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Comparison of Matt Tin Plating by Stannous Methanesulfonate
and Stannous Sulfate Electrolytes

ZHANG Zhen-hua
( Research Institute of Yunnan Tin Company Gejiu 661000 China)

Abstract: From the experimental verification and cost analysis the coating and bath performance of matt
tin plating were compared between stannous methanesulfonate and stannous sulfate electrolyte. The results
show that the stannous methanesulfonate electrolyte has superiorities both on coating and bath perform—
ance but has almost the same cost with stannous sulfate electrolyte. So in the next few years the matt tin
plating by stannous sulfate electrolyte will be replaced by stannous methanesulfonate.
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m( ) /g m( ) /g Am/g /%
5.827 3 6.976 7 1.149 4
1 95.78
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5.0755 6.056 1 0.980 6
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3 «
/kg I kg™ / kg I kg™ /
B3 75 215 16 125 B-1 75 215 16 125
B3 75 213 15 975 B2 75 213 15 975
6 139 834 6 139 834
453.55kWh 0.4 /kWh 181.42 282.15kWh 0.4 /kWh 112.86
— — 33 046. 86 — — — 33 046.86
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