen. This was confirmed by qualitative analysis
done according to the Standard Methods for examination of water
and wastewater [12], which indicate a negative test for Cr6+ on the
leachate obtained after the NBR 10005 leaching experiment. On the
other way, the results obtained after French, Japanese, and German
Standards have shown higher chromium concentration associated
with a smaller iron concentration. This was confirmed by the test
of the Standard Methods, where Cr+6 were detected.

The presence of Cr on EAFD cannot be shown by the chromite,
FeCr2O4 (Fig. 3), which is explained by the coincidence of the main
line from chromite with the main line of magnetite on the XRD
analysis. The secondary lines of chromite remain as an evidence of
its presence on the dust. The compound Aluminum Chromite syn,
Fe(AlCr)2O4, (Fig. 4), is an indicative of chromium on EAFD.

Oxyanionic species, like chromium, feature their highest leacha-
bility at mild alkaline to neutral pH [13,14]. Therefore, the behavior
of chromium is markedly different from that of other metals. The
oxyanions often show a maximum leachability around a neutral pH,
where metallic cation leachability is at a minimum. In the exper-
iments carried out in this article, Cr showed the lowest mobility,
ments done by Sanchez [15] showed greater Cr mobility in a basic
extract of coal ash.

Zn presented higher solubility than other metals in a moder-
ately acidic pH medium, among values that range from 5.0 to 6.0.

Japan Germany Netherland

JST – 13 DIN 38414-S4 NEN 7343
16h + 16h) 16 h 24 h 400 h

>12.5 >12.5 12
9.0 9.0 –

0.02 0.02 0.015
06 0.8 0.21 0.45

29 14 14.9
5.1 5.1 2.3
ND ND <0.01

D 0.01 0.01 0.025
0. 1 0.08 ND
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Table 5
Batch Leaching Tests with high L/S ratio total.

Total Test
Duration (h)

Liquid: Solid
Ratio (L kg−1)

Particle
Size (mm)

Final
Leachate pH

Final Leachate
Conductivity (mS cm−1)

Leachate Concentration (mg L−1)
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4 h 20 <9.5 12.0 5.2

ccording to Heck and Weber [16,18], the reaction of the dissolution
f zincite in the acid medium is:

nO(S) + 2H+
(aq.) = Zn2+

(aq.) + H2O; log K = 11.14 (1)

The leachability of Zn is similar to that of lead because it also has
mphoteric properties. However, leachability at a high pH is not as
ronounced as that of lead (Table 5). According to Heck and Weber,
he reaction that can illustrate this behavior is:

nO + 3H2O = Zn(OH)4
2− + 2H+; log K = −41.2 (2)

From reactions (1) and (2), it can be seen that there could be
issolution of zinc in acidic and alkaline medium. However, the for-
ation constants show that reaction (2) would not be spontaneous.

he mineralogical analysis of EAFD showed zincite on the compo-
ition. This is a basic oxide. These compounds are usually not easily
issolved in water.

Lopez studying lead slag has also observed a decrease in zinc
oncentration on leachate with an increase of pH [17]. According to
iegel, elements such as Cu and Zn are essentially immobile under
asic pH conditions [3].

In all leaching results, the presence of Cu can be observed. How-
ver, the mineralogical analyses of dust, done by XRD, did not
ndicate the presence of copper in any mineralogical compound
Figs. 3–5). This occurs probably because the copper concentration
n the dust was smaller than the detection limit of the technique.
owever, copper was verified by XRF (Table 2). According to Heck

16], Pb and Cu can be present on EAFD as PbFe0,67W0,33O3 and
i0.41Zn0.60Cu0.022Sn0,01Fe2, which have lines that coincide with

hose of franklinite (ZnFe2O4) and zincite (ZnO), or both, which
ring some difficulties for identification by X-ray diffraction.

The element Cu, also forming basic oxides, is more soluble in a
avorably acid medium. This can be seen in Table 4, where the Cu
olubilization is greater for leaching according to NBR 10005 than
or leaching with higher pH. The leachability of Cu decreases as pH
ncreases. Sloot, Heasman, and Quevauviller [4] have also cited this
esult. Same results were observed for Cd mobility.
Mn, from pyrolusite (MnO2) (Fig. 4), solubilize in a greater
xtend when leaching is done according to NBR 10005. As pH
alues increased, according to the French, Japanese, and German
tandards, there was a sudden decrease on Mn concentrations, indi-
ating a low mobility of this element.

able 6
omparison of contaminant concentration in leachate and maximal concentration of elem

Leaching according
to NBR 10005

Maxim
accord

inal Leachate pH 5 ± 0.8 NR
inal Leachate Conductivity (�) (mS cm−1) 7.9 NR

pecies (mg L−1)
Cu 3.6 NR
Zn 2800 NR
Pb 41 5.0
Cr 0.12 5.0
Cd 9.6 0.5
Mn 34 NR
Fe 5.0 NR

D = Not Detectable.
R = Not specified by the regulamentation.
Cu Zn Pb Cr Cd Mn Fe

0.02 0.71 2.4 1.4 ND 0.01 0.03

The conductivity values indicated the presence of dissolved ions
in the Brazilian, French, Japanese, and German tests. For succes-
sive leachings according to French procedure, conductivity values
decrease each time. This result is associated with metal concen-
trations (Table 5). For the French test, it was possible to observe
that although some elements including Cu, Zn, Pb Cd, Mn, and Fe
were released rapidly in the initial stage of leaching, measurable
amounts of metals were still detectable in EAFD treated three times
with deionized water. Such leaching behavior can indicate slow and
long-term leaching of elements. Choi [19] has also detected a similar
behavior in the leaching of fly ash. For chromium, this behavior was
much more pronounced. Because redox conditions can affect the
Cr leaching significantly [20], other studies will be done to evaluate
this parameter.

