A Preliminary Study on the
Formation of Acid Mine
Drainage through Rock

Geochemical Test in the Coal
Mining Areas

by Edy Jamal Tuheteru

Submission date: 27-Aug-2023 11:24PM (UTC+0700)
Submission ID: 2152087986

File name: 28082023_-_ISOSud_E]JT_et.all_-_Eng.docx (532.98K)
Word count: 2928

Character count: 14069



A Preliminary Study on the Formation of Acid Mine Drainage
through Rock Geochemical Test in the Coal Mining Areas

E J Tuheteru'’, Suhaila!,Suliestyah!, P N Hartami', R Yulianti!,

'Department of Mining Engineering, Trisakti University, Jakarta, Indonesia

*Email: ejtuhetern @ trisakti.ac.id

Abstract: Acid mine drainage (AMD) is the biggest issue occurring in every mining industry . Therefore, it is
necessary to check the rock, particularly its potency to form acid mine drainage. PT X in Lahat, South
Sumatra does not yet own a distribution model for the PAF and NAF rocks. Thus, this research was conducted
to determine the distribution of PAF and NAF rocks as an initial potency for the formation of acid mine
drainage. Six samples in the field were taken from the pit walls, in which these sample codes were A, B, C, D,
E, and F, respectively. These samples were subjected to the static and Kinetic tests in the laboratory. The static
test showed that a sample with a potency to form acid was sample E, while the other five samples did not have
any potency to form acid. Afterwards, kinetic tests were conducted with a daily cycle for 25 days. The result
showed that the sample F had lower pH value, compared with the other five samples. Thus, based on this
study, it can be concluded that the only sample having the potency to form acid was sample F, while the other
samples, namely A, B, C, D, and E, respectively, did not have any potency to form acids.

1. Introduction

The mining system in the Indonesian territory is dominated by an open mining system, which will leave a
large number of the ex-mining holes in the future and has a potency to form a void [1]. Quality of the
water in these abandoned voids will vary, ranging from poor to higher quality that meets environmental
standards. The water quality that is poor or has a low pH value, also known as the acid mine drainage,
becomes an issue for the mining business activities. The Indonesian government, through Decree of the
Minister of Energy and Mineral Resources No. 1827 K/30/MEM/2018 concerning the Good Mining, has
required all of the mining businesses to have a Rock Geochemical model to be used for the management
of acid mine drainage during the mining operation.

The mine acid water is characterized by a low pH value below 5 [2], due to the oxidation of sulfide
minerals which comes with water to leach it [3]. The acid mine water formed in the mining operation area
will negatively affect the surrounding environment or waters when it is drained into the surrounding
waters [4], [5]. The formation of acid mine drainage can be managed properly, provided that the company
has information, as conveyed through the rock geochemical models in the mining industry, about the
distribution of rocks having a potentially acid forming (PAF) as well as rocks non-acid forming (NAF).
Based on the existing geochemical model, the Company can perform a strategy in managing the formation
of acid mine drainage [6].

Rock geochemical characterization should be carried out from the exploration stage, which can be
validated during the ongoing mining operation. When companies have not carried out the rock




geochemical characterization at the exploration stage, it can be performed during the mining operations by
sampling the exposed rock walls. In Indonesia, research on the geochemical characterization of rocks for
the potential for the formation of acid mine drainage has been carried out [7] [8] [9] [10], which can serve
as a guide for doing the same in other locations. The study area was Lahat area of South Sumatra, a coal
mining company without any rock geochemical characterization to date. Thus, this study on the rock
geochemical characterization was conducted to determine the distribution of PAF and NAF rocks as an
initial potential study on the formation of acid mine drainage.

2. Method

2.1. Location

This research was conducted at one of the PT X coal mining companies in Lahat Regency, South Sumatra
Province. This coal mining area was in the Muara Enim Formation and the Kasai Formation, while the
research location was in the Kasai Formation in which the mining operation was carried out on two coal
seams as the main seam. The mining business license covers an area at the width of 519.80 Ha, while the
mining activities in this location are still active to date. The company has produced two coal products,
namely MRC with a calorific value of 4750 GAR and LCV with a calorific value of 3800 GAR.

2.2 . Sampling

The sampling location on a rock wall was taken into account because of its ease of access. Rock samples
were taken from the rock lithology in the study area, in which the samples were overburden and
interburden rocks. The sampling was conducted through a grab-sampling method (Figure 1), in which the
sample surface was cleaned first to obtain an area that was fresh and not oxidized. The rock samples taken
were 6 samples having codes A, B, C, D, E, and F, respectively. Samples A and B were shale stone,
samples C, D, E were clay stone, while sample F was soil.




