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2 it (NAG) 158 NAG-pH<4.5, RHMERGAFRRER AXCH —ERENRIL, BE7R, HEfr
FAFAERRAL AR . A1 HE 2k 38 JEIRL I XL ik B8 B0 45 SR R, Bk 5 WAL 0 W A7 A S AL 77 FR T B —
ESBET, KALRBEFH ., B UGAESN T, SRS —E XK. i 1A BB R R A T R
YR BB Al = me . P A MBS RIS TR, S m AR e, BRARER R K AR
RS IR B R

KR B, PR, BBy, B, AR R

hESEES X-1; 06 XBEARIREE A

Acid generation potential and environmental risk of waste rock in
copper sulfide heap
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Abstract The waste rocks in copper sulfide heap leaching site contain sulfur and will produce acid.
Through ABA acid-base estimation method, ANC of samples at different depths were negative, with
an average of —5.76, APR (Acid Potential Ratio, ANC/MPA) <1, NAPP (Net Acid Potential) >20 kg-t™*
(According H,SO,). By the NAG (Net Acid Yield) method, the result of NAG-pH <4.5 is obtained.
The results indicate that the waste rocks at different depths of the heap leaching site have a certain
degree of efflorescence, potential acid production and acidification risk. The 38 weeks of simulated
weathering and leaching test results show that sulfide minerals such as pyrite were oxidized to
produce acid and release metal ions, and the copper and iron in the slacking slag are mainly sulfide,
which still pose a certain risk to the environment. A series of measures such as isolation and
inhibition of acid production, neutralization and ecological restoration can be taken in the final pile
leaching site with anti-leakage pad to improve the stability of the environment, reduce the amount of

acid wastewater production and reduce the impact on the environment.
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A E G EBRALH 1B IRIT i i ™ AR R S SRR RO R A MR, 2R 8 e 2 P AR AR 2 4 AL
AIRTRE, 7225 K MBAE Y SLRIVE T B %A AR L 2k, B i G s, JE U IR YE K (ARD), B
A5 YT AN G AR BLAE A A, 20N fE T AT DX A HE B PR A — U AR, IR A TR
A R 1Y) 42 J RO LA B R 5 HE /K ARD ST 7EAT LU B4R KUK [R]85 R BRI A 2 A 1L Al 79 g 2
FAL, ARARTTJE TARET . 8, BYEEET . DL SF 2 A0 GO IR A IR I T PR Y, E B R LR
AR FE L RO J] 10 - e B T A A BRI 2, O B ST Ll RS XU DA B (AR . [RI I, oAy BF 5 3 %
SRR A T 7= R T I PEAR 20 AU VA R AR T 20t 2 3 D 4 1 A 26 B A R PR AILHOR SCHE, R
ARG SRV TR pH {E NAG-pH 7 BRYE 1 73 Mt i BOTAG 1L 2 57 Ml - S8 ) o A R o, Gt
SR B R AR BB, SEBUI A RUE S B A

TER AT TP & BB S M r i, EEA - AR IGA, BCR B HEBOED T 48 Hp, £
FCO KL L FARBGE A B R B2 SR R A G R AT R S R L
PEATWESE, SRRV AA W L IR B 2 &R RO Mn il Zn 93 H R/ NIUR 5 ™
RV 150555 5% 2 — B, MR DUR>H it B0 >XAL A (H i T Mn, Zn Fl As 76 PR AT AR 1R
B8R B AFE 2SR, H M, Zn 1 As ¥ 8RNI 5 A 9 7 TR 1 560 55 5% B AR B
ok SCHERUEED SR Tk R BCR 25 42 UL 20 i 0 G AT i FR L . i b v M B i R AT o s 2
W s e s L.

AT AGRAL ST LR MR 2 T HE AT M B, SR ERSTNE R A B0 IR 1, FF I 3h s
T JEE AL XA SE B X HZ IR A1 AMD B A2 R BR AL 24T W EAT T 5T, TR, SR TRk BCR & #E4T
PR A EE 4 J WA ORI 1 AL I, IF ST 45 SR D 3R IR A AR o R A e B 4 il R R T
BEE KL, A BRALH K A AMD YIRSk AE Sl S AR AR

1 i%\%ﬁﬁj\(Experimental Section)

1.1 SEERREA

R T EMER A B RIS, TEA I HEIR RN, A SR AR RIIR MR E A RIZHE 0.5 m JE A
(HO.5); M\ - FE T4 3 m TREEA sS4k 1 ANFES, BN BUREAS D F 50 kg, RRIREFRESR LA 12 m N
I RSIRAA AN 1 NEEARE(H1I—12, HI3—21), i IR EREIR AW &l 1 MEaRE(HI—21).

