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HIGHLIGHTS

e Size dependence of various rare earth
elements (REEs) was determined.

o Different distribution of light and heavy

REEs was ascertained.
e Air classification might be a useful
pre-treatment before REE extraction.
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ABSTRACT

Fly ash from the combustion of coal shows potential as a source of valuable metals like the rare earth
elements (REEs). These are present in the fly ash at low concentrations. Thus, simple dry pre-processing
methods that can produce REE-enriched fractions from the fly ash could improve the feasibility of
subsequent extraction processes. The performed air classification experiments with a coal combustion fly
ash showed a certain size dependence of the REE concentrations. In the different size fractions the REEs
were enriched or depleted. Thereby, the different groups of REEs showed differences in their behavior. In
the finest size fraction all REEs were enriched by a factor of 1.05 to 1.65. In contrast, in the coarsest size
fraction and in the second finest size fraction all REEs were depleted (0.63 to 0.78 and 0.58 to 0.92). In
the medium size fraction the concentrations were close to those in the fly ash and in the second largest
size fraction the light REEs (La, Ce, Pr, Nd and Sm) were enriched by a factor of 1.19 to 1.35, while the
concentrations of the other REEs were similar as in the fly ash. Thus, air classification shows some potential
as a simple dry pre-processing step for the separation of REE-enriched fractions from the bulk of a coal

fly ash.
© 2018 The Author. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

1. Introduction

et al.,, 2014; McLellan et al., 2014; Dutta et al., 2016). Besides the
valuable elements Ga, Ge and V, which can be recovered from

The increasing demand for rare earths elements (REEs) in a
wide range of applications and the export quota reductions by
China as the majority producer of REEs has increased the research
interest in alternative resources for REEs as coal, coal by-products
and coal combustion ash as well as expanded recycling (Haque
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the fly ash (Yao et al.,, 2015; Iyer and Scott, 2001; Font et al.,
2005; Dai et al., 2018; Fang and Gesser, 1996; Dai and Finkelman,
2018; Sahoo et al., 2016), also REEs are present in fly ash from
coal combustion (Blissett RS. Smalley and Rowson, 2014; Dai et al.,
2014a; Franus et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2015b; Vasconcellos and
Ticianelli, 2017). In recent years, the recovery of REEs from coal fly
ash has been discussed widely. However, the economic feasibility
of the use of these residues in REE production is still uncertain

2352-4847/© 2018 The Author. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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Taggart et al. (2016). The utilization of coal fly ash as source
for REEs shows several advantages compared to the use of REE-
containing ore. First, fly ash is a readily available residue from
thermal power plants, which still is partly deposited in landfills.
Second, fly ash is a fine grained material which makes it ideal for
processing by leaching saving the energy required for the com-
minution of ore.

The concentration of REEs in the fly ash depends the origin of
the combusted coal. The typically range of the REE concentration
of fly ash is 200 to 550 ppm (Yao et al., 2015; Iyer and Scott, 2001;
Font et al., 2005; Dai et al., 2018; Fang and Gesser, 1996). However,
maximum values up to 1400 ppm have been reported, too (Mar-
don and Hower, 2004). In contrast, the suggested cut-off grade is
1000 ppm (Dai and Finkelman, 2018). This makes recovery of the
REEs from fly ash a complex task for which hydrometallurgical
leaching techniques can be used (Sahoo et al., 2016). An important
parameter in the leaching process is the efficiency of the recovery
of the REEs (Kolker et al., 2017). The feasibility of such leaching
processes might be improved by low-cost pre-processing steps in
which the valuable elements are enriched.

Since the fly ash is separated from the off-gas usually by an
electrostatic precipitator (ESP) which consists of several electric
fields in series, some fractionation of the fly ash happens already
during the separation. Thereby, the particle size of the separated
dust decreases from the first field to the last field of the ESP (Ahn
and Lee, 2006). However, in a study by Mardon and Hower (2004)
only very little difference in the REE concentration of fly ash from
the different fields of the ESP of a coal combustion power plant was
found. A similar observation was made by Liu et al. (2017).

