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The Fe-O-S system has been assessed over the whole composition range to produce a self-
consistent set of thermodynamic properties of all condensed phases from 298 K to above the
liquidus temperatures at ambient pressure. The liquid phase from metallic liquid to sulfide melt
to oxide melt is described by a single model developed within the framework of the quasi-
chemical formalism. The model reflects the existence of strong short-range ordering in oxide,
sulfide and oxysulfide liquid. Two ranges of maximum short-range ordering in the Fe-O system
at approximately FeO and Fe2O3 compositions are taken into account. Parameters of thermo-
dynamic models have been optimized to reproduce all available thermodynamic and phase
equilibrium data. The thermodynamic modeling of the Fe-O-S system performed in the present
study is of particular importance for the description of the solubility of oxygen in matte.
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1. Introduction

The present study is part of an ongoing research project
which is aimed at developing a thermodynamic database for
simulation of copper extraction from sulfide concentrates.
The previous article dealt with the Cu-O-S system.[1] The
major phases that form during copper smelting and con-
verting are: blister copper (a liquid metal phase rich in Cu),
matte (a molten sulfide phase containing mainly Cu, S and
Fe), slag (a molten oxide phase) and gas. In principle, all
three liquid phases represent just one liquid with miscibility
gaps. Liquid metal, matte and slag can be completely
miscible over certain ranges of temperature and composi-
tion, even though this normally does not happen under
industrial conditions. It is desirable to have one general
thermodynamic model which can describe all three liquid
phases simultaneously, but this is very difficult to achieve
because the model must reflect quite different atomic
interactions that are intrinsic to metallic, sulfide and oxide
phases.

As in the case of slags, mattes exhibit strong first-nearest-
neighbor (FNN) short-range ordering (SRO). Metal-sulfur
pairs in matte are energetically favored over metal-metal and
sulfur-sulfur pairs, but contrary to oxide melts, such as CaO-
SiO2, where the ratio O/(Ca + 2Si) is always very close to 1,
the composition of matte can substantially deviate from
stoichiometric sulfides both towards metals and nonmetals.
In the Fe-S system there is even no miscibility gap between
liquid metal and liquid sulfide.

This study presents the thermodynamic modeling and
optimization of model parameters for the Fe-O-S system,
which complete ‘‘optimization’’ of all binary and ternary
subsystems of the Cu-Fe-O-S system using the Calphad
technique. The results of the present study can be combined
with the optimizations of the Cu-Fe-S,[2–4] Cu-O-S,[1] Fe-
O[5] and Cu-Fe-O[6] systems to predict thermodynamic
properties and phase equilibria in the Cu-Fe-O-S quaternary
system. Comparison of these predictions with the available
experimental data will be reported elsewhere.

In the present study, all calculations were carried out using
the FactSage thermochemical software and databases.[7]

2. Thermodynamic Models

The models for the liquid phase, monoxide, bcc and fcc
solid solutions are discussed below. The models for spinel
(magnetite) and pyrrhotite (Fe1�xS) were reported earlier.

[2,8]

2.1 Liquid Solution

No attempts were found in the literature to model the
liquid phase in the Fe-O-S system over the entire compo-
sition range from liquid metal to oxysulfide melt. The
thermodynamic model must describe drastic changes in the
activities of sulfur and oxygen which are the result of strong
SRO at the FeS and FeO compositions, respectively.
Furthermore, in the Fe-O system, a second maximum in
SRO is to be expected at the Fe2O3 composition, even
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though no experimental data are available in this region
because of very high equilibrium oxygen pressures.

Thermodynamic modeling of the liquid phase and the
available experimental data for the Fe-O and Fe-S systems
were reviewed by Hidayat et al.[5] and Waldner and
Pelton,[2] respectively.

In the present study, a model for the liquid phase is
developed within the framework of the quasichemical
formalism.[9,10] It has one sublattice containing four species:
FeII, FeIII, S and O, where FeII and FeIII correspond to two
oxidation states of Fe. In the Fe-O system, the fraction of the
FeII-O pairs goes through a maximum close to the FeO
composition, while the FeIII-O pairs are most abundant at the
Fe2O3 composition. All species are not charged, so the
condition of electroneutrality is not imposed and the model is
capable to represent the liquid phase frommetal to nonmetals.

The formulae and notations of the quasichemical for-
malism have been described in detail elsewhere[9,10] and
only a brief summary is given here. To explain the meaning
of parameters of the quasichemical formalism, let us
consider a binary solution formed by components A and
B. In the pair approximation of the modified quasichemical
model, the following pair exchange reaction is considered:

ðA-AÞ þ ðB-BÞ ¼ 2ðA-BÞ; DgAB ðEq 1Þ

where (i–j) represents a FNN pair and DgAB is the non-
configurational Gibbs energy change for the formation of
two moles of (A-B) pairs.

