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4Fe** + Oy + 4H" — 4Fe3 + 2H,0
2FeS; + 14Fe** + 8H,0 — 15Fe®* + 250,* + 16H*
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slaiole;l (Banerjee, 2014) 5,5 o 513 obj,l 8,90 (Sl So3lsn o lacls S JMoul) awl (g jlo 5
«Lawrence and Wang, 1996) ¢l 15 o lge Jols o] 1 bage 45 diitad £oiie (02,55 slo g, Sl
elusl J5 (EC) (S sl colan g PH (5 050 5lul - all
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S 08,5 y5u8 i35 5 T+ el ol ol glie sy ke s (Lol )5 (5] SlacSnd p9m (o)
S el IS 6 20,8 L3l ke T il T ol a5 0 e, s idoen B 9 Ginlie 1) e VA
WP e glusl S EC g PH i o o0 5l amy o 00 o (glauinds alio Lawgs asli Vo o 4y conds ags glsl S

90355 o5 €l J5 JSIs EC 5 PH 35,2501 ol

((Jlods G 0T S95) dwl B paao b udgi (2L 31 -
3t 5 99500 6503 (ANC) sl (g5l 5 2o )b o (MPAY Pl odgs il 28Tas o zalesT ol 5o
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1 Acid-Base Accounting, ABA 4 Electrical Conductivity, EC
2 Net Acid Generation, NAG 5 Maximum Potential Acidity, MPA
3 Net Acid Formation, NAF 8 Acid Neutralization Capacity, ANC
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g p domlie Sl 09 il 2STas (S 0,565 Jlade 5l eolanwl b g (Raisanen et al., 2010)

MPA (Kg H,S0,t™1) = %S x 30.6 )

lios Cons 4 0ad sl Wilgs oo albl 5 S o 4 ganl Jlais BT (e pl o

(ANC) sl (g5l i end s (3305
O] Lansgi .amo co (1STy igad ;0 35250 el 001 115 (6la IS b oy GgmmilaaST 51 Lol sl 51 i
w5 )+ gl cal gl e &, g S 55 o ieon (ANC) sl (6 5 s
4 dged 20,8 @l jhaie OF gl e Voo Gl a5 oad Jitie gyt dae YO pio 4 e Feo STl 5l 005 j5ee
b ol s Jloy V Soysagmdnnl b diged s 00,5 Cud PH G151 ey 5 0 00ls 18 S0t (59, 4B V0 e
Wl oo Caws a5y adal, 51 ANC) diges (63l s cud )b ow p YO 4 o pH

V(ml)x0.049x1000
W(g)

ANC(Kg H,S0,t™1) = )

e (e (nl )3 el (05 e ) Wiged 039 b R W s Gl e ) Syl x> b 2l V

(NAPP) ' (ol omus! s g iy aonaslone
Siloid cad b g (MPA) acul adgs Jaily STas o Jobss sassylas (NAPP) alls sl oy sl
«Sayoga Gautama and Jalu Kusuma, 2008) &1 ce cews a5 5 abail, 3yl 51 g ol digai Lawgs (ANC) ol
NAPP (Kg H,SO,t™1) = MPA (Kg H,S0,t™1) — ANC (Kg H,S0,t™1) )
85 el i 31 39500 5 Al 43 S3zge S DS agt 45 Gl o (e (] 53 S Sie &
Sl adgr sty slls aiges il Cuze NAPP 31 555 co o5 098 c0 ddgs dul cuiSodys slo SIS lawgs
(Yusel and Baba, 2016) 5,0 ol 0dg5 Juslis diged ol caze NAPP 51 Jg il o

(4w g3 L31- Ll il (539) ABA b 5b— sl dmolinn (Soibiwl loyg03] -
Sre sladiges sl 0 Jewily b5, slp &S aiee ola bl op 3 e 5 ABA L Skl slaisles]

Silo i il 9 (AP) Toul 0dgs Jemsly daiolesl cpl ,o (Méndez-Ortiz et al., 2007) s4i o oslinnl

5 2l eo caws & (NNP) Taigns s (o5l s Junnilis ¢ )laie 90 ol Jolis 51 e g 00 (5,505l (NP) Taiges

1 Net Acid Production Potential, NAPP 3 Neutralization Potential, NP
2 Acid Potential, AP 4 Net Neutralization Potential, NNP
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(AP) sl s g Juommiliy sl
:(Méndez-Ortiz et al., 2007) 545 co dwle 5 abal, 5l oolatwl b (AP) sl gy Joslsy