Querol et al. (1995) studied the composition of very fine size
fractions of coal fly ash (< 10 pwm). They used a cascade impactor
method to separate such fine size fractions from the fly ash. Slightly
higher concentrations of REEs were found in the finest size frac-
tion < 2.5 wm. However, the increase of the REE concentration
(excluding Eu, Gd and Sm which were not analyzed) was only
approximately 5%. In the size fraction 2.5-10 wm the concentration
of the REEs was even lower than in the total fly ash. In contrast,
Blissett RS. Smalley and Rowson (2014) noticed a distinct increase
of the concentrations of the rare earth elements with decreasing
particle size. They separated coal fly ash into six size fractions
by sieving. The finest size fraction produced was <38 pwm. The
REE concentration in the finest fraction was approximately 18%
higher than in the original fly ash. In a similar study by Zhang et al.
(2015a) the results were likewise. The concentration of the REEs
in the finest sieve fraction of <25 wm was somewhat increased. In
another study by Dai et al. (2014b) an even higher enrichment of
REEs in the finest sieve fraction of <25 wm was observed. There,
the REE concentration was increased by approximately 90%. Thus,
literature is somewhat inconsistent about the enrichment of REEs
in the fine size fractions of coal combustion fly ash.

Pre-processing steps for the production of a REE-enriched frac-
tion from coal fly ash has been proposed by various authors. Lin
et al. (2017) investigated the enrichment of REEs from coal by-
products by physical separation processes. They investigated clas-
sification by sieving, magnetic separation and density separation
and found that the highest enrichment of REEs can be achieved
by density separation. The particle size dependence of the REE
concentration of the two fly ash samples investigated was incon-
sistent. Generally, the concentration of REEs was somewhat lower
in the coarser size fractions compared to the fine size fractions
(< 38 wm). Thus, a combination of density separation, magnetic
separation and classification for the separation of a REE-rich frac-
tion from the fly ash was recommended (Lin et al., 2017). However,
such a process would be a wet process and therefore hardly fit into
the dry off-gas de-dusting system of a power plant combusting
coal. Blissett RS. Smalley and Rowson (2014) suggested a process
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Fig. 1. Process flow diagram of the fly ash system (additional air classifier in red).

for pre-processing of fly ash consisting of a flotation step, a mag-
netic separation stage and classification by hydrocyclones. Also
this process would be a wet process which is quite complex and
difficult to integrate into dry off-gas de-dusting systems of power
plants. Such processes would rather require a separate process
unit.

In contrast to the suggested process combinations for the pro-
duction of REE-enriched fractions from fly ash, air classification
would be an entirely dry process which is relatively simple on an
industrial scale, even with a cut size in the range of few microm-
eters. Such a process could be integrated directly into a power
plant de-dusting system. There, the fly ash discharged from the
ESP would be separated into two or more REE-enriched and REE-
depleted size fractions (Fig. 1). Such on-site fractionation would
increase the REE concentration in the fly ash fraction transported to
a central hydrometallurgical processing plant for recovery of REEs
and, maybe, other valuable metals.

In a recent study (Lanzerstorfer, 2018) the size dependence
of various metals in fly ash from coal combustion was investi-
gated applying air classification. The concentration of Ga, Ge and
V showed a significant increase from the coarsest to the finest size
fraction. In the finest size fraction with a mass median diameter
of 2.2 wm, Ga, Ge and V were enriched by a factor of 2.2 to 2.4
compared to the whole fly ash. The aim of this study was to extend
this investigation to REEs.

