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Evaluation of Acid Neutralization Capacity of Rocks
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Abstract: Acid neutralization capacity (ANC) of rocks is an important parameter of static acid generating prediction, and it is
also the most controversial parameter. Twelve typical country rocks of Permo-Carboniferous coal-bearing measures from Xishan
coal field at Shanxi Province are studied by four evaluation methods of acid neutralization capacity. Filtered Sobek ANC test can
effectively eliminate effect of reactive pyrite for ANC determination. The ANC value based on filtered Sobek ANC test is more
accurate than that of Modified Sobek ANC test. Sequential Sobek ANC tests are feasible for mudstone and pyrite samples.
Mineralogical ANC method is more suitable for evaluating limestone and siderite samples with strong bubbling reaction, but
not for mudstone and sandstone samples. The Mineralogical ANC value can’t reflect the real acid neutralization capacity of
mudstone and sandstone samples. Limestone and siderite samples have strong acid neutralization capacity, and the ANC values
of samples do not change with time. Sandstone and mudstone samples have low ANC values, which decrease with time.

Key words: rocks; aicd neutralization capacity; acid generating potential; acid generating prediction; environmental geochemistry.

F LRG3 77 R T R E R K, T E
W LR MK TG YO SR 5 IR, 7 R K s Y g
PEAS B B 6 7 X BR B 1 i ™ B A 3R o X A L
i P 7K I T 5 46 DK 22 B0HE v A R B 5 T, 4P LA
A1 7= R I AF T 38 oK 51 R L R S0k 4R
1999,2001; F) [H 46 F1 4 6L ¥k, 20015 Fh AN 46 45,
2006) .7+ 41 7= B T A9F 5% %o A S0k i B KR 1k /K
TG BT T LR M K TG BN IR SR AR 2

A ® % % ¥ (Usher, 2009; Hesketh er al., 20103
Parbhakar-Fox et al.,2011) . #2575 i F I 2 A {4
PR TR 20 A SR e A T R PO A 32 B
5 VS 7 R I A 45 5 R v 1 VT RN R v R g
FIVEH W 3. 7™ R v 1 AR S A T Ak
Yei i & wE AT TR R A R e IR
I R O B3 2R A7 PE A o 7 R R TRE Y B b T A
R L VPN NG B2 B[R AR B B 52 e, DR Ot AN (] 1R

ELWA :HKH KB4 H (Nos.40972110,41102096) ; [ 5 H bRk 4 16 & 300% 3135 H (No.2012DFG71060).
YE& B v BRI AE (1969 —) , 55, 2 ds , = BEHE T I 1) S HE b 0 b R Ak 27 FK BR 5% M BR 1L 2% E-mail : 2fh@cumtb.edu.cn



1100

HoBR A} A —— i [ B A R 4R

o 38 4

rRFLRE 1 PR 5 1R A TR B K 4 L (Parbhakar-Fox
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1.1 HEmXE&E

ASCHE SR A WLTE A PE LAk & e S
2R M, R AR T R e B R T K OE Y
R R AR R R R R R
ML-B-1,ML-S-2, ML-M-3, ML-L-4, ML-M-5, ML~
P-6.GD-S-1,GD-CM-2, GD-M-3, GD-L-4, GD-1-5 ,
GD-P-6,H i ML £/ 5 285, GD FxE i
. BERRE LRSS Banwba . M KRS, CM
Tl s, L RN K .1 RoRZBEHRY P FRoR i
BRT BRI ZE R RE SR AR )E T oA A
YR A 02 £ 25 08 # MR X 8] (1) HLZ R
) PERFIE I 3R 1.