The Japanese test is done for 16 h, and the German and Brazilian
tests for 24 h. On the concentration results, it was not possible to
determine changes of Cu and Mn on leachate on these two different
times of experiments. To the other metals (Pb, Zn, Cr, and Fe), there
were concentrations changes, but it was not possible to determine
a behavior tendency in the mobility of metals.

The predominant extractor medium for German, Japan, and
French leaching tests was only deionized water; thus, pH values of
the medium above 12 predominated for these standards, showing a
low leaching mobility for most of the metals except Pb and Cr. How-
ever, lacks of uniformity in the results of the metal concentrations
were observed (Table 6).

Table 6 shows a comparison of contaminant concentration in
leachate and maximal concentration of elements according to
Brazilian and German regulations.

To evaluate differences on L/S ratio, a new experiment, similar
to the German test, with deionized water, pH 12 and a higher L/S
ratio (20 L/kg) was determined. This new L/S ratio is similar to the
Brazilian one. The results are shown in Table 5. From these results,
it can be seen that there are no clear differences between this and
the other alkaline tests (French, Japanese, and German).

The tests studied in this research followed the same batch leach-

ing mechanism. When the leachant reaches the dust, an alkaline
residue, the pH of the solution greatly increases. Because the solu-
tion is confined in the leaching flask, the equilibrium is attained,
rendering the mobility of metals non representative under these
conditions. According to Jackson [21], extraction methods using

ents according to Brazilian and German regulations.

al Concentration
ing to NBR10004

Leaching according
to DIN 38414-S4

Maximal Concentration
according to TA-Abfall

>12.5 4–13
9.0 100

0.02 10
0.21 10
14 2
5.1 0.5
ND 0.5
0.01 NR
0.08 NR
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eionized water as extraction fluid are more representative from
atural phenomena than procedures using acetic acid or acetate
uffer. The introduction of an acid source, as in the test from USA
TCLP) or NBR10005, greatly overestimates the leaching potential
f a waste. However, the experiments presented in this article show
hat for alkaline wastes, as EAFD, pH is the most crucial parameter
ecause in water, they achieve a pH higher than 12. Sloot [13] and
hang [22] have already determined the high significance of pH on

eaching wastes. According to the literature, the pH of the resulting
eachate is the factor governing the concentration of metals in solu-
ion and is more important than the concentration of the element
n the waste [23].

By the results of leaching according to NBR10004, the Brazilian
egulation of solid wastes [24] classifies the EAFD as a hazardous
aste due to high concentrations of Pb and Cd at the leachate.
ccording to German Regulations, the waste would also be clas-
ified as hazardous, but this time due to Pb and Cr concentrations.
able 6 presents these results and the comparison of these regula-
ions.

. Conclusions

The different concentrations of obtained metals in the batch
ests by the international leaching standard and column tests, witch
re study in this work, show the leaching conditions importance in
he behavior of extraction of these elements in the EAFD.

The pH values for the different procedures have a significant
nfluence on the behavior of mobility of metals by leaching batch
ests. The results can be divided into two groups based on the dif-
erent pH values: Group I, NBR10005 and Group II, French, Japan,
erman, and Netherland tests. Zn, Pb, Mn, Cd, and Cu were the
ain elements leached from these wastes according to NBR 10005.

or French, Japanese, German, and Netherland standards, the same
lements, except Pb, showed an abrupt reduction on mobility. Pb,
oth in acidic and alkaline medium, showed high release from
olid phase, although the results presented disparities. Cr presented
igher mobility when the waste was leached according to French,

apanese, and German standards. All these results suggest that the
onditions of leaching test should be carefully specified, for exam-
le the leaching medium. Due to the different obtained results of

eaching procedures, it is necessary to optimize a leaching method-
logy to this waste to obtain a uniformity of dates.
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ppendix A

ymbols
FNOR X31-210 Association Française de Normalization
IN 38414S4 Deutsches Institut für Normung

AF Electric arc furnace
PA Environmental Protection Agency
AAS Flame atomic absorption spectrometry
ST-13 Japanese standard

Scm-1 Millisiemens per centimeter

[

[

s Materials 166 (2009) 670–675 675

NBR10005 Leaching Brazilian standard by solid waste
NEN 7343 Leaching Netherland standard
Ratio L/S liquid/solid ratio
SEM-EDS Scanning electron microscopy-electron diffuse spec-

trometer
XRD X-ray powder diffraction
XRF X-ray fluorescence

References

[1] M. Pelino, A. Karamanov, P. Pisciella, S. Crisucci, D. Zonetti, Vitrification of elec-
tric arc furnace dusts, Waste Manage. 22 (2002) 945–949.