AP (Kg CaCO5 t™1) = %S x 31.25 %)

(NP) igai (g3l s Jmmiliy cy305
ialesT 5o oalil 5550 5l 5 dmsl (N) adloyi g (V) o 10,5 el ' 528 (talesT auls Galosl ol plowil 51 3
Wges m)5 10 b Lialejl plal (gly 05 so 00l diged s sl 0,5 ABll I o aS sl slao 18 00 5 et
230,848l () 4 000 YO G p IS ol oyla8 iz g aiSu; gl e Voo phe p0 e VA ST 5l 00 S jge
Lawrence and ) sgi oo pumdi (598 g dawgio whnd g 4 58 Giolojl dmil 0gd oo 0wl 45 slowo lul
O J992) 098 co et ooyl 5o eoliul 0590 5 atdle i g ol alle 5 g pe> Lol ol 5 5 (Wang, 1997

58 Gialejl (sl oolils j50 S0y IS sl aidle i 5 o ) gz
Table 1. The volume and normality of applied hydrochloric acid for the Fizz test

Volume (ml)  Normality  Fizz test result

20 0.2 No
40 0.2 Slight
40 0.5 Moderate
80 0.5 Strong

Srelishes YO e ()l 5o e P SUI 5l ot 0l e aised 0,5V ANP) aiged 3l Jomily el (512
oud e aiille i g e b edio ) YO oSGy IS sl s 5 00,8 035381 ()T 4y Jlaiie O 2 e A0 g 0w
@ 0,bg0 Caclu 90 CbdS 5l ey o o0lo 13 BUT sleo 40 g Sl (g9, Ages b 03938l T s tales] bl
VYO s el YF ob 00938l 58 Liolejl Lawgs ool aseie atdley g p Lo, YO G0l aul digad
STl calis sl adlo g e L YO B Y o0game ;0 al> o ol o PH 31000 5 a8lol jlaie Ol i Lo
asb Y5l maS PH 8T g wog SL STy plol (gl oals adlal ol jlade a5 ams o lid il Y/0 51 ey pH
b yiis oz b Giolej] o)lge ol 51 <S5 50 50 ol 00gr 2iSTy plosl 5L 0550 lade 5l iy sod adlol apwl o
SnS 5500 3l oolaiwl b g ol jild« Blo 35 L e )l Slgiore calol 1o 058 o j1,S5 0,lig0 oSG0y IS al e

1 Fizz test
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«Qureshi et al., 2015) o, oo cews a5 5 akasl; 51 (NP) (g5l 5 Jensly, (Méndez-Ortiz et al., 2007)

CaXVg—CpXVp

NP (Kg CaC0O5 t™1) = 50 x )

d

(NNP) Al g5l is Joailiy
S oo dmmle (AP) 0dgs Juily s (NP) (g3l s il oo S 51 (NNP) Il g5l s Joils
:(Hajizadeh Namaghi and Li, 2016)

NNP(Kg CaCO5 t™1) = NP (Kg CaCO; t™1) — AP (Kg CaCO5 t™1) )

ol Sl =Y 5l S NNP as” Jls o o ol adgs gl (sl aisS s diges il +Y - 51 iy NNP 51
-20kg CaCOz)-Y+ 5+Y+ s NNP ,lad. (Zwahlen etal., 2023) coul ol adgs Jomily glls diges a5 ol
(Plante et al., 2012) sib o ascinl apml adgs Lo 5| aiges a5 amo oo lis 7 <NNP < +20 kg CaCOs t !
Raisanen ) g oo ooliiwl il adg Josil ob3,1 sl 6 bre olsie 40 55 NPR L (o5le i Junilis Cns ||

et al., 2010
NPR = NP(Kg CaCO; t~1)/AP(Kg CaCO5 t~1) @)

A e gl (gl 458 (U NPR > § 5™ ladigad il co sl adss Sail jls Jlizl LS F LB Y o
(Balci and Demirel, 2018)