1.2 f8IERY Sobek ANC 3238

TSR A RE A TR 0 R R S RS SN Y i
FURR KRR f 4 N 4 e (Smart et al.,2002), 3R )5
B2 g FRAES (K75 pm) B T 250 mL B, IF
JH 20 mL 28 77K SR RE 2 58 HUIS AR ORE 3 R 4%
HE3 b o Th I 1Y BRI Ve B AR ER B0 A B L ik
B, P25 B0 N 55 U 3¢ F, FE Bl ok =

80~90 CHAFE 2 h, G R M EERAFE 1 h, b 72
PR Ay T2 R S 3 4 T W S AR 5 R ) o R
Y P L AE Y BE SR VR E B NaOH % 1713 24 pH T
FASBHIMA 2% 30% 1 Ho O, (pH Ry 4.5). 405
pH TR, 4k 2 M WA pH £ 4.5, FF% i 2 7%
30% K H, O, (pH H 4.5, EE Z AR EHANFR pH
ANFE T BRI Z )5 462 NaOH i€ & pH=7,
PEFEZE /0 30 s, 0 5 NaOH 4 &R S B 0135 fd
F ZD-2 717 3y o A6 T 2 s PR UE 1R Y R R A
HER AR A~ 20 (DA ANC

ANC = (Ve X Cuat — Viwon X Crwon) X B X
49/ FEfh (D
K ANC B 7R 55 W FE & BT 77 A B R 1Y) o1 i, B
Bl kg/t;V RRRBL BRALN L C Rom BRI,
A7 mol/ L5 49 R B BR JEE JR 0T &t (1 — > B0
g/mol; FE i i ALl g B S w HES e HCL (1) &
5 NaOH 519 L (H.

1.3 T8 A Sobek ANC LI

SE R S8 IE Y Sobek ANC 5216 J7 B HE A
FETR] S AN ) A50A At 7 TR MR A 3ok R 285 B )5, Il il =2
HAE A 0.45 pm Y 2 1 B 2ok 98 25 B 5% BE W, LAV BR
H,O, EALE T 7= IR X ANC WM Y 1052 i AR I8
AR (DIHE ANC.

1.4 #%4 Sobek ANC L&

SE R S5 IE Y Sobek ANC 526 J7 B HE A
FHTF] S AN ) 855K« A T A 2o R 465 O o 22 4k 252 W U
pH. & 48 h Wil 1 %k pH &4k, Wk pH T FE, 10 4
s A NaOH %7€ 2 pH="7,FF£E WM 144 h.id

*1 EAHRNEE.EEEEMANC &
Table 1 Lithology, degree of bubbling, ANC value of rock samples

FE it 4 5 g PR A R ANCwm ANCr ANCs
GD-1-4 BEEEYOR IR A el 951.70 957.03 951.73
ML-L-4 TR BB A8 B YR MK el 663.60 670.96 663.64
GD-1-5 CE sl SN il 153.80 192.60 153.80
GD-S-1 TR ORI b 4 96.03 119.80 96.03
GD-M-3 PR EUR RE R A B 46.90 43.88 44.59
ML-B-1 YAERER bk B 21.20 29.76 19.03
ML-S-2 R €, o OREDRL D ¥ 8.81 9.73 6.46
MIL-M-3 REFRYURIEE TG 6.79 14.98 6.79
GD-CM-2 BEICE YRS J 2.89 4.24 —0.83
ML-M-5 KB A J —1.81 —1.65 —3.63
GP-P-6 B 2R I AR J —2.81 —4.45 —11.82
ML-P-6 L EZ XN ¥ —9.65 —11.24 —20.11

H:ANCy HIBIEM Sobek ANC 256 % W i ANC; ANCr Nt 3E 19 Sobek ANC S5 %t i ANC 3 ANCs M5 42 1% Sobek ANC 25
(144 D XT R ANC s ANC B &5 WRE & 7= A 0 B 2 5 4L B 07 O ke /t.
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1.5 EANTYERBPFEEE(ANC..,)ITE
T ANC TR SRR A AR i Bk R 5k -

Yo B AT L B ANC (B 7] R N3 9 Y

BB EE ANC % H ANC ..., KR E R G ANC i85

AN

k
ANC., = D> 98X 10X X, XC, Xn,/(n, Xw,) ,
i=1

(2)

.98 JE G RR MY EE R BT &L L FLAL S g/mol; 10 %%
R F X, ST Y & (%0 C BRI
By oA T TP AR A AL BB FAUH s n,
#~ 1 mol HiAL ¥ ¥ SR Ak 7= A B R 1 BE JR s
FORTHFERE 1 mol BB W &L= £ 1Y n, mol B
T2 T L T B PR R0 0 T JBE R B w0, RN R TR £R 1
Vi (BRI BN R g/ mols b AR TR R R
T YHECH.
1.6 EAERTYEARNEESH

FARE S AL R E A BT R A B R X
ST S (XRD) A (SY/T 6210-1996) , XRD 1
TAE & E 40 kV, HL I 100 mA, 20 K
2.6°~70°, HIHE 1/60 r/min(4£ %) ,1/90 r/min
CHi 1), Cu $E (I BB ).