When the solution is formed from pure components A
and B, some (A-A) and (B-B) pairs break to form (A-B)
pairs, so the Gibbs energy of mixing is given by[9]:

DGmix ¼ G� ðnAg
�
A þ nBg

�
BÞ ¼ �TDSconfig þ

nAB

2

� �

DgAB

ðEq 2Þ

where G is the Gibbs energy of the solution, g�A and g�B are
the molar Gibbs energies of pure liquid components; nA, nB
and nAB are the numbers of moles of A, B and (A-B) pairs
and DSconfig is the configurational entropy given by
randomly mixing the (A-A), (B-B) and (A-B) pairs. Since
no exact expression is known for this entropy of mixing in
three dimensions, an approximate equation is used which
was shown[9] to be an exact expression for a one dimen-
sional lattice (Ising model) and to correctly reduce to the
random mixing point approximation (Bragg Williams
model) when DgAB is equal to zero.

DgAB can be expanded as an empirical polynomial in
terms of the mole fractions of pairs[9]:

DgAB ¼ Dg�AB þ
X

ðiþjÞ�1

g
ij
ABX

i
AAX

j
BB ðEq 3Þ

where Dg�AB and g
ij
AB are the parameters of the model which

can be functions of temperature. In practice, only the
parameters gi0AB and g

0j
AB need to be included.

The composition of maximum SRO is determined by the
ratio of coordination numbers. Let ZA and ZB be the
coordination numbers of A and B. These coordination
numbers can vary with composition as follows[9]:

1

ZA
¼

1

ZA
AA

2nAA

2nAA þ nAB

� �

þ
1

ZA
AB

nAB

2nAA þ nAB

� �

ðEq 4Þ
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BB

2nBB

2nBB þ nAB

� �

þ
1

ZB
BA

nAB

2nBB þ nAB

� �

ðEq 5Þ

where ZA
AA and ZA

AB are the values of ZA when all nearest
neighbors of an A are As, and when all nearest neighbors
of an A are Bs, respectively, and where ZB

BB and ZB
BA are

defined similarly. For example, in order to set the
composition of maximum SRO at the molar ratio
nA=nB ¼ 2, one can set the ratio ZB

BA=Z
A
AB ¼ 2. Values of

ZB
BA and ZA

AB are unique to the A-B binary system, while
the value of ZA

AA is common to all systems containing A as
a component.

Even though the model is sensitive to the ratio of the
coordination numbers, it is less sensitive to their absolute
values. We have found by experience that selecting values
of the coordination numbers that are smaller than actual
values often yields better results. This is due to the
inaccuracy introduced by an approximate equation for the
configurational entropy of mixing which is only exact for a
one dimensional lattice. The smaller coordination numbers
partially compensate this inaccuracy in the model equations,
being more consistent with a one dimensional lattice.
Therefore, the ‘‘coordination numbers’’ in our model are
essentially treated as model parameters which are used
mainly to set a physically reasonable composition of
maximum SRO.

There are ten possible pairs formed by the species FeII,
FeIII, O and S in the Fe-O-S liquid phase. The fractions of
all pairs are calculated by the Gibbs energy minimization
procedure built into the FactSage software[7] using the
optimized model parameters. FeII-FeII, O-O and S-S are the
predominant pairs at compositions close to pure Fe, O and
S, respectively. The FeII-O, FeIII-O and FeII-S pairs are
dominant in the oxide and sulfide liquids, whereas the
fractions of the FeII-FeIII, FeIII-FeIII, O-S and FeIII-S pairs
are small at all compositions of interest.

‘‘Coordination-equivalent’’ fractions (Ym) are defined as

Ym ¼ Zmnm=
X

ðZiniÞ ðEq 6Þ

In addition to the binary terms, the model can have
ternary terms, DgABðCÞ, which give the effect of the
presence of component C upon the energy DgAB of pair
exchange reaction (1). Ternary terms are expanded as
empirical polynomials either in terms of the mole fractions
of pairs (with model parameters g

ijk

ABðCÞ) or in terms of the
‘‘coordination-equivalent’’ fractions (with model pa-
rameters q

ijk

ABðCÞ). In the quasichemical formalism, it is
also possible to have Bragg Williams ternary terms, which
are essentially the same as q

ijk

ABðCÞ terms, except for they
are not taken into account in the calculation of the amounts
of pairs.

Extrapolation of binary terms into the FeII-FeIII-O-S
system is done by an asymmetric ‘‘Toop-like’’ method.[10]

The components are divided into two groups: metals (FeII
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and FeIII) and nonmetals (S and O). By this means in every
ternary subsystem, one component belongs to a different
group than the other two. ‘‘Toop-like’’ extrapolation is
applied, taking this ‘‘different’’ component as an asymmet-
ric component. The formulae for ternary terms and for
extrapolation of binary and ternary terms into a multicom-
ponent system are discussed in detail elsewhere.[10]

2.2 Solid FCC and BCC Iron

Sulfur and oxygen are soluble to some extent in Fe metal,
which has an fcc or bcc structure at the conditions of
interest. The Bragg-Williams random mixing model was
used for both phases with the following formula (per mole
of atoms):

g ¼ ðXFeg
o
Fe þ XOg

o
O þ XSg

o
SÞ þ RTðXFe lnXFe

þ XO lnXO þ XS lnXSÞþ

XFeXSLFe;S þ XFeXOLFe;O

ðEq 7Þ

where Xi and g�i are the mole fraction and molar Gibbs
energy of component i, Li;j represents the interaction energy
between i and j, which can be a function of temperature and
composition.