(NAG) o sl JuSis (yg03T -0
ol 03T (nl 09 g0 00l aiged Sy sl 055 Sy oo (o) 2 T2 (NAG) ol sl JS25 505] 5]
b 4 lgicgn sl 325 5 aral 055 25Ty INAG 5ol Jsb 9 eul (35000 sy b g 25T,
Sledigad o0 IS job 4.l diged awgi ool ool alls sl Jlade saimolis ol ase pl plo wes F) lejen
Syt g 2STNAG (lajl Ll 13 JolS job & 85250 (slouilies aas 3,555 023 53 51 ,5a5) o sl L
855 ol 59 s 83 a5 JolST U8 & (opmlasnST (5,555 aoys o i) o il b sladisas 5o s
Sl 5 NAG 5031 ol iy 355 o B peas (53300001 Lo iz ST oy o oSl 51 15 dotigas

1 Neutralization Potential Ratio, NPR
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Table 2. The concentration of major oxides and sulfur (%) in the spoil samples of the coal washing wastes of

Mehmandust plant
K:O TiO2 S P20s Fe03 MgO CaO AlOs SiO2 L.O..

1 3.2 11 05 01 6.1 1.0 0.9 169 377 122
2 3.2 1.1 04 01 4.8 0.9 0.3 18.1 435 108
3 2.7 09 03 01 4.3 0.9 0.4 18.1 387 9.4
4 24 11 04 0.08 6.6 1.4 0.4 198 426 112
5 4.0 1.1 05 01 7.0 0.9 0.6 144 36.0 124
6 1.7 10 03 0.7 3.3 0.5 0.7 132 258 106
7 3.6 12 04 0.09 5.2 1.0 1.2 172 419 118

Average 2.9 1 0.4 0.09 53 0.9 0.6 168 38.0 112
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Table 3. The concentration of major and trace elements in the coal washing wastes of Mehmandoost plant in
comparison with the average concentration of elements in the Earth's crust (values in mg/kg)

As Cd Co Cr Cu Fe Mn Mo Ni Pb Sb Zn

9 09 9 115 128 22200 229 17 53 36 18 82

9 07 7 128 74 19500 164 21 62 64 20 126

8 08 9 130 90 17900 139 10 60 41 17 99

19 09 8 137 69 34100 273 8 69 67 20 129

9 09 7 124 79 17400 176 7 58 71 18 115
8
9
0

9 07 134 89 17400 146 7 57 75 19 117
8 08 137 56 8500 85 13 64 43 18 89
Average 113 08 80 133 733 19571 170 8.8 620 64 188 1125

~N o o B~ W N B

Mean Crust * 1 02 25 100 55 50000 950 1 75 13 0.2 70

*Mason and Moore, 1982
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Table 4. Enrichment factor of potentially toxic elements in coal washing wastes
As Cd Co Cr Cu Mn Mo Ni Pb Sbh Zn
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1 16.1 133 1 3.1 0.6 0.4 50 1.8 116 3.2 33
2 4277 197 2.8 9.1 1 1.2 170 5.7 547 85 134
3 226 322 1.5 4.9 0.6 0.6 40 3 185 45 5.5
4 27.7 186 1 3.3 0.3 0.6 20 2.2 194 29 4.6
5 431 237 2.8 8.1 0.06 1.3 60 5.5 61.2 8.6 12.3
6 26.7 235 1.7 5.9 0.04 0.7 30 3.3 40.1 53 7.8
7 89.2 154 3.9 2.3 1.6 0.1 23 6.6 76.7 108 108
Average 383 209 2.1 5.2 0.6 0.7 56.1 4.0 403 6.3 8.2
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Fig. 2. The classification of the potentially toxic elements on the coal wahery waste samples bases on the average
enrichment factor values
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Fig. 3. Pyrite in a: sample no. 3 and b: sample no. 7
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Fig. 3. Pyrite in a: sample no. 13, b: sample no.2, c: sample no. 4, d: sample no. 5, e: sample no. 6
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Fig. 5. XRD spectra of coal washing waste samples of the Mehmandoost plant. a: sample no. 1 contained quartz, kaolinite,
illite, calcite, gypsum, clinochlore, muscovite. b: sample no. 2 contained quartz, kaolinite, illite, clinochlore. c: sample no.
3 contained quartz, muscovite, kaolinite, clinochlore, gypsum. d: sample no. 4 contained quartz, muscovite, clinochlore,
calcite, kaolinite, gypsum, illite. e: sample no. 5 contained quartz, pyrite, kaolinite, illite, montmorillonite, muscovite. f:
sample no. 6 contained quartz, kaolinite, illite, clinochlore, muscovite, montmorillonite. g: sample no. 7 contained quartz,

kaolinite, muscovite, calcite, montmorillonite.
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Table 5. The values of pH and EC in saturated paste samples and the assessment of acid generation potential

pH  EC (uS/cm) Acid generation

potential
1 28 2384 Positive
2 33 2241 Positive
3 56 1515 Negative
4 24 2120 Positive
5 27 2040 Positive
6 38 2085 Positive
7 58 1842 Negative