FE it 2B 22 B3 3T SR B KR T MR AL 1 B8 DO 7 At v Ak 0 5 R 1 40 7 1t P
T A0 BT A A 5 B0 AH 23 BT 87 SR FH KGR 20 R K S R B RR A8, 75 R 10% JC/K Bk B 5 1k 3= 1 B 1R
ERGRAH, P PO SR 203 SR, 0 B P AR AR K L 20% BEFR +10% XA /K +20 gL AL AT A TR
B AR B AL P B AH , A BCR ] BaSO, B v I A2 A7 1% . AR SR AR % B M AU R R R
BRIRER B & 4 & A,
1.2 FERRBE I H S TEAL

K H Sobek ABA( Acid-Base Accounting) i Bl i 5 1= & " 47 P~ BR A8 1 B S 0RAh . RS S 2
P80@75 pum, HEHAFRIL 2.00 g #E 5 & T 250 mL 4T, i A B2 %03 & 145 #E HCLIE W, 90 °C ik
2h, B HI IR pH {8 ; ] NaOH ¥ ¥ & 2 pH=5.0, A 2 ¥ 30%H,0, &, 4K£L3H il NaOH &
pH=7.0, iC. 5% NaOH ¥ I AARF. A4l =0 (1) TH3EmR A 1 (ANC)A.

_ (Puc X Vil — Praon X VNaon) X 49 %))
w

K, pua WERFRVE IR B, mol-L's Vi NERFREWRAAFL, mL; praon N A BALHNE B, mol-L;
Viaon N E AR AIRT, mL; W REE G EH i, g
23 (2) 1A B K2R T 1 (Maximum potential acidity, MPA),

ANC (H,S0,.kg-t™)
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MPA = F il S5 B (%) x 30.6 (2)
2N S B B R O RV, (R X A S AN R R B R AR, SR PR T R e R R T
REZ3 i iy, IR FH AR AL A v Bk A 7338 2 T Ry v U2,
e R T E ( Net Acid Producing Potential, NAPP, kg-t™' Ll H,SO, 1) Wi i A2 (3) 11510

NAPP = MPA — ANC (3
2 1% 71 HiAi (Acid Potential Ratio, APR) i i /A2 (4) TR 3515
ANC
APR = ot @

1.3 =i NAG Pt

TR (NAG) WA 2 25 SCik e, il 2o i 4200k A0S M Ak B, 00 4k 52 17 9V 19 pHL {AL, 3l 3 v
RN S it 7 A A R R AR A v e TR

4 2.50 g B (<75 um) B F 500 mL #EIE KR, LA 250 mL [ 25350 15% 1 H,0, I, #7555
- R, A 58 RUHE R 24 hy RN A D 2 h BR SR AR Hy0,, W AN IR, A pH I E I TR
pH {E (Rl NAG-pH). £ 0.1 mol-L™" ) NaOH WIS I W 2 2 pH7.0, 38 b 15 A 0 (5) 1+ = A=
FIHLAR &, B NAG.

NAG(kg-t™) = (0.1 X 98xV)/(2x W) (5

K Vo NaOH ¥ IR, mL; W oMAE S &, g
1.4 BhAT R

R HIVR B Sk AT S A S BRIV 2. BRI 1 kg BE i (<6 mm) B TR &, R 750 mL Z& 1R /K=
HUREAL 2 h, WER W IR IR AT pH ., HL SR Ec MIZ LR /T, MIMRIZ 2 )5, JF ARG 3 A UL
R, LL7dA LA, TR 3 d, Rl SR 3 d, 8 7 R IRl s ], T R ALE,
500 mL Z& IR 2 h ik B RV, 28 SR WTIRSE DR WROT 2E1T pH. Ec 14 @ & &40 0. 48 b i
PR AR N4 I B 12 HE SRR G AU S TR) R 2] S A R HRT, sl r= il e 2¢ k.
1.5 PR E M AL