2.3 Monoxide (wüstite)

Vogel and Fulling[11] carried out equilibration and
quenching experiments followed by analysis and reported
that FeO and FeS are immiscible. Johto et al.[12] also
reported that sulfur was not soluble in wüstite based on
equilibration/quenching/EMPA experiments. Hence, sulfur
was assumed to be insoluble in monoxide.

The simplest polynomial model that was used for wüstite
in the Fe-O system[5] is accepted in the present study. It
describes the nonstoichiometry of the wüstite phase towards
oxygen using the Bragg-Williams approximation and as-
suming random mixing of Fe2+ and Fe3+ ions on cation
sites. This assumption does not correspond to the real
structure of wüstite, which is rather complex and not
completely understood. However, it was shown in the
assessment of the Fe-O system[5] that different models give
almost identical representations of the entropy of wüstite as
a function of composition, provided that the models
adequately reproduce the absolute entropies of wüstite at
several compositions and 25 �C, which were obtained by
the integration of the experimental low-temperature heat
capacities.

The Gibbs energy per mole of components FeO and
FeO1.5 is given by

g ¼ ðXFeOg
o
FeO þ XFeO1:5

goFeO1:5
Þ

þ RTðXFeO lnXFeO þ XFeO1:5
lnXFeO1:5

Þ

þ XFeOXFeO1:5
LFeO;FeO1:5

ðEq 8Þ

where goM and XM are the Gibbs energy and mole fraction of
pure component M, respectively. The molar interaction
energy LM ;N between components M and N is expanded as a
polynomial in the mole fractions of the components:

LM ;N ¼
X

i;j�0

q
ij
M ;NX

i
MX

j
N ðEq 9Þ

where q
ij
M ;N are the binary model parameters.

3. The Fe-S System

The Fe-S system was optimized byWaldner and Pelton.[2]

The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 1. Comparisons with the
experimental data, descriptions of thermodynamic models
and optimized model parameters for all phases are given in
Ref 2. The description of the Fe-S liquid phase optimized by
Waldner and Pelton[2] was accepted in the present study with
minor modifications. Contrary to the Fe-O liquid, the Fe-S
liquid phase was modeled in such a way that Fe exists almost
exclusively as FeII over the whole composition range from
metal to sulfur. This is because solid Fe2S3 is not stable and
there is no experimental evidence for strong SRO in the liquid
phase at the Fe2S3 composition which corresponds to very
high S2 partial pressures.

A small modification of the Dg�
FeIIS

parameter for the
liquid phase was made in the present study to improve the
description in the liquid iron region at 1500-1600 �C. The
resulted changes in the description of the system below
1500 �C are minimal compared to the original study of
Waldner and Pelton.[2] Even though some of the experimen-
tal data in the temperature range of 1600-1730 �C seem to
be fitted not as good as by Waldner and Pelton,[2] the region
from 1500 to 1600 �C is more important for industrial
applications and the experimental measurements are more
accurate there. The differences are discussed in more detail
elsewhere.[13]

4. The Fe-O System

The Fe-O system was reevaluated recently[5] and the
optimized phase diagram is shown in Fig. 2.

5. The Fe-O-S System

5.1 Phase diagrams

There are two ternary compounds in the Fe-O-S system,
FeSO4 and Fe2(SO4)3, which decompose forming the gas
phase before melting at ambient pressure. Subsolidus
reactions were studied by Skeaf and Espelund,[14] Hsieh
and Chang,[15] Rosenqvist and Hofseth,[16] Musbah and
Chang,[17] Schaefer[18] and Espelund and Jynge[19] using the
EMF technique in flowing SO2. Their data are summarized
in Fig. 3. Most likely, these experiments do not correspond
to equilibrium with the gas phase, which can contain other
gaseous species such as SO3, S2 and O2, but rather to a fixed
potential of SO2, i.e. the other gaseous species do not form
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fast enough to significantly change the composition of
flowing SO2. If the equilibrium with the gas phase were
attained, it would be almost pure SO2 over the range of
P(O2) from 10�4 to 10�14 atm. At higher oxygen potentials,
amounts of SO3 and O2 become substantial, while at lower
P(O2) the partial pressure of S2 starts to increase. The
composition of the gas flowing out of the furnace was not
analyzed, but our calculations showed that large amounts of
condensed phases in EMF cells would have to react in order
to produce the gas phase of equilibrium composition, which
is not what happened in the experiments.

Rosenqvist and Hynne[20] carried out equilibration,
quenching and analysis experiments and reported that FeS
does not dissolve in Fe3O4 spinel.

Liquid that appears in the system expands from molten
nonstoichiometric FeS towards FeO. At high temperatures it
also spreads to liquid metal. The evaluated phase diagram of
the Fe-O-S system at 1200 �C and at the total pressure of
1 atm is shown in Fig. 4.