(o (5150 30T (%9, sl B o by ddgi (L3
) g 2ol MPASANC 5 jle 4 il o coio NAPP sl & 50 F Y ) sladiges «F Jgoz) muli wlal »
i ) i dwl W Cud b il V5l S ANCIMPA s 51 .anib o dmsl ags Juniliy (6Tl Laalboly
S ST Lol el 0by gawnl Cloy adg Jliml b g oS oo adgi (ol Clay albl g 05 dalgs sl (g5lw
5 e NAPP LY 5 ¥ o,lels sladiges 10 .0uS o 9dgs (souml Coloy 455 albl b V5 ey ANC/MPA
it Sl s sy 986 baalbly ol )l il o MPAANC
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Table 6. The results of acid production or neutralization tests (North American method).

MPA ANC NAPP ANC Acid generation

(KgH2S504t?) (KgH2S04th) (KgH2S04t 1) MPA potential
1 16 8.8 +7.2 0.5 Positive
2 12.3 14 +10.9 0.1 Positive
3 13 18.1 -5.1 13 Negative
4 12.2 9.8 +2.4 0.8 Positive
5 16.9 2.9 +14 01 Positive
6 11.3 4.9 +6.4 0.4 Positive
7 10.6 14.7 -4.1 13 Negative

drw giLBI- Ll il (595 Slaw 32 gl 0oy adgi iy (o) 2
shls lalbly cpl cplpls g o0g =Y+ 5l 2aS 7 50 F &V ) sloaisas NNP jlaie oV Jsoz) ABA (ool i 3.b
S5 L5 30 ol el iy g el +Y 51 i ¥ 5 ¥ 6)let sloallol NNP oS o 5 il o sl algf oniliy
N gV ol sloalbly ;5 Lol sl ) 5l 1S & 50 F ¥ ) olas sloalbly NPR o it dool adys sl
ol p il oo gl Sl adgi Sy SIS 75 8 F LYY o leds slaalbly (ol by canl )l iy S ()]
Sl i sl ol b aiien aalbl ady 5 S AP 5 e NP 6llo ¥ g Voo lels sladiges NP (503l ol
ol i badigad ol b aylis ) gl ol ags Jeily 5l laalbly (]
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Table 7. The results of static ABA tests

NP Acid
AP NNP NPR= .
ot (KgCaCOat 1 generation

(KgCaCoOat?) 1) (KgCaCoOst?) NP/AP potential
1 16.4 -167.8 -185.1 -10.2 Positive
2 12.6 -11.3 -23.9 -0.8 Positive
3 10.8 +125 +114.1 +11.5 Negative
4 125 -42.5 -55 -34 Positive
5 17.3 -420 -437.3 -24.2 Positive
6 11.6 -37.2 -48.9 -3.2 Positive
7 10.2 +96.5 +83.2 +7.2 Negative

AL sl adgi 9 (NAG) (alls sl JuSid (3905 (gline 3 (gmanl o) ddgF Jnaniiliy (w2
(NAP)
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Table 8. The results of Net Acid Generation (NAG) Test

NAG Basg vcﬁzsrﬁe NAG NAG genﬁ?ﬁion
pH molarity (mi) (KgH2S04tY)  NAPP potential
1 3.1 0.5 5.8 56.8 7.8 Positive
2 3.8 0.1 354 69.3 6.3 Positive
3 5.0 0.5 6.7 65.6 -16.4 Negative
4 2.9 0.1 323 63.3 26.3 Positive
5 3.2 0.1 41 80.3 57.3 Positive
6 2.7 0.5 6.4 62.7 9.7 Positive
7 4.7 0.5 5.2 50.9 -9.9 Negative
(NAP) Lol apl adgs 9051 @l A Jgar
Table 9. The results of Net Acid Production (NAP) test

bg‘:'re vc?lis;ze Base_ NAP genﬁ?ﬁion

titration (ml) normality  (KgCaCOat”) potential

1 1.1 5.8 0.1 27.8 Positive

2 1.2 35.4 0.1 26.5 Positive

3 24 6.7 0.1 64.9 Negative

4 1.4 32.3 0.1 29.6 Positive

5 15 41 0.1 29.2 Positive

6 1.8 1.8 0.1 255 Positive

7 3.9 5.2 0.1 56.2 Negative
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Abstract
Acid mine drainage (AMD) as the most important environmental issue in mining sites is