[2] Instituto Brasileiro de Siderurgia, Anuário Estatístico da Indústria Siderúrgica
Brasileira, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2001.

[3] F. Siegel, Environmental Geochemistry of Potentially Toxic Metals, Springer,
2002.

[4] H.A. Van der Sloot, L. Heasman, P.H. Quevanviller, Harmonization of Leaching
Extraction Tests, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1997.

[5] P.L. Cote, D. Isabel, Application of Dynamic Leach Test to solidified wastes, In
3rd Symposium on Hazardous and Industrial Waste Management and Test; in:
L.P. Jackson, A. Rohik, R.A. Conway, Eds. Philadelphia, PA, American Society for
Testing and Materials (1984) 48–60, ASTM STP 851.

[6] J. Means, L. Smith, K. Nehring, S. Brauning, A. Gavaskar, B. Sass, C. Wiles, C.
Mashni, The application of solidification/stabilization to waste materials, Lewis
publishers, Boca Raton, FL, USA, 1994.

[7] Associação Brasileira de Normas Técnicas, Lixiviação de Resíduos: NBR 10005.
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 1987.

[8] Association Francaise De Normalization, AFNOR – Dechéts: Essaí de lixiviation
X31-210, AFNOR T9ST, Paris, France, 1988.

[9] Environmental Agency Japanase: JST-1346 - Leaching Test Methods for waste
Landfill Publicaty 13.

10] Normenausschuss Wasserwege (Hg): DIN 38414 - Teil 4. Deutsche Einheitsver-
fahren Zur Wasser, Abwasser-und Schlammun tersuchung; Schlamm und
Sediment (Gruppe S): Bestimmung der Eluierbarkeit mit Wasser (S4), Deutsch-
land, 1984.

[11] J.R. Aldrich, Effects of pH and proportioning of ferrous and sulfide reduction
chemicals on electroplating waste treatment sludge production. In: Industrial
Waste Conference, Purdue University 39 (1985) 99–112.

12] A.D. Eaton, Standards Methods for Examination of Water and waste Water 312
B, American Public Health Association (APHA), American Water Works Associ-
ation (AWWA) & Water Environment Federation (WEF), 1985.

13] H.A. Sloot Van der, Characterization of the leaching behaviour of concrete mor-
tars and of cement-stabilized wastes with different waste loading for long term
environmental assessmen, Waste Manage. 22 (2002) 181–186.

14] A. Weimberg, T. Hemminings, Results from continued monitoring of advanced
coal combustion by products: the effects of mineral transformation on mate-
rial properties. In: Proceedings of International Ash Utilization Symposium,
Lexington (1995) University of Kentucky.

15] J.C.D. Sanchez, E.C. Teixeira, I.D. Fernandes, M.H.D. Pestana, R.P. Machado, Estu-
dos da concentração e da mobilidade dos elementos metálicos nas cinzas da
Usina Termoelétrica de Candiota, Geochim. Brasil 8 (1994) 45–50.

16] N.C. Heck, J.V.V. Weber, M.I. Costa Jr., Caracterização Mineralógica do Resíduo
da Lixiviação de poeira da Aciaria Elétrica. In: Congresso Anual da ABM 55, Rio
de Janeiro (2000) 2669.

17] D.A. Lopez Rodriguez, Eluierung von Bleischlacken. PhD Thesis, TU-Berlin, Ger-
many, 1997.

18] N.C. Heck, J.V.V. Weber, Comportamento da poeira da Aciaria Elétrica em meio
aquoso com diferentes pHs. In: 55, Anais ABM, Rio de Janeiro (2000) 2688.

19] K.A. Choi, S. Lee, Y.K. Son, H.S. Moon, Leaching characteristics of selected Korean
fly ashes and its implications for the groundwater composition near the ash
disposal mound, Fuel 81 (2002) 1083–1090.

20] Z. Cai, D. Chen, K. Lundtorp, T.H. Christensen, Evidence of Al-Cr interactions
affecting Cr-leaching from waste incineration ashes, Waste Manage. 23 (2003)
89–95.

21] D.R. Jakson, D.L. Bisson, Comparison of laboratory batch methods and large
columns for evaluating leachate from monofilled solid wastes, J. Air Waste
Manage. Assoc. 40 (1990) 1514–1521.

22] E.E. Chang, P.C. Chiang, P.H. Lu, Y.W. Ko, Comparisons of metal leachability for

various wastes by extraction and leaching methods, Chemosphere 45 (2001)
91–99.

23] B.A. Buchholz, S. Landsberger, Leaching dynamics studies of municipal solid
waste incinerator ash, J. Environ. Sci. Health 45 (1995) 579–590.

24] Associação Brasileira de Normas Técnicas, Resíduos Sólidos, Classificação: NBR
10004, Rio de Janeiro 1987.


	Evaluation of environmental compatibility of EAFD using different leaching standards
	Introduction
	Experimental procedure
	Results and discussions
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A
	References