2. Material and methods

The coal combustion fly ash investigated originated from a 420
MWy, power plant using Polish hard coal as fuel. For de-dusting
of the flue gas a three-field ESP is installed. A fly ash sample of
approximately 5 dm? was collected at the fly ash discharge of the
ESP. In the laboratory, the fly ash was dried. Subsequently, the
sample volume was reduced for the air classification tests using
a Haver&Boecker HAVER RT sample divider.

Classification of the fly ash sample was performed using a
laboratory air classifier 100 MZR from Hosokawa Alpine. In the
sequential classification procedure the finest size fraction SF1 was
separated from the bulk in the first step. The remaining coarse
fraction was used as feed material in the second classification step.
Thereby, the classifier wheel was operated at a reduced speed. In
this classification step the material was split into the fine fraction
SF2 and a new coarse fraction. This procedure was repeated twice.
Details about the fly ash and the separation into size fractions by
air classification have been published previously (Lanzerstorfer,
2018).

The determination of the concentration of REEs was performed
by the testing laboratory of the Environment Agency Austria
(Umweltbundesamt). Prior to chemical analysis the samples were
digested according to EN 13656 using a mixture of hydrochloric
acid, nitric acid and hydrofluoric acid. The concentration of the REE
elements (La, Ce, Pr, Nd, Sm, Eu, Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, Tm, Yb and



662 C. Lanzerstorfer / Energy Reports 4 (2018) 660-663

Table 1
Chemical composition of the fly ash size fractions; concentrations in mg/kg based
on dry weight.

SF1 SF2 SF3 SF4 SF5 Total fly Recovery

ash rate
Mass fraction 7.3%  13.5% 20.3% 35.3% 23.6%  100% -
MMD 22pum 54pm 9.7 pm 194 pm 432 pum 17.6 pm -
La 37 18 28 42 24 31 101%
Ce 85 47 70 94 61 78 95%
Pr 13 6.4 9.5 12 7.7 10 98%
Nd 45 26 36 51 32 43 92%
Sm 15 9.1 13 16 10 13 100%
Eu 3.8 2.3 3.2 3.2 2.1 3.1 92%
Gd 17 10 14 14 9.4 14 90%
Tb 3 1.8 2.5 2.3 15 2.2 97%
Dy 18 11 14 15 9.8 15 88%
Ho 39 23 29 2.8 19 29 90%
Er 12 6.7 8.5 8 53 8.3 91%
Tm 1.7 1 1.2 1.1 0.74 1.1 97%
Yb 13 7.1 8.6 7.8 4.8 7.9 95%
Lu 2.1 1.2 14 13 0.71 13 94%
REE 270 150 213 271 171 231 95%
LREE 195 107 157 215 135 175 96%
HREE 75 43 56 56 36 56 91%

HREE/LREE 038 041 036 0.26 0.27 0.32 -

Lu) was determined according to EN ISO 17294-2 by inductively
coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS). The total carbon
content of the size fractions SF1 to SF5 was 21.9%, 17.4%, 10.2%,
5.4% and 2.5% (Lanzerstorfer, 2018). The concentrations of the REEs
are reported on a whole sample basis.

3. Results and discussion

Table 1 summarizes the REE concentrations in the original fly
ash and in the size fractions produced. Additionally, the mass

fractions and the mass median diameters (MMD) are shown (Lanz-
erstorfer, 2018). The calculated recovery rates were close to 100%
for most REEs. Only for Dy it was less than 90%.

Generally, the REE concentration of the investigated fly ash
was on the lower end of the reported range. In SF1 and SF4 the
REE concentration was higher compared to the original fly ash
sample while in the other size fractions (SF2, SF3 and SF5) the
concentration was lower. Distinct differences were observed in the
distribution of the group of the light rare earth elements (LREEs)
consisting of La, Ce, Pr, Nd and Sm and the group of heavy rare earth
elements (HREEs) consisting of Eu, Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, Tm, Yb and
Lu. The ratio of HREE to LREE was in the range of 0.36 to 0.41 for
the fine size fractions SF1 to SF3. For the coarser size fractions SF4
and SF5 the ratio dropped to 0.26-0.27.