considered a significant source of environmental pollution. AMD is typically produced by the
oxidation of sulphide minerals, especially pyrite. The present study aims to investigate the acid
production potential of the wastes of Mehmandoost coal washing plant located in NE Damghan.
For this purpose, mineralogical, geochemical, and statistic tests were carried out on 7
representative coal washing waste samples. The obtained results show that although coal washing
wastes are not enriched in Cu and Mn, they are moderately enriched in Ni and Co, significantly
enriched in Cr, Sb and Zn, strongly enriched in Cd and As, and extremely enriched in Pb and Mo.
The main mineral phases presented in the studied samples include quartz, muscovite, clinochlore,
kaolinite, illite, montmorillonite, calcite and pyrite. In most of the studied samples, the pH and
electrical conductivity (EC) of the saturated paste is <3 and > 2000 pm/cm, respectively.
Moreover, in most samples the Net Neutralization Potential (NNP) is < -20. Also, in most of the
samples, the Net Acid Production Potential (NAPP) is positive and the Neutralization Potential
ratio (NPR) is < 3. The pH of Net Acid Formation (NAG pH) of these samples is < 4.5 and the
ratio of Acid Neutralization Capacity to Maximum Acid Potential Acidity (ANC/MPA) is < 1.
According to the results of static tests, there is a possibility of production of acidic drainage by
the studied samples, therefore, taking suitable management measures to control acid production
in the area is of crucial importance.

Keywords: Acid Mine Drainage, Coal Washing Waste, Mehmandoost Plant, Pollution.

Introduction
Coal is one of the most important fossil fuels that has various industrial and domestic applications.

Extracted coal needs to be processed due to the presence of some elements and mineral compounds,
the most important of which is pyrite. The presence of sulfur enhances the weight of coal and declines
its thermal energy. Therefore, in coal washing plants, coal is processed to remove such compounds.
The coal washing wastes produced during the coal washing process is a major source of acid mine
drainage (AMD) production. AMD is a significant environmental issue in the mining and mineral
processing industry and imposes some negative impacts on the environment (Mafra. et al., 2022;
Ravengai et al., 2014). The main characteristics of AMD include the extremely high acidity, the high
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concentration of metal and metalloids (e.g., Fe, Al, Mn, Cd, Cu, Pb, Zn, As, Sb and Hg) (Li et al.,
2023; Ren et al., 2023). Therefore, AMD is a major contributor to the pollution of water resources
and soils and may impose negative impacts on living organisms (Méndez-Ortiz et al., 2007; Ravengai
et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2023). AMD is mainly produced by the oxidation of sulfide minerals,
especially pyrite, through reaction with ambient water and oxygen. (Tang et al., 2021), and occurs
when the rate of acid production is higher than the neutralization rate (Johnson and Hallberg, 2005;
Elghali et al., 2023).
The main purpose of the present study is to evaluate the potential of AMD production by the coal
washing wastes produced in the Mehmandoost coal plant, NE Iran. As a result of coal processing, a
large amount of coal washing wastes have been disposed of around the plant. Considering the negative
effects of AMD on the environment, the prediction of AMD generation by the waste materials deems
necessary.

Materials and Methods
In Mehmandoost Coal Washing Plant, two different methods including gravity separation and
flotation are applied for coal processing. Therefore, the produced wastes are different in terms of
particle size. Coarse-grained wastes (larger than 10 mm) are produced through the gravity separation
method and fine-grained wastes (1 to 10 mm) are produced through flotation method. Four
representative surface samples (0-60 cm depth) of coarse-grained wastes, two representative surface
samples of fine-grained wastes and one representative sample of deep coarse-grained waste (drill
holes of 4 m depth) were collected. The samples were oven-dried at 105°C for 2h, and then were
crushed and grinded. The samples were then passed through 200 mesh stainless steel sieve to be
homogenized. The mineralogy of the samples was studied by X-Ray Diffraction (XRD) analysis and
microscopic investigations of polished sections. X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF) analysis was applied to
determine the concentration of major oxides and total S, and ICP-OEC analysis was used to measure
the concentration of Potentially Toxic Elements (PTES) in the studied representative samples. The
accuracy of the obtained data was checked by analyzing reference materials and blank samples, and
the precision of the analytical data set was controlled through triplicate measurement of the target
elements concentration in each sample.
Static tests as the most common experimental approach for prediction of AMD were carried out on
the representative samples. The results of these tests indicate the balance between acid production
processes (i.e., oxidation of sulphide minerals) and acid neutralization processes (i.e., dissolution of
carbonates and weathering of silicates) (Banerjee, 2014). There are various static tests for AMD
prediction the most common of which include:
A- pH and electrical conductivity (EC) of saturated paste
B- Acid production and acid consumption tests (North American method)
C- Acid-Aase Accounting tests (ABA tests, Australia-Pacific method)
D- Net Acid Generation (NAG) test
E- Net Acid Production (NAP) test.
These tests were designed on the basis of standard methods of Sobek et al. (1978).