Phase equilibria in the Fe-S-O system were studied
repeatedly.[11,12,21–29]

Naldrett[25] determined the iron-wüstite-troilite-liquid (Fe-
‘‘FeO’’-‘‘FeS’’-L) ternary eutectic temperature by melting
pyrrhotite, wüstite and iron in silica, iron or silver crucibles.
Experiments in silica and iron crucibles gave 915± 2 �C,
while in silver crucibles the eutectic temperature was
measured to be 905± 2 �C. The composition of this eutectic
was determined by melting in silver crucibles and is shown in
Fig. 5. Even though the eutectic temperature obtained in
silver crucibles was lower, the author claimed that the
presence of Ag had only a small effect on the Fe:S:O ratio in
the liquid phase at the eutectic temperature. Naldrett[25] also
reported the temperature and composition of the magnetite-

wüstite-troilite-liquid (‘‘Fe3O4’’-‘‘FeO’’-‘‘FeS’’-L) ternary
peritectic. The experiments were conducted in evacuated
and sealed silica tubes, hence it was possible to study melts
with high equilibrium vapor pressures without affecting the
composition. The results obtained in contact with silica tubes
should probably be interpreted as corresponding to the Fe-O-
S-Si system at SiO2 saturation. Naldrett suggested that since
the presence of SiO2 did not affect much the temperature of
the Fe-‘‘FeO’’-‘‘FeS’’-L eutectic, it should not have a strong
effect on the ‘‘Fe3O4’’-‘‘FeO’’-‘‘FeS’’-L invariant tem-
perature and composition. The temperature was found to be
934± 2�C and the composition is shown in Fig. 5.

The experiments of Hilty and Crafts[21] involved melting
mixtures of FeS and Fe2O3 in iron crucibles. The melting
was carried out in Ar, assuming that the O:S ratio in the
samples did not change significantly due to low P(SO2) and
P(S2) in the iron-saturated system. Taking into account the
fluctuations of cool Ar flow, the accuracy in temperature
determination suggested by the authors was ±10 �C.
Preliminary studies were conducted to prove that the
reaction time of 2 h was sufficient for equilibration. After
equilibration, samples were quenched in water and studied
by chemical analysis and microscopic examination. The
results are plotted in Fig. 5 and 6(a-f).

Darken and Gurry (cited in Ref 22) melted the charge of
pyrrhotite and wüstite. The composition of pyrrhotite
corresponded to FeS0.942 and that of wüstite—to FeO1.054.
Samples were placed in iron crucibles in an atmosphere of
purified N2 and annealed at controlled temperature. No
special precautions were made in order to keep the samples
on the FeS0.942-FeO1.054 section, so the initial compositions
could have changed due to dissolution of iron from the
crucibles or evaporation of oxygen and sulfur into the gas

fcc + Liquid

Liquid 2 Liquids

Pyrrhotite (Fe
1-x

S) + bcc

Pyrrhotite (Fe
1-x

S) + Liquid

FeS
2

+ Liquid
Pyrrhotite

FeS
2

+ S(s)

FeS
2

+ S(s2)

bcc + Liquid

bcc + FeS

'Fe
7
S

8
'

Fe
9
S

10
Fe

10
S

11
Fe

11
S

12

+ FeS
2

P
y
rr

h
o

ti
te

+2+10-1-2-3-4

-5

log
10

[P(S
2
), atm]

+2

+1

0

-1
-2
-3
-4
-5

Molar ratio S/(Fe + S)

T
em

p
er

a
tu

re
, 

°C

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

1600

1800

2000

2200

Fig. 1 Calculated phase diagram of the Fe-S system with superimposed S2 isobars. Formation of the gas phase is suppressed
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phase. The phase boundaries corresponding to precipitation
of the pyrrhotite and wüstite phases were obtained by
microscopic examination of samples quenched into mer-
cury. The structural characteristics of the polished samples
made it possible to determine whether quenching was made
from the temperatures above or below these phase bound-
aries. The compositions of the liquid phase were not
measured, which increases the uncertainty of the determined

phase boundaries. These experimental points are plotted in
Fig. 7, assuming that the samples were in equilibrium with
iron and that the O:S ratio in the samples did not change
during the experiments.

Vogel and Fulling[11] used corundum crucibles to melt
mixtures of Fe, Fe2O3 and S in Ar. Quenched samples
were examined microscopically. The temperature of
920 �C was measured for the Fe-‘‘FeS’’-‘‘FeO’’-L eutec-
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tic. The composition of this eutectic is shown in Fig. 5.
The authors also reported the ‘‘FeO-FeS’’ section of the
Fe-O-S phase diagram, but it remains unclear how much
the actual compositions of their samples deviated from
this section. As can be seen from Fig. 5, iron must have
precipitated from the initial compositions along most of
the FeO-FeS section to produce oxysulfide liquid in
equilibrium with monoxide (wüstite). Hence, the monox-
ide liquidus reported by Vogel and Fulling[11] can be
compared with the calculated phase diagram in equilib-
rium with iron shown in Fig. 7.