2.3. Laboratory Testing

The tests conducted in this study were static and kinetic tests in the Coal Quality Analysis Quality

Laboratory and the Rock Mechanics Laboratory, Mining Engineering Study Program, Faculty of Earth

Technology and Energy, Trisakti University. Static test was conducted to calculate the balance between

acid components, namely sulfide mineral and acid consumption components, which were mainly

carbonate minerals in the sample. This test aimed to determine the potency of acid formation. This test
was conducted based on the Indonesian National Standard (SNI) 6957: 2021 and AMIRA 2002 [11]. The
stages of this static test included are described below.

e Paste pH test was conducted to investigate the similarity indication in the sample by mixing a 200
mesh sample with 50 ml of deionized water, leaving it overnight, and checking its pH to categorize the
sample into the PAF (Potential Acid Forming) or NAF (Non acid Forming) category.

e Total sulfur to determine the percentage of sulfur content in the sample was obtained using the ESCHA
method, by burning the sample at a temperature of 800 °C in the Muffle Furnace for 1 hour 30 minutes,
filtering the sample by mixing the burning sample in the heated distilled water, and filtering it again
using Ash Filter paper. Afterwards, + 150 ml of filtrate was collected into an Erlenmeyer, while the
filtrate was mixed with some reagents to observe the color change, in which the reagent used was the
indicator SM, 10% KOH,HCL 1: 1, HCL 1: 9. The next step was to heat the filtrate and to add 10 ml
of BaCL. for checking the precipitate in the filtrate, in which the filtrate was filtered using filter (no
ash) no42. Afterwards, the container was weighed to identify its empty weight, while the filter
paperwas folded, put into the container, and burned again for 1 hour 30 minutes. After the burning
process, the container was weighed again as the value of the weight content. Therefore, based on these
results, value of the sulfur content can be identified in the sample with the formula listed in ASTM
D2662.

e NAG (Net Acid Generating) test was conducted adding H-0: to a sample at 2.5 grams and a size of 200
mesh. In this test, the solution containing the sample was distilled overnight to see the reaction in the
sample. Afterwards, the solution was heated for 2 hours to check its pH, called NAG pH. The next step
was to titrate the solution to reach pH at 4.5 and 7.0 with different NaOH concentrations.

e ANC (Acid Neutralizing Capacity) test was conducted by adding hydrochloric acid (HCI) to
the sample and determining the fizz rating of each sample to identify the volume of HCI added
to the sample. The sample that has been added with HCI and 20 ml of deionized water was
heated for 2 hours until the reaction was complete or considered complete. After the heating
process, the pH was checked to see whether or not the sample can continue with the titration at
pH between 0.8 and 1.5. Meanwhile, the results of the titration were used to calculate the
value of the ANC acid neutralizing capacity.

The kinetic test was conducted to determine the reaction kinetics of acid formation in the
sample by simulating oxidation reactions in rocks. Furthermore, this test was a characterization
of the long-term weathering. In this study, the test used the Free Draining Column Leach Test
(FDCLT) method, a column loach test in which 2-2.5 kg of rock samples was put into a Buchner
funnel with filter paper [12]. The sample was designed with two cycles, namely the wet-dry
cycle. daily for 25 days.




3. Results and Discussion

3.1.Static Test

The static test, as presented in Table 1 showed the result that the lowest pH value of the paste was sample
F at 4.9, while the other samples were in the range from 6.9 to 8.5. Based on the results of pH of this
paste, the pH value was close to a neutral pH. The net acid generation (NAG) test showed the result that
there were three samples with low pH values, namely sample C at 3.2, sample E at 3.7 and sample F at
4.8, while the other samples were in the range from 6.5 to 7. This result of NAG shows that there was a
tendency for the three samples to generate the acid. ANC showed the result that two samples without any
neutralizing capacity were sample D with a value of -109.00 Kg H2SO4/Ton and sample E with a value of
-184.37 Kg H2804/Ton. Meanwhile, samples A, B, C and F had the neutralizing capacity with values
ranging from 3.71 to 35 Kg H2S04/Ton. The total sulfur test showed the result that all samples had low
values ranging from 0.07 to 0.21. The result of Maximum Potential Acidity (MPA) was in the range from
2.10 to 6.31 Kg H2S04/Ton, while the sample having the highest MPA value was sample F at 6.31 Kg
H2S04/ton. The result of Net Acid Production Potential (NAPP) showed that the sample with the highest
value was samples D and E, while samples A, B, C, and F showed negative NAPP values. Therefore based
on this NAPP value, samples D and E had the potency to produce acid.