Fig. 2 shows the concentration of the REEs in the fly ash and
the various size fractions normalized with the concentration of the
REEs in the Upper Continental Crust (UCC) (Taylor and Mclennan,
1995).

In Table 2 the enrichment or depletion of the different REEs
in the various size fractions expressed by the concentration ratio
Cskx/Crly ash is summarized. The calculated ratios ranged from 0.55
to 1.65. Thus, the enrichment and depletion of the REEs in the size
fractions of the fly ash is significantly less than which was found
for V, Ga and Ge (Table 3). In contrast to the consistent decrease
of the concentration ratio with increasing particle size established
for V, Lanzerstorfer (2018) the behavior of the REEs is different.
Generally, all REEs were enriched in the finest size fraction SF1,
although the enrichment was quite small for Nd and Ce. The high-
est enrichment was found for the HREEs (1.20-1.65). The total REE
concentration was increased by 17%, which is considerably higher
as reported by Vasconcellos and Ticianelli (2017) for a fine size
fraction of similar size.

In SF2 all REEs were depleted. Thereby, the depletion was high-
est for the LREEs and lower for the HREEs. In SF3 the concen-
trations were quite close to the concentration in the original fly

Table 2
Enrichment of the various REEs in the different size fractions.

SF1 SF2 SF3 SF4 SF5
La 1.19 0.58 0.90 1.35 0.77
Ce 1.09 0.60 0.90 1.21 0.78
Pr 1.30 0.64 0.95 1.20 0.77
Nd 1.05 0.60 0.84 1.19 0.74
Sm 1.15 0.70 1.00 1.23 0.77
Eu 1.23 0.74 1.03 1.03 0.68
Gd 1.21 0.71 1.00 1.00 0.67
Tb 1.36 0.82 1.14 1.05 0.68
Dy 1.20 0.73 0.93 1.00 0.65
Ho 1.34 0.79 1.00 0.97 0.66
Er 1.45 0.81 1.02 0.96 0.64
Tm 1.55 0.91 1.09 1.00 0.67
Yb 1.65 0.90 1.09 0.99 0.61
Lu 1.62 0.92 1.08 1.00 0.55
REE 1.17 0.65 0.92 117 0.74
LREE 1.1 0.61 0.89 1.23 0.77
HREE 1.34 0.78 1.01 0.99 0.65
Ranges of enrichment
>1.4 1.21.4 1.11.2
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Fig. 2. Normalized concentrations of the REEs.

Table 3
Enrichment of V, Ga and Ge in the different size fractions (calculated from data
published in Lanzerstorfer, 2018).

SF1 SF2 SF3 SF4 SF5
\ 2.44 153 0.97 0.77 0.45
Ga 2.20 173 1.22 0.85 0.39
Ge 2.23 1.92 1.31 0.62 0.15

ash. The LREEs were slightly depleted, while the concentrations
of the HREEs were somewhat increased or unchanged. Exceptions
were found for Dy, which was depleted and for Tbh, which was
enriched. In SF4 the LREEs were noticeably enriched (1.19-1.35).
The concentrations of the HREEs were close to those in the fly ash.
In the coarsest size fraction SF5 all REEs were depleted. However,
for the LREEs the depletion was less compared to the depletion in
SF2. For the HREEs the depletion in SF5 was most pronounced.

Besides enrichment, extractability of the REEs from the material
obtained by fly ash pre-treatment is a key issue (Kolker et al.,2017).
Thus, the leachability of the REEs in the different size fractions
would have to be investigated in the future.

4. Conclusions

The concentration of REEs in coal combustion fly ash is size
dependent. In contrast to the consistent size dependence of the
concentration of, for example, V, Ga and Ge, for REEs the behavior
is more complex.