Yazawa and Kameda[28] presented the Cu2S-FeO-FeS
phase diagram at iron saturation. The extrapolation of their
liquidus to the FeO-FeS section is given in Fig. 7.

Rosenqvist and Hartvig[23] equilibrated oxysulfide liquid
with magnetite and the SO2-S2 gas flow with controlled
P(S2) at a total pressure of 1 atm and 1135 or 1185 �C.
Crucibles were made from alumina lined with magnetite.
The liquid phase was analyzed for Fe, S and O by
conventional methods: precipitation of iron as Fe2O3,
electro-deposition of S as BaSO4 and determination of the
oxygen content by the hydrogen-reduction method (heating
the sample in hydrogen to convert oxygen into water, which
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was absorbed with P2O5). The compositions of the liquid
phase in equilibrium with magnetite and SO2-S2 gas are
plotted in Fig. 6(c,d).

Bog and Rosenqvist[24] prepared the H2S-H2O-H2 gas
mixtures of certain composition and equilibrated them with
iron sulfide at 1120 �C, i.e. both P(O2) and P(S2) were fixed in
these experiments. The crucible material was not reported. The
composition of resulting melt was determined by unspecified
chemical methods. Some experiments were conducted at iron

saturation. The compositions of the samples in equilibrium
with iron along with oxygen and sulfur isobars are plotted in
Fig. 6(c).

Ueda et al.[27] melted mixtures of Fe, Fe2O3 and FeS in
iron crucibles at 1000-1400 �C. The oxygen partial pressure
was measured using the following oxygen concentration
cell:

Pt j Ni,NiOj ZrO2ðCaO) jspecimenj RejPt ðEq 10Þ
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After equilibration, the crucible was quenched in a water
bath. Compositions of the specimens were determined by
chemical analysis. Oxygen and sulfur contents were deter-
mined by reduction with hydrogen. Iron was determined by
titration methods and from the mass balance. The phase
equilibrium results are shown in Fig. 6(a,b,d,e,f) and the
oxygen potential measurements are given in the next
Section in Fig. 8 and 9.

Takeda[26] melted the Fe-S-O mixtures in iron crucibles
at 1200 and 1300 �C and measured the oxygen potential

with a sensor similar to cell (10). The method used for
chemical analysis was not reported. The results are shown in
Fig. 6(d,e) and in the next Section in Fig. 9.

Johto et al.[12] heated mixtures of the pure Fe, FeS and
Fe2O3 powders in crucibles lined with iron foil. The
experiments were conducted either in an Ar atmosphere or
at P(O2) controlled by the CO/CO2 gas flow. After heat
treatment, the samples were quenched. Microscopic obser-
vations showed that the Fe-‘‘FeS’’-‘‘FeO’’-L eutectic should
be between 915 and 920 �C. The iron and sulfur contents of

L/(L + fcc)

L + Monoxide + fcc

L + fcc

L + Pyrrhotite

L

L + Gas

[1959Bog]

L + Spinel + Gas Log10[P(O2), atm]Log10[P(S2), atm]
[1959Bog]

-5.6

-5.4

-5.0

-4.4

-15.0

-14.5

-14.0

-13.3

1120 °C

[1958Ros]

L/(L + Spinel), 1135 °C

Molar ratio (S/Fe)

M
o

la
r
 r

a
ti

o
 (

O
/F

e
)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

exp. calc. exp. calc.

[2008Ued]

Darken in [1971Tur]

L/(L + fcc)

L + Monoxide

L + fcc + Monoxide

L + fcc

L

[1952Hil]1200 °C

L/(L + Monoxide)

L + Gas

L + Spinel + Gas

L + Spinel + Monoxide

L + Spinel

[1958Ros]

[1997Tak]

L/(L + Spinel), 1185 °C

(interpolated)

-14

[2013Joh]

L/(L + Monoxide)

L/(L + fcc + Monoxide)

L/(L + Spinel + Monoxide)

Molar ratio (S/Fe)

M
o

la
r 

ra
ti

o
 (

O
/F

e)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

(c)

(d)

Fig. 6 continued

Journal of Phase Equilibria and Diffusion Vol. 36 No. 3 2015 231



the liquid phase in equilibrium with solid phases were
determined by EMPA analysis. The oxygen content was not
measured directly and was obtained by difference, which
makes the reported compositions relatively less accurate.
The position of the eutectic point suggested by Johto
et al.[12] is shown in Fig. 5 and 7. The compositions of the
liquid phase in equilibrium with solids are plotted in
Fig. 6(a, d). The dependence of the liquid composition on
P(O2) is discussed in the next Section and plotted in Fig. 9.