G IR RALBT 8%, Tessier 1| Tessier 5 1E1: . BCR 55, X THEERBIEEL, Haid a5 —
(32 SR Ay 280710 X sh A P Wi g 45 0 1 = TR R s, SR U & JE R A8 R EAHE: 1) UKIs B 17
TE (Water-soluble) ; 2) B 32 #t 2% (Ion-exchangeable ) ; 3) ik ik £1 45 & 7% (Carbonate) ; 4) 5 AE Mgk | 56 A
1641 (Fe-MnOxam) A K 4@ ; 5) 545 it A Ak 45 6 19 4 & (FeOxceryst) ; 6) LA AL P IE X AEE 5l LU
WY A A AE (Sulfide) 428 7) AF R SRS I A 4 8, FRoM Ak R 3k 5l 5% 5 AH (Silicate ).

WP EWMT: DRHEZEFRBEERRGITKESEE; D8 FXHsSeE, R
1 mol/L FE R #HIA WK 4R 1 h $21; 3) kIR Eh A, SR 1mol/L BEFR NI IR FE IR H 2h; 4) B4 Ak
A4 E KM 025 mol' L FhR B REAE 50 C 7K H 4 H 30 min; 5) # ALY 45 A 4 8 K H 4 mol' L™
HCL W AE 90 °C LL_E /K In# 30 min $2 50 6) B A4 b 43 J& S R FH IR B A vk HCL 42 5, P38 2o
4 mol-L™ HNO; i 57K 78 I 40 min $21; 7) it J5 5% 5 il A HNOs ., HC1O,, HF Tl 2 .

2 5 R 5308 (Results and discussion)

2.1 SIHE S TS

SCIOAE A R EALE AL T s RN 1L R R W, MR RIZE A SARRE KA 70% DL E
WA ALY B () I RAEAE, S EAE 2.97%—3.17% {5 [, HUON BRBRER#L, /B B R Bk ¥ &=
BRAFTE S, 7Y . 25 SRR O AE AR I 2510 AT RE Ak 22 S8 Ak =R 7= 4k
22 PRI

K H Sobek ABA P& B Al 515 Al NAG #5245 7 W 101 9% e 7 I A 0 P= R v 71, SE 90 96 25 R 5% 2
7.
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Table 1 Chemical composition of the waste rock samples

TS/% S 1% S/% S%% Fe/%

HO0.5 4.10 3.06 1.02 0.025 2.20
H1—I12 4.40 3.17 1.20 0.033 2.60
H13—21 4.13 2.97 1.12 0.041 2.32
H1—21 4.26 3.05 1.17 0.041 2.48

R 2 OMEGIEORRE SO A R

Table 2 The result based on acid-producing potential of waste rock

Eo/ ABAV /(kgt™!, #H,S0,5") NAG/(kg-t™, #H,SO45)

pH (uscem™) S /% MPA ANC NAPP  APR NAG-pH NAG

HO.5 4.02 2309 306 93.64 —564 9927  —0.060 2.68 36.65
HI—12 463 4486 317 97.00  -539 10239  —0.056 2.73 36.75
HI3—21 391 3269 297 9088 —637 9725  —0.070 273 37.53
HI—21  3.95 3529 305 9333 -5.64 9897  —0.060 2.70 37.04

R RTP IR T (MPA) J2& B & % A TR AL BE ) M SR B4R bR, Hh o & o, B o B 0, R = TR T
IR, 7R A . A S AR R S B, PRCR A R B EA T B R RV 0T
M V3 A [) IR BB R O B M B i, F 1 3.06%, MPA>90 kgt ' (% H,SO, B, J& i & Wi 7 TR K
1, 12 m LA _EAE S S & = A MPA B 5, IR k.

fizd H AN 7 (CANC) 52 BRAE: iy m R IR BB 9 S5 1) 5 e, ANC L g, A5 i m RTR ) R 0t ki
ANC fH 0 fl, FRPIZAE S — B4, FO MRV AR & AR ABA FRBRAL 331k, HER IR A A [R) R B A
il ANC HI4 R 588, “F-34-5.76. IRV 77 LLIE (APR=ANC/MPA) ¥/ T 1.