2 ZR51e

2.1 AREI#EEANC B

FE i AP TR R R Y VAR L DL AN [R) A2
R AR ANC (H IR 1K A H 5 (GD-L-4 #l
ML-L-4) FIZE A FE 5 (GD-1-5) 5 Eh iR I 1 5 8

TR e o B, X B YA [R) ANC (B 3 A3 5 L 4 ) 2
ARG L ANC K F 660 kg/t; Ié 75 A4
U EFE A B R B LA AR A T B i, o e
F(GD-M-3) fl 5 + 98 4 (ML-B-1) B & 5 W 52 14,
SFIE A ANC {EEF A 19.03~46.90 kg/t, H Al I8
A B WL A S L 2E B K A R AR B
WHREPHGD-SD,HMTERML-S2); §ifl
FEPE vh 25 9 b 5 R B GD-S-1 B9 ANC {H 35 [l K
96.03~119.80 kg/t. % N £k B8 JC B 0 = b 1y 0 &
Je i R BE A 4 LAY ANC HAER IR EEE N
TH.ANC HTAER A A FEM A B AR RGeS,
M EA TRV 1 s SR/ R R 72 TR W B K.

2 NEAFES T YA e B Mg R AR
M B o SN R ZURE B R S A A b R R Y &
A O A AR R T B IR R AR W LA O i A1 (Ca-
CO . H = A (CaMg(CO:) ) B H = f1 (Ca(Fe,
Mg, Mn) (CO,) ) FIZEERA" (FeCO, ). Eh R B 1 )
SRELAY 3 AN A AR PR R ER T A R AR R &
(>80%0) ; B R B th SE AL i GD-S-1 i R 8
W& B 14.1% 5 B 1R B R0 FF & ik R
Ebm Y AL W N R R 5 TC B RN 1 A A R
dn SR AR A D i SR R T A (R R X s
BRI Bk R ER 0 ) AT RE B G 2R T R AR S Eh R 4
filt o PRI I TR o R R VA kA B RO

TE TR B0 72 5256, BRWOBG BRI S L o ik R
IOV 2 I [ R B B8 W, B R i o B B LA o i R
N AR BT 2 S RN H. O, E AL IR
Mt ANC {8 B9 78 5= 4 f 52 ) (Weber et al.,
2004a). /A 1 R A1 FE & 3E B Sobek ANC 1
(ANCy) 518 1F 9 Sobek ANC 1 (ANC ) 2 18 5%

R2 EOHBRNTHMEMSE(%)

Table 2 Mineral species and percentage content (%) of rock samples

B i o5 Ak a¥ RHKA IMA HofA BRAsfA B BET OMLTYy
GD-L-4 R 0.7 91.2 8.1

ML-L-4 TR 8.6 61.4 16.3 2.1 2.9 8.7
GD-1-5 ZER 0.7 26.2 65.9 7.2

GD-S-1 WA 53.2 8.0 8.4 5.7 24.7
GD-M-3 P et 39.3 4.4 12.7 2.0 41.6
ML-B-1 WA 4.6 0.9 0.4 94.1
ML-S-2 R H  40.6 1.8 1.3 56.3
ML-M-3 ek 27.0 3.9 2.5 66.6
GD-CM-2 wEeA  34.0 4.2 61.8
ML-M-5 R 30.8 3.3 65.9
GP-P-6 B 1.1 98.9

ML-P-6 L 3 1.3 48.6 50.1
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Fig.1 Different values between ANCy and ANC\y of rock samples