Results and Discussion
XRF analysis results show that SiO2 and AI203 (average concentration of 38 and 16.8 %,
respectively) are the most significant oxides in the study samples, which may indicate the presence
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of silicates in the study samples. The concentration of total S in all samples is less than 1 % (with an
average value of 0.4 %), which is in accordance with other studies on the S content of coal waste
materials. Based on the ICP-OES analysis, the average concentrations of Cu, Mo, As, Cd, Cr, Sb and
Zn in the studied samples are much higher than their respective values in mean Crust composition
(Mason and Moore, 1982), which is probably due to substitution of trace elements in the structure of
sulfide and silicate minerals (e.g., pyrite, K-feldespar, clay minerals, etc.). The highest concentrations
of PTEs were recorded in sample no. 4. Based on the PTEs enrichment factor (EF) values, although
the coal washing wastes are not enriched in Cu and Mn, they are moderately enriched in Ni and Co,
significantly enriched in Cr, Sb and Zn, strongly enriched in Cd and As, and extremely enriched in
Pb and Mo. Therefore, in case of production of AMD by the studied wastes, there is a risk of soil and
water resource pollution in the study area, especially with As, Cd, Pb and Mo. The mineralogical
investigations of polished sections confirms the presence of amorphous, subhedral and framboidal
pyrites as the main sulphide mineral in the studied samples, which may enhance the possibility of
AMD production. Moreover, the abundance of pyrite in sample no. 4 explains the higher
concentration of PTEs in this sample. Moreover, pyrite particles are highly fractured which may
enhance the rate of oxidation and production of AMD. XRD analysis shows that the studied samples
contain silicate (quartz, muscovite, clinochlore, kaolinite, illite, and montmorillonite), carbonate
(calcite), sulphate (gypsum) and sulphide (pyrite) minerals. Quartz and kaolinite are the main mineral
phases which are present in all samples. The occurrence of clay minerals can be related to the
weathering of silicates. Calcite is the main AMD neutralizing mineral due to its high solubility rate,
and gypsum is one of the common secondary minerals that can be precipitated as a result of AMD
production.
Static tests show except two samples (i.e., samples no. 3 and 7), the coal washing waste samples may
produce AMD, because the pH and EC of the saturated paste is less than 4 and more than 2000 uS/cm,
respectively. Indeed, in these samples the Net Neutralization Potential (NNP) is < - 20, and the Net
Acid Production Potential (NAPP) is positive. The Neutralization Potential Ratios (NPR) of these
two samples are < 3, and their Net Acid Generation pH (NAG pH) is also < 4.5. Moreover, the ratio
of Acid Neutralization Capacity to Maximum Potential Acidity (ANC/MPA) is < 2. Based on the
results of XRF and ICP analyses, these five representative samples have a higher concentration of
total S, and the microscopic studies show that these samples contain a relatively high amount of
amorphous pyrite. There is no significant difference between the acid production potential of the
studied samples based on their particle size. Therefore, factors including the rate of crystallization
and mineral deficiencies in pyrite, are the major controlling parameters in AMD production.
Conclusions
On the basis of the experimental observations, AMD production in the study area is possible. In order
to reduce the environmental impacts of the disposed coal washing wastes in the area, some
management measures must be taken into account. Separating pyrite from the processing wastes,
insulting dry covers on the waste disposal sites, and adding alkaline materials such as lime to the
wastes are some measures to control the production rate of AMD in the study area. It is also advisable
to use the coal washing wastes for the production of light bricks which will reduce the volume of the
disposed wastes in the study area. The production of light bricks is technically justifiable due to the
high amount of Si and Al oxides in the study wastes.