Table 1. Results of the Static Test

Sample pH _NAG i ] Total

No 1 Pasta NAG  NAG NAG ANC* Sulphur ~ MPA* NAPP*
pH  pH=45*  pH=7* (%)

1A 8.5 7 0 0 371 007 2.10 -1.61

2 B 78 66 0 039 8.29 007 2.10 -6.19

3 C 69 32 10.98 15.68 35 0.14 420 -30.80

4 D 7.1 6.5 10.00 137 10900 007 2.10 111.10

5 E 72 37 5.88 17.64 -18437  0.14 420 188.57

6 F 49 48 0 2.35 2227 021 631 -15.96

Note: *unit in kg H:504/t, ANC: acid-neutral capacity; NAG: Net Acid Generation; MPA: Maximum Potentially Acidity:
NAPP: net acid production potential.

Based on the results of the static tests that have been conducted, the geochemical characterization of
rock can be interpreted through a comparison chart of NAPP and NAG pH values as shown in Figure 1.
The results of the geochemical characterization in Figure 2 showed that sample E was categorized as the
Potential Acid Forming (PAF) having NAG pH value < 4.5 and NAPP value > (0. Meanwhile, the other
three samples, namely samples A, B, and F, were categorized as the Non Acid Forming (NAF) with NAPP
values > 4.5, and NAPP < 0. The other two samples, namely samples C and D, were categorized as the
Uncertain (UC) since the pH values of NAG and NAPP were not in accordance with the stipulation set in
PAF and NAF categories.
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Figure 2. Characterization of the Geochemistry in the Rock

3.2. Kinetic Test

The results of kinetic test were used to confirm the geochemical characterization of rock based on the
results of the static test. The leachate taken from each sample was measured for its pH value. As shown in
Figure 3, concerning the pH value of each sample the sample with a low pH value ranging from 5.2 to 6.2
was sample F. The sample with the highest pH value was sample A with a range of pH value from 8.1 to
8.6. The other samples, namely samples B, C, D, and E, had pH values in the range from 6 to 8.5. Based
on this pH value, it shows that all samples were categorized as rocks having no potency to form acid,
while only sample F had low pH value.
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Figure 3. pH Value




Total dissolved solid (TDS) parameter visualized amount of the dissolved solids (solids) in the
leachate. TDS value for each sample is shown in Figure 3. TDS refers to the solubility value of a
substance in leachate, while the TDS value is directly proportional to the pH, in which high pH
also means high TDS value. In Figure 4, almost all samples at the beginning of the daily cycle,
except for sample E, showed a significant increase, decrease, and fluctuation. Sample C
apparently had a fairly high average TDS value compared to the other five samples, having TDS
values ranging from 137 to 890 mg/l. Besides, sample C underwent fluctuation in the process of
the test period. Samples showing low TDS values were sample F with TDS values ranging from
4 to 58 mg/l. Thus, TDS value of all samples showed that all samples were below 800 gr/ml.
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3.3. Overall Geochemical Characteristics of the Samples

Based on the results of static and kinetic tests, the rock geochemical characterization of all samples was
rock without any potency to form acid. The static test, in which sample E was categorized as PAF, showed
the result that the sample was NAF rock with a pH value ranging from 6.5 to 7.7. For other samples
categorized as Uncertain, namely samples C and D, the kinetic tests showed the result that pH values were
from 6 to 8.1 for sample C and from 7.3 to 8 for sample D. Thus, these two samples were confirmed as
NAF rocks. Based on the static test results, samples A, B, and F were categorized as NAF rocks confirmed
by kinetic testing in which sample A had pH value ranging from 8.1 to 8.6,sample B had pH value from
7.8 to 8.5, and sample F had pH value from 5.2 to 6.2. Thus, it can be said that sample F indicated a
tendency of a low pH value.

4. Conclusion

A conclusion that can be drawn from the results of this study is that all rock samples undergoing the
geochemical characterization did not have any potency to form acid. However, in sample F, the kinetic
test showed the result that there is a tendency to have a potency to form acid because of having the lowest
pH value of all samples. This research is expected to give suggestion to the Company for managing its
acid mine drainage. Further methods which can be performed by the company to confirm whether or not
the rock has a potency to be acidic are mineralogical tests on each rock sample.
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