In the finest size fraction SF1 all REEs were enriched, while in
the coarsest size fraction SF5 and in SF2 all REEs were depleted.
However, the degree of enrichment and depletion differed for the
various REEs. The trends were similar for REEs of the same group.

Thus, air classification shows the potential for being used as
a simple pre-processing step for the separation of REE-enriched
fractions from the bulk of a coal fly ash. For the recovery of the
HREEs, the finest size fraction would be appropriate, while for
production of the LREEs, SF4 would be preferable. However, further
studies using fly ash with higher REE concentrations would be
required. Additionally, the leachability of the REEs in the different
size fractions has to be investigated.

Acknowledgment

REE analysis by the Environment Agency Austria is gratefully
acknowledged.

References

Ahn, YC,, Lee, JK., 2006. Physical, chemical, and electrical analysis of aerosol particles
generated from industrial plants. J. Aerosol. Sci. 37, 187-202. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.jaerosci.2005.04.008.

Blissett RS. Smalley, N., Rowson, NA., 2014. An investigation into six coal fly ashes
from the United Kingdom and Poland to evaluate rare earth element content.
Fuel 119, 236-239. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2013.11.053.

Dai, S., Finkelman, RB., 2018. Coal as a promising source of critical elements:
Progress and future Prospects. Int. J. Coal Geol. 186, 155-164. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.coal.2017.06.005.

Daj, S., Seredin, VV., Ward, CR,, Jiang, ]J., Hower, ]JC., Song, X., Jiang, Y., Wang, X,
Gornostaeva, T., Li, X,, Liu, H., Zhao, L., Zhao, C., 2014a. Composition and modes
of occurrence of minerals and elements in coal combustion products derived
from high-Ge coals. Int. J. Coal Geol. 121, 79-97. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
c0al.2013.11.004.

Daj, S., Yan, X., Ward, CR., Hower, JC., Zhao, L., Wang, X., Zhao, L., Ren, D., Finkel-
man, RB., 2018. Valuable elements in Chinese coals: a review. Int. Geol. Rev. 60,
590-620. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00206814.2016.1197802.

Dai, S., Zhao, L., Hower, ]JC., Johnston, MN., Song, W., Wang, P., Zhang, S., 2014b.
Petrology, mineralogy, and chemistry of size-fractioned fly ash from the jun-
gar power plant, inner mongolia, china, with emphasis on the distribution of
rare earth elements. Energy Fuels 28, 1502-1514. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/
ef402184t.

Dutta, T., Kim, K-H., Uchimiya, M., Kwon, EE., Jeon, B-H., Deep, A., kYun, S-T., 2016.
Global demand for rare earth resources and strategies for green mining. Environ.
Res. 150, 182-190. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2016.05.052.

Fang, Z., Gesser, HD., 1996. Recovery of gallium from coal fly ash. Hydrometallurgy
41, 187-200.

Font, 0., Querol, X., Lopez-Soler, A., Chimenos, JM., Fernandez, Al, Burgos, S.,
Pena, FG., 2005. Ge extraction from gasification fly ash. Fuel 84, 1384-1392.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2004.06.041.

Franus, W., Wiatros-Motyka, MM., Wdowin, M., 2015. Coal fly ash as a resource for
rare earth elements. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 22, 9464-9474. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/s11356-015-4111-9.

Haque, N., Hughes, A, Lim, S., Vernon, C., 2014. Rare earth elements: overview of
mining, mineralogy, uses, sustainability and environmental impact. Resources
3, 614-635. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/resources30406 14.

Iyer, RS., Scott, JA., 2001. Power station fly ash - a review of value-added utilization
outside of the construction industry. Resour. Conserv. Recy. 31, 217-228.

Kolker, A., Scott, C., Hower, JC., Vazquez, JA., Lopano, CL., Dai, S., 2017. Distribution of
rare earth elements in coal combustion fly ash, determined by SHRIMP-RG ion
microprobe. Int. . Coal Geol. 182, 1-10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.
10.002.