A 1 R T B RR T ATRE ) (ANC>0) 1Y
A FE L BR GD-M-3 FF A Ah, JL A A R
ANCy H ¥R R B Hh i TR U8 ANCy {H
ZAETEE R 0.16~38.80 kg/t. HZE 2 A AT W
BAE TS BT AL AT R AR S AR AN B
B X R ANCe 15 ANC oy & 7T RE 9 J5E K]
JEREM P A R XRD AR I H A A% 2D e Bk A
DL R A AR & AR TE 25 1 77 BR W L. GD-M-3 K i
588 ] 45 1) R JBRUG A T BE 5 R TR I v RN T % A
Xof B L TE TR WG R 25 S AT A T 4 Bk PR B A )
RN 8 A s 3ok U AT 1 ) B K SR R 1 ik TR
Rt R ok PRI 5 R X R ANCr {8 i
I BB B A (GP-P-6 il ML-P-6) X} i i ANC
fH/NF ANCy B, JF R 0] BB 2 i 58 5% B8 4 vh A 38 4%
B B R W XRD A DU 21 0% 5 ) B, AT R
S TR R 2GR .

B SRR R R I A R R R R S TR T
Pl —E B Fe' M Fe' B F .l TENHA
FESL T AL o AL A AR e K 22 57, PR I
W ST 4k 5 18 7K e 5 g 3 38 AR R S g 1) [T 44 )
JT B Ak 27 1 M AR AR 25 5 FR S Sobek ANC S5
K T WP AEIE IE#Y Sobek ANC 528644 # b Fe
F1R) 7K A S 17 R 56 R JBE L R A iy ) el 52 1 il 1 ) ok
& (Weber et al.,2004a,2004b) . [8] 2 Jy 45 4 R 5 5
2% 144 h i ANCs {5 ANCy (892 (8 e #5385
Kl 2 Al LAk B 4 AT A (ML-B-1, ML-M-5,
GD-CM-2.GD-M-3) . 1 b+ i (ML-S-2) #1 2

AN A I R RE B (ML-P-6 Fl GD-P-6) X} )i 1)
ANCs(144 WEME T ANCy 18 . WX S ke 5 B A
FREL WY Fe B F /K M BN 05 22 19 7™ B2 B I 5 AN T
TE I 2 2 72 I FE A S 19 NaOH, fff ANCs 22 /)
T A RE i (GD-L-4 Fl ML-L-4) ZE4: 8 FE 5 (GD-
[-5) BB R i L (GD-S-1) F I 7 4 i (ML-M-3) X 1/
9 ANCs {5 B A B ] 28 4k, R 3 SE R i 5
BB ERY  HERT IR A G 144 h
PR X 5 SR I R O B 4
B T8 A0 XU AR B R 45 5% ) B Ak T Y R D R
(Parbhakar-Fox et al.,2011). % 4p, Z 80 & {b
IR BE RE S B AR 2 ANCs B %E (Skous-
en et al.,1997; Weber et al.,2004b;Plante et al.,
2012) A SCHE R B 5 S B st Frh AT HL O, B
AL SR R Fe? ' B T 58 e A Ak T BR
TEBY X ANC TR, H, S F L
R B (GD-1-5) , H X R (1) ANCs 78 144 h
WAL AT & A ARl B 2 U A TN A 2 o 1 o ek
T it T B 2o A v A LR R e b R BE T 1Y)
75 Ak, FLTR R RE 7 Bl ] 2% B T R R

TAS B FE SRR R T 0 A A R Y
ANCs FfiFFSE 8] i 28 K A W7 R AR (R 3) , Horp 2
ANEr J% T W R RE B (MIL-P-6 FlIl GD-P-6) X b £
ANCs 725 e K. 144 h J5 ANCs {520 91w T
10.46 kg/t Fl 9.01 kg/t. 5 B Je A FE i (GD-CM-2)
A T B BT (4.2 %) R B ANC s {8
AL LB, B OIE fE (0. 49 kg/t) AE Sh i {H
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Fig.3 Sustainable acid neutralization

(—0.83 kg/O) HAFE ST RN ANCs B A 1% 5L
FRELTE 144 h IR & /N T 2,11 ke/t. i L AT AT,
BTN B EAGE N ER S AT RESAREZN
BYLAR S B U S BRA BT SR IR L SR
TEME R AT ANCs {8 H PR B 3,
22 FAWMT WERPMEB (ANC.,) 5HEEN
E R P AEBE(ANC)XTLE

