= =]
i

iy

A

2

L]

Ayl

o
o

ks

L

S

W, ol

4

g]

r U

2011 BI=GAISBIIS8S] FIHS=HE] =229+

2

]

E

plch

I AT

>
T

3, A58, o2, Hew, e

T, HAA FHAT ddd2 1045

nhbvang@kaeri.re kr

oA
*(lagoon)el] A
24 HAe HEA
At S shEA bR

%
- R B e P

W o ro
e

o
op

ol =

A, =W AR FEY B3z
2+ gl e 6 s=9
gr £% HA71ge -G Pgez He
o = AR Wiy Ed HAgsizs
e FfF TE=E A3 A2 Feadt 9o
2 dFelA

L
Hr
o

o,
ol Ho

i)

4

Ho,
[
i o
—Hz
i}

o
i3
o
5
Lo

2 g
> o
_(')L

pl)

u!

Z

o

Al

X

& ©
Ay

&3l 0CTAA AZT $a15E8E

214 05g A& HAse] IM HNOs £ 05M
NaxCOz - xM H:02 &4 2 05M NaHCO;z - xM
IO: &9 20mLel FHsle] F2or AN
Abgstel 5AIZE gafEtdnh. g Qe s
AL 313 NaCO; 9 NaOHZ pHE A3 o}

==

ICP=

ICP2 43 3A. U A

0.1M~8M¢ll

< A4d=
(syringe filter, pore size 0.2 m)2 Ez|AA 3
FEEAMSAY. U A3 H48e gv)e

o =T
3 g3 U 2% Lafdo] [0S :

AAEe ANRAG FA7] Ly

QAT APl Bew Aol Ao}

FAtE Agetac 1dg
EHERELE

2 X-ray diffractometer
7

2l
=
=R

s
(Rigaku) 2 . Arlere gz
(DCF-150L), pll £37]% Orion (EA 940), BE
AYe Milli-Q plusZ AZ3F 18MQe] 2
Abgetdon, U 2

A 6= |
TE A g

A7 8AA 4N AxF

(=}

Fig.lel =AIgk nkel 2o, IM HNO; o] 4ol A

< Ca, Na, Fe, Al, Si9} =]z

H oo
=L =

== H
TR

% Mg, P, Zn
o] &3 = W 05M NaCOsz - xM HaO»

F2HEol 99% o1 &aEge
AMEBE O

82

£ 43} 0.5M NaHCOs - xM H0- (x=0, 0.1, 0.2, 1,

2M) &AM fE ERE £¥A g8 2

€

~26%E HAow, BEEIZ Si Mg, P7l %
BRFAS

tHuoal w
3 1 e 8

Fig. 1. Effect of nitric acid concentration on uranium
dissolution from uranium sludge.
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Fig. 2. Precipitation yields(%) impurity elements as a
function of pH.
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Fig. 3. Schematic uranium recovery process.
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