Lanzerstorfer, C., 2018. Fly ash from coal combustion: Dependence of the con-
centration of various elements on the particle size. Fuel 228, 263-271. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.04.136.

Lin, R., Howard, BH., Roth, EA., Bank, TL., Granite, EJ., Soong, Y., 2017. Enrichment
of rare earth elements from coal and coal by-products by physical separations.
Fuel 200, 506-520. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.03.096.

Liu, J., Dai, S., He, X., Hower, JC., Sakulpitakphon, T., 2017. Size-Dependent variations
in fly ash trace element chermistry: examples from a kentucky power plant
and with emphasis on rare earth elements. Energy Fuels 31, 438-447. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02644.

Mardon, SM., Hower, ]JC., 2004. Impact of coal properties on coal combustion by-
product quality: examples from a kentucky power plant. Int. J. Coal Geol. 59,
153-169. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2004.01.004.

McLellan, BC., Corder, GD., Golev, A., Ali, SH., 2014. Sustainability of the rare
earths industry. Procedia Environ. Sci. 20, 280-287. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.proenv.2014.03.035.

Querol, X., Fernandez-Turiel, JL., Lopez-Soler, A., 1995. Trace elements in coal and
their behaviour during combustion in a large power station. Fuel 74, 331-343.

Sahoo, PK., Kim, K., Powell, MA., Equeenuddin, SM., 2016. Recovery of metals and
other beneficial products from coal fly ash: a sustainable approach for fly ash
management. Int. J. Coal Sci. Technol. 3, 267-283. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
s40789-016-0141-2.

Taggart, RK., Hower, ]JC., Dwyer, GS., Hsu-Kim, H., 2016. Trends in the rare-earth
element content of U.S.-based coal combustion fly ashes. Environ. Sci. Technol.
50, 5919-5926. http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b00085.

Taylor, SR., Mclennan, SM., 1995. The geochemical evolution of the continental
crust. Rev. Geophys. 33, 241-265.

Vasconcellos, MBA.Lange.CN.Camargo.IMC.Figueiredo.AMGM.Castro.L.,
Ticianelli, RB., 2017. A Brazilian coal fly ash as a potential source
of rare earth elements. J. Radioanal. Nucl. Chem. 311, 1235-1241.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10967-016-5026-8.

Yao, ZT., Ji, XS., Sarker, PK., Tang, JH., Ge, LQ., Xia, MS., Xi, YQ., 2015. A comprehensive
review on the applications of coal fly ash. Earth-Sci. Rev. 141, 105-121. http:
//dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.11.016.

Zhang, W., Groppo, J., Honaker, R., 2015a. Ash beneficiation for REE recovery. In:
Proceedings, 2015 World of Coal Ash Conference, Nashville, TN, 2015.

Zhang, W., Rezaee, M., Bhagavatula, A,, Li, Y., Groppo, ., Honaker, R., 2015b. Review
of the occurrence and promising recovery methods of rare earth elements from
coal and coal by-products. Int. J. Coal Prep. Util. 35, 295-330. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1080/19392699.2015.1033097.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2005.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2005.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2005.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2013.11.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2013.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2013.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2013.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00206814.2016.1197802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef402184t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef402184t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ef402184t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2016.05.052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2004.06.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4111-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4111-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-4111-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/resources3040614
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2017.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.04.136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.04.136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.04.136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.03.096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2004.01.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proenv.2014.03.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proenv.2014.03.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.proenv.2014.03.035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40789-016-0141-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40789-016-0141-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40789-016-0141-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b00085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-4847(18)30272-5/sb22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10967-016-5026-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.11.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.11.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.11.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19392699.2015.1033097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19392699.2015.1033097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/19392699.2015.1033097

	Pre-processing of coal combustion fly ash by classification for enrichment of rare earth elements
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgment
	References