Lee et al.[29] equilibrated mixtures of ‘‘FeO’’, FeS and
Ag in iron crucibles under the flow of CO/CO2. After

equilibration, silver was analyzed for sulfur and ‘‘each
component’’ of oxysulfide liquid was determined ‘‘by a gas
analyzer and titration method’’. Since the results of analyses
are not provided, it is not possible to evaluate the extent of
contamination of the oxysulfide phase by silver. The
measured compositions of oxysulfide liquid in equilibrium
with iron were plotted by Lee et al.[29] in the Fe-S-O
triangle. These compositions have much higher sulfur
content than reported by Hilty and Crafts,[21] Ueda
et al.,[27] Takeda[26] and even Johto et al.,[12] which may
be due to the presence of silver in the liquid phase. Hence,
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the results of Lee et al.[29] were not used in the present
optimization.

As can be seen from Fig. 5 and 6, the phase relations in
the Fe-S-O system are complex and somewhat unusual. The
liquid phase substantially deviates from the FeO-FeS join
both towards iron and nonmetals. It splits into two liquids at
high temperatures. The miscibility gap becomes wider rather
than narrower with an increase in temperature. The mea-
sured compositions are not very accurate, which is evident
from the wide scatter of the experimental points corre-
sponding to the L/(L + fcc) phase boundary shown in
Fig. 6. The reported FeO-FeS phase diagram[11,22,28] was
measured at iron saturation rather than by studying the
compositions along the FeO-FeS section, which inevitably
shifts the composition of the liquid phase from the FeO-FeS
join (see Fig. 5). The calculated phase diagram at iron
saturation is shown in Fig. 7.

5.2 Solubility of Oxygen and Sulfur in Oxysulfide Liquid

The solubility of oxygen and sulfur in oxysulfide liquid
was measured by Bog and Rosenqvist,[24] Dewing and
Richardson,[30] Nagamori and Kameda,[31] Kameda and
Yazawa,[32] Stofko et al.,[33] Mintsis et al.,[34] Blatov
et al.,[35] Nagamori and Yazawa,[36] Rose and Brenan,[37]

Fonseca et al.,[38] Ueda et al.[27] and Johto and Henao.[12]

Dewing and Richardson[30] heated small samples of the
condensed phase in a stream of N2-S2-SO2. The melts were
held in a platinum spiral. After attaining equilibrium, the
samples were quenched and analyzed by treatment in
hydrogen. The resulting H2S was absorbed by the zinc
acetate solution. Residual metal was dissolved in acid giving
the iron content. Insoluble platinum was weighted. It was
found that the quenched samples contained up to 2 mol% of

platinum sulfide at high P(S2). Thus, iron, sulfur and
platinum were determined directly and oxygen by differ-
ence. Most data points were obtained at 1206 �C. The
partial pressures of S2 and SO2 were reported by the authors
and equilibrium P(O2) was calculated in this study. The data
are plotted in Fig. 8.

Nagamori and Kameda[31] equilibrated Fe-O-S melts with
CO-CO2-SO2 gas mixtures at 1200 �C in alumina crucibles.
The quenched samples were analyzed for the iron content by
titration with KMnO4, for sulfur by precipitation as BaSO4,
and for oxygen by the hydrogen reduction method. No initial
gas compositions were reported by the authors, only calcu-
lated P(S2) and P(O2). The results are presented in Fig. 8.

Kameda and Yazawa[32] equilibrated Cu-Fe-O-S liquid
with CO-CO2-SO2 gas mixtures at 1150 to 1225 �C in
alumina crucibles. The copper, iron and sulfur contents were
determined analytically and the oxygen content was mea-
sured by the hydrogen reduction method. Even though ten
different CO/CO2/SO2 ratios were used, only the results for
one gas composition were reported and used in the present
study to calculate equilibrium P(O2) and P(S2). The copper-
free point is plotted in Fig. 8.

Stofko et al.[33] studied Fe-S-O melts in equilibrium with
N2-S2-SO2 gas at 1200 �C in alumina crucibles. The
quenched samples were analyzed for the iron content by
titration with KMnO4, for sulfur by precipitation as BaSO4,
and for oxygen by the hydrogen reduction method. No
initial gas compositions were reported by the authors,
instead, the calculated P(S2) and P(O2) were given. The data
are plotted in Fig. 8.

Mintsis et al.[34] equilibrated Fe-O-S melts and CO-CO2-
SO2 gas mixtures at 1200 and 1300 �C. The iron and sulfur
contents in the quenched samples were obtained by
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chemical analysis. The oxygen content was determined by
difference in some samples and by an unspecified analytical
method in controlled samples. The CO/CO2/SO2 ratios were
reported and used in the present study to calculate P(O2) and
P(S2). The results for 1200 �C are presented in Fig. 8.

Nagamori and Yazawa[36] equilibrated Fe-O-S melts with
CO-CO2-SO2 gas mixtures at 1200 �C in alumina crucibles.
The molten samples were quenched and analyzed for
oxygen, sulfur and iron. Sulfur and iron were determined
gravimetrically: sulfur as BaSO4 and iron as Fe2O3. Oxygen
was analyzed by the hydrogen reduction method. The
analytical results and compositions of ingoing CO-CO2-SO2

gas were reported. The data are given in Fig. 8.
Fonseca et al.[38] equilibrated Fe-O-S melts with CO-

CO2-SO2 gas mixtures at 1200 to 1400 �C in silica
crucibles. Electron microprobe analysis (EMPA) was used
to measure the contents of all elements, including oxygen, in
the quenched samples. The CO/CO2/SO2 ratios were
reported. The results for 1200 �C are presented in Fig. 8.