A R AT BE 2Rk B T A A T & Ak
TR SR 0 0 TR L B R R A ) Y K 3 % 18 IR A A
XM B I 7K CAMD) B H FE 2 + 4 8 35 10
(Paktunc,1999). itk , BLAN Bk iR £k 4 4 19 R v A0 i
REXT T VP 52 0 A M B3 1% v 1 10T 2 v AT Sl R i

(144 5 ANCy B 2215 3
ANCs(144 h) and ANCy of rock samples

[ #8:48 )5 ANCs
F54:96 hJ5 MANCs
EZ2 54144 Wi [MANCs

e

A

LI

===

225

=
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capacity of rock samples varying with time

AR A ARG 5 AR b 09 B R R 1 A
A B A R R BE PR R A A AT P IR b R RE
(ANC o) » B2 A FE i T A& DBk R 5 ) 19 2
v ae BRI T B 19 AL A A B A B R v RN e
(ANC ) T LATR I 25 2 080305 52 ST 360 1) 5% g (iR o2
AR A R L O HLTE 8 4 2R O RO Y 3R
B R Sl 2 X A A W % v R L DR A A
TP AR TR ER B A TR v R RE BN Y BRI T FE
ANC o, P S FR BT 5545 B0 19 ANC B ST 5
(Skousen et al.,1997).

FESL YA 1) € B 0 AT 45 R R B (GR 20, AR F5E
FE A BRIR R W) 02 T 0 R B A
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Table 3 Mineral ANC..,, value of rock samples

S GD-1L-4 ML-L-4 GD-I-5 GD-S-1 GD-M-3 GP-P-6
A WK WA B3 wH s B
ANC e 980.03 775.35 183.59 82.40 29.68 10.78
FE 5 S ML-B-1 ML-S-2 ML-M-3 GD-CM-2 ML-M-5 ML-P-6
EoE iR [E= by I e E T
ANC ey 8.82 0 0 0 0 0
T ANC cary 26 78 B WURE 7 A2 (9 BRI 42k, PR kg /t.
1000
800 -
[ JANCen
BEZ4NC

600 -

400

ANC (kg/t)

200 |-

-100 &

Bl 4 FESIT Y ANC .. FER B3 2 I 72 1934 ANC(ANC)
Fig.4 Mineral ANC,,, and average ANC (ANC) by acid-base titration test of rock samples

B o 1 RS2 e o8 A S AR RN K i, LV i R AR
BN e #E 3 mol £ R CF 41 i i =X (1D F(2)) ,
SRJG Fe' " KM N T #E 3 mol NaOH O W2 (3))
XFANC fH B 1 51 Bk o &, 22 20 % Y
ANC  AZE R HFEITRE ST T RA. AR
AMPEA D AXBA ANC ... fH.

FeCO; +4HCI—=Fe*" +2H" +4Cl” +4H,0+

CO,, (L
Fe*™ +0.250, + HClI—=Fe’" +ClI~ +0.5H,0 ,

(2)

Fe'" +3NaOH—Fe(OH); +3Na"'. (3)

I NAAFEMWT Y ANC .o 1T EMHE. A TH
So s 7 RE B (ML-S-2, ML-M-3, ML-M-5, ML-P-6
i GD-CM-2) th & A W 2 7 i A L = A Fk
o, I SR B ) ANC L HRE XS
2 R o S BB ANC (H AR FF. 53X 88 ANC o B
R A i B A S R A R AR (LD ER R T H i
N7, Tt R it o A B ik R R 0 1 B B R R HL 43
A ¥ 5 (2) TR B8 & F 5 R ANCy B H 88 AR

(<29 kg/ O - W U6 HIFE & R H AT it & e AR

WA A RS Y ANC .o 6 5% 2 ANC
25 0] GE R AL 55 . (1) XRD B9 % & 45 B I A
SEAWER . B K A R () RS XRD
ERYEETHRFEMEATS2EEHS . BA
a0 HR AR ARG B i Y B R R 5 (3) TR BT A 5K
o R S R AE — S R B R 25 ) FT BRI
FEFR A £R 1R AT S B0 € 19 ANC B D =5 .