Blatov et al.[35] and Rose and Brenan[37] equilibrated Fe-
O-S melts with CO-CO2-SO2 gas mixtures at 1300 �C. The
crucible material and analytical methods were not reported
in the former paper. In the latter work, San Carlos olivine
mega crystal was used as a crucible and the samples were
analyzed by EMPA, even for oxygen. The CO/CO2/SO2

ratios were reported in both studies.
From Fig. 8 it is evident that there are some discrepan-

cies between the results of different authors at 1200 �C.
Nagamori and Kameda[31] suggest lower sulfur contents and
higher oxygen contents than Dewing and Richardson,[30]

Kameda and Yazawa[32] and Stofko et al.[33] On the
contrary, Fonseca et al.[38] give higher sulfur contents and
lower oxygen contents compared to the same stud-
ies.[30,32,33] The data of Stofko et al.[33] are rather scattered,

so that the dependence on P(S2) is mostly within the
experimental scatter, while the results of Mintsis et al.[34]

suggest that the solubility of sulfur is essentially indepen-
dent of P(S2). The experimental data at higher tem-
peratures[34,35,37,38] are even more scattered. The scatter is
probably due to difficulties in attaining equilibrium between
the liquid and gas phases when two partial pressures are
fixed, especially at high P(S2).

The experimental results for the oxygen partial pressure
over liquid saturated with solid iron[12,24,26,27] are summa-
rized in Fig. 9. These data are much more reliable and
consistent.

5.3 Solubility of Oxygen and Sulfur in Liquid Iron

The solubility of oxygen and sulfur in metallic liquid was
measured by Hilty and Crafts,[21] Hayashi and Uno,[39]

Schenck and Hinze.[40]

Hilty and Crafts[21] studied the equilibrium between Fe-
rich liquid (liquid iron, L1) and FeO-rich liquid (slag, L2) in
the Fe-S-O system using a rotating furnace at 1450 to
1650 �C. Samples were melted in magnesia crucibles under
an Ar atmosphere. Slag was contaminated with MgO from
the crucible material (up to 2.5 wt.%) and by SiO2 from the
thermocouple protection tube (up to 4 wt.%), though this is
much less than the equilibrium solubility of MgO and SiO2

in slag under the conditions of the experiments. Samples of
liquid iron were analyzed: oxygen was determined by a
variant of the vacuum-fusion method and sulfur was
measured gravimetrically. The experimental results are
plotted in Fig. 10.

Hayashi and Uno[39] equilibrated liquid iron with H2S-
H2O-H2-Ar mixtures at 1500 to 1600 �C in alumina
crucibles. Oxygen and sulfur were analyzed by the vacuum
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fusion method. The obtained alloy compositions are shown
in Fig. 10. The equilibrium P(O2) and P(S2) were calculated
from the experimental gas compositions. The activity
coefficient of oxygen defined as

ln cO ¼ 0:5 lnPðO2Þ � lnXO ðEq 11Þ

is plotted in Fig. 11. The activity coefficient of sulfur was
calculated in a similar way:

ln cS ¼ 0:5 lnPðS2Þ � lnXS ðEq 12Þ

The results are shown in Fig. 12.
Schenck and Hinze[40] equilibrated liquid iron with CO/

CO2 gas of known composition in alumina crucibles at 1600
and 1650 �C. The quenched samples were analyzed for
oxygen content by gas chromatography. No analysis for S
after equilibration was reported, it was assumed that the
initial S content from FeS did not change. The experiments
were first made using sulfur-free samples, and then the
effect of sulfur on the oxygen content was measured by
addition of known amounts of FeS. The activity coefficient
of oxygen in the liquid phase, fO, was defined using weight
rather than mole fractions as it is normally done in the
technical literature[41]:

lO ¼ 0:5lþO2
ðTÞ þ RT lnðfOWOÞ ¼ 0:5½lþO2

ðTÞ

þ RT lnPðO2Þ�
ðEq 13Þ
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where lþO2
is the Gibbs energy of ideal O2 gas at 1 atm, WO

is the weight fraction of oxygen and PðO2Þ is the
equilibrium oxygen partial pressure in atm. The composition
dependence of the activity coefficient was represented by
the following equation

log10ðfOÞ ¼ log10 f �OðTÞ
� �

þ eOOðTÞ � wt:% O

þ eSOðTÞ � wt:% S
ðEq 14Þ

and the first-order interaction coefficient eSO was obtained.
This value was adopted by the Steelmaking data source-
book.[41] The dashed lines in Fig. 11 were calculated using
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the parameters of Eq 14 from the Steelmaking data
sourcebook,[41] assuming that eSO is independent of tem-
perature.

5.4 Optimization

The database for the Fe-S system[2] was combined with
the model parameters for the Fe-O system[5] to predict the
thermodynamic properties and phase equilibria in the Fe-O-
S system. The thermodynamic properties of stoichiometric
FeSO4 and Fe2(SO4)3 were taken from the NIST-JANAF
thermochemical tables.[42]

The phase relations in the Fe-O-S system predicted using
only binary parameters for the liquid phase were qualita-
tively correct, but the agreement with the experimental data
was not satisfactory quantitatively. Ternary parameters
g001
FeIISðOÞ

and g002
FeIISðOÞ

were introduced to raise the monoxide
liquidus and the eutectic temperature shown in Fig. 7. One
more ternary parameter, g101

FeIIOðSÞ
, and a Bragg-Williams

parameter, q102
SOðFeIIÞ

, were required to suppress the low
temperature immiscibility between liquid FeS1�x and FeO
and to increase the iron content in iron-saturated liquid (see
Fig. 6). Another ternary parameter, g002

FeIIIOðSÞ
, was added to

shift the phase boundary L/(L + Spinel + Gas) in Fig. 6(b)
and (d) to higher S and O contents.

The binary parameter Dg�
FeIIS

was adjusted to raise cS in
iron-rich Fe-S liquid at 1500 to 1600 �C in order to improve
the description of the data of Hayashi and Uno[39] shown in
Fig. 12. This did not impair the overall description of the
experimental data in the Fe-S system. An additional
parameter, g901

FeIIOðSÞ
, was used to raise cO and cS in liquid

iron (see Fig. 11, 12). However, the solubility of oxygen in
liquid iron equilibrated with slag falls when cO increases,
which made the description of the data of Hilty and
Crafts[21] shown in Fig. 10 less accurate. A better fit of the
data of Hayashi and Uno[39] and of Schenck and Hinze[40]

would result in a large disagreement with the solubility data
of Hilty and Crafts,[21] and also with the miscibility gap in
Fig. 6(f,g) as reported by Hilty and Crafts[21] and Ueda
et al.[27] And vice versa, if the miscibility gap between
liquid iron and liquid oxysulfide were described more
accurately, the activity coefficient of oxygen in Fig. 11
would fall dramatically. To resolve this contradiction, more
experimental studies are required in the liquid iron region of
the Fe-O-S system. In the present study, the model
parameters were optimized to attain a reasonable compro-
mise between the data on the activity coefficients of oxygen
and sulfur in liquid iron[39,40] and the data on phase
equilibria with oxysulfide liquid.[21,27]

The resulting description of the available experimental
data is shown by the calculated lines in Fig. 3-12. In most
cases the agreement is within the experimental error limits.
However, the calculated miscibility gap L1 + L2 shown in
Fig. 6(e, f) and 16 expands less rapidly with increasing
temperature than suggested by the data of Hilty and
Crafts[21] and Ueda et al.[27] The experimental
L1 + L2 + bcc triangles at 1400 and 1450 �C are close to
the calculated ones at 1470 and 1505 �C, respectively.

From the data on the solubility of oxygen and sulfur at
fixed P(O2) and P(S2) summarized in Fig. 8, oxygen and

sulfur isobars over the matte region can be calculated. In
particular, these isobars at 1200 and 1300 �C are presented
in Fig. 6(d, e).

The thermodynamic properties of all stoichiometric
compounds and the values of the optimized model pa-
rameters are given in Table 1. The optimized parameters are
strongly correlated and, therefore, are given in Table 1 with
relatively large numbers of significant digits. The calculated
invariant points are listed in Table 2.

6. Conclusions

A critical assessment and thermodynamic modeling have
been performed for the Fe-O-S system over the whole
composition range. A model for the liquid phase has been
developed within the framework of the quasichemical
formalism. This model describes simultaneously metallic
liquid, sulfide liquid (matte) and oxide liquid (slag). For the
Fe-O system, the model reflects the existence of two ranges
of maximum SRO at approximately FeO and Fe2O3

compositions. Parameters of thermodynamic models for
the liquid and solid phases have been optimized to provide
the best description of all available thermodynamic and
phase equilibrium data. The obtained self-consistent set of
model parameters can be used to calculate the solubility of
oxygen and sulfur in liquid and solid iron. The stability
range of oxysulfide liquid can also be calculated at different
temperatures along with the equilibrium oxygen and sulfur
partial pressures at each composition.

The model parameters obtained in the present study are
being used for development of a thermodynamic database
for simulation of copper smelting and converting. In
particular, the model and optimized properties of the liquid
phase are essential for description of the solubility of
oxygen in matte. The present study completes the opti-
mization of all binary and ternary subsystems of the Cu-Fe-
O-S quaternary system. The experimental data available for
the Cu-Fe-O-S system were compared with the predictions
from the combined database. Even though the agreement
was fair, it was found that the Cu-Fe-S[2–4] optimization
needs some improvement. Just a few additional model
parameters that reflect interactions, which are present only
in the quaternary system, may also be added to improve the
description. The optimization of the Cu-Fe-O-S quaternary
system will be reported elsewhere.
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