X F ANC .o HR TR A ARG H ANC..
{5 W 0 52 3 5 B9 F B ANC {H (ANC =
(ANCy+ANCy +ANCs)/3) X ] A& 8 (A
(DB WM HREA 3 A FE S (GD-1-4 ,ML-1.-4
1 GD-1-5) % B 19 ANC .., B 85 T3 & B ANC{H 5
(2) B ¥ 5 R v 45 R A R B4 B X R A ANC o, B
8T EMANCHE ; (3) &R (ML-P-6) iy T
T LAY R L XS R ) ANC 0 {8 5 T
W E ANCE s (4) % T Z ANC I KT 100 kg/t
(9 RE & ) ANC o 155 T & ANCAH B9 22 {5 /N T
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WEANCIE 20% , F WY ANC... [HREBE K
LS S AT E TR TR RE 1 (5) X T E ANC
fE/NF 100 kg/t IFER . A AT Y ANC..nHE5
G ANC{H I 25 (838 % 40 7 BERE S i 22 (L 5
Ik 62 %0 H ANC o, (8 T AS 58 352 55 30 52 W75 47
S R ORI RE 7, % 3 4B R S AT R Hh R T R4
I 7 S R Y R ik T

HAORER BT Y ANC . 50K B2 58 SR i RE
At A 0 A R BTG R B L A L 3 T A 4 A
JE TR R0 W) R Ak 2 =X T ol o AT — R ME .
Ty A R b Al B R A RN R ) B 1 B
FEAR KRB LS 25 ANC .o X RE 5 R P FIRE 11
ST TR R 38 4 ) & 1 AR R = 0 KA TR R
B, Hod ANC.., (B RN 2 7R ANC {2318
A8 R R b S B A 1 TR v FIRE 7, (R T B R
Frm BRI VR A D A R B T R R T T Y
ANC {H ¥ fig 1F 4ff b Sz e i v A1 RE

JUE AR BN ) A R R ORIV RE T B A
MR A BB (ANC o) FEFE— 2 1Y Jm BR %, A A h
BB B R A E CANC o) X PR A A0 R B89 IR
rhRITRE T AR ELAA B R O T R A A D
SE A A TR T RIS BE (ANC) , I T 45 & 4 A RE S
M W) R A 2 {5 BT 256 o b, R R A
A8 B 4 Hb A B 25 FE B 1 R VS g L WE AR LN A A
(9 TR v 1 33 R (Moon e al.,2008) 3% S5 4 2% Fl 5
A BTS00 B B A RO L e Bk
7 BRSBTSk Y 5T M L At ) R Y
75 ) K R 4E.

3 4tip

SR T [A) 9 77532 68 L Y 4 P4 L 8 T 5 22 80
HHIBS Aok /LS E RN KA ERT D
TR R AR RS 12 SRR R A TR P M fiE
AT TR BT R - (1) K 38 B B 5 14 TR
HAIRE ik, LR S A B Z IR L0 W b
FIE A T8 B AR dh HA - TR BE ) AR A TR A
BE 1 5 (2) X $h R B 10 I 5 Z0 A 0 e M2 A e
it o PR B 72 7 ¥k R A B9 ) ANC L, T3 7 3K
P REARAG L A v 0 1) 1 b AR R KAl s (3D (R XS T
ERIINFONASE I =37 & 1 = RN VAR VR SR R e ey e
ity » R BT RE 5 1 DA A A R P R BE A B T
15 5 (4) 2R IR BBCIRG 72 J7 14 T 2 A TR o R i 1)

6y 3ok A 7 TR W AT 3o P 8 R e e e o P B
O 36 4% [ Ay A 0 A 0 B L X RE 5 A R R B 1
TR ol AR b R 7 R A S5 G R R R TR R Y B
(5) 5 82 (1) BRI o 3 B % F PR AN 5 3= YR & B
W) I 2R R 4 R R I IR v RN VR BE L
A —E M TR E L.
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