H IR 71 (NAPP) H R th RS 7 ANC Rl K™= IR 71 MPA HRGE, J& ABA #i A7 IRIE T 45
H. NAPP JE G E AR AT ) 5 v R g i BE R AR A, R WIRE i A SR K™ R T 1. 24 NAPP S iIE(H
IF, A B P2 IRV ), BUEBOR, ™ R ¥ 1 UK 2 NAPP S (B, ¢ 5 — A B = i 1. B
S — BRI NAPP X HE (4 7™ FR 1 14734, 24 NAPP >20 kg t (3% H,S04 58), AT LLIAK
WFEF= IR, A2 4 NAPP <20 kg t (3% H,S0, 530 B}, 75 B it — 25 0 e A v ol B A A 1) 25 &, A T %
W RE IR 75 7= B A IR AR 0 R 3832 R A R Z B 1—21 m & AR &, NAPP >20 kgt ' (3% H,S0, ),

Frn BA TR ).

e a (NAG) Bl i in A G & H,0, SALEREY) T, S5 4E 5 b A B0 9 53 S I, T3 =2 )5 4
7= iR . NAG 125 Lt ABA 125 B T Y 6 i S00I0AE (™ IR o, B0 MNEZ 30 A0 o ) S B ™ i . M98 I A A3
EH 1—21 m & EREN, NAG 1E 36.65—37.53 kgt (3% H,SO, 4, & T Sobek ABA & Hifi i 3.7
NAPP 72 (8. 32 %2 J7 U A R S P e AR ALY | SR i S8 I U 7, B BMAEE w0k h, i e
HAbH Y, S = IR E /N T 552 MR 1. NAG-pH /T 4.5, 18 2.68—2.73 15 [l HEI2 & A 91 1R
pH<5, LHRFIREEHER R A 0 A — @ BE M KA. MRIEAR R EEHER K 4 NAPP 5 NAG-pH X &
Mgk Ak 22 o 2SI (D 1), T S [ IR B e 3 102 A BT e 7 R, HE BT IR B A AE — o R Ak XU
23 EARER

HE AR RIR BE I A 20k 38 JRIAL IR AL bk 0%, k&Y pH AT A AR Ak th e an 8] 2 B, i S 36 B
PR ARV B | VAR . v B B ) ] AR A Hh £ 43 S an 181 3, &1 4. &1 S o,

WRUE W pH 28 Ak FEE 43 3 B B N R TR B HE 5 08 A W) ik pH TR 2.7 22455 Tl 6 JE T A RE L Y
pH &2 Tt 7 2 3.2 72475 6—13 JA/NIEIR Y Ja XA e, 22 J8 4247 PRk Hh B0/ R 9 Jm X BT 22, Bk
H13—21 MR IE TR 1) pH 4ERFAE 2.7—2.9 Y05 [l B % HE S ERUR BE 0 &, A I B (] 2 A XU Ik D8 T
() pH B2 F#AIK. )2 0.5 m BB ARG AT 25 JE A9 pH ¥ T HADAS IR BERE & . AR T HAb R [R) IR
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JFERE S, Ul WO A i A A B H0E, (B7E 25 S pH L T R 2 2.7—3. 1 S L, L A7 A 5 At AN ] 3
JFERE S LA AR — 0, SR BE A B XAE p 3 i, Bk A IR TR 13—21 m A B IR
pH A, Z IR AL S A YR B A, Sk S (L R B 4 v, B s P TR o Rk, ik L RE
JE, pH AR T 2.5, FAZFH 2 480 mV LA .

20

6.5
TR AHiE
NAF(Non-acid 6.0 - UC(Uncertain)
forming)

4.0 |

35 R
AHE 30 |- PAF(Potentially acid forming)

'UC(Uncertain) )5 mh

NAG-pH

20 |
15 m HO.5

® Hi-21
A HI-12
05 F V¥ HI13-21

1.0 |-

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
~100-80 60 —40 —20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
NAPP/(kg-t™")

318 R A A o P

Fig.1 Geochemical classification plot

r 520 -
% = HOS5
—e HI-21 r 500
a0l —— HI-12 il
: v oHI3-2L | | 480 -
/ " 460 |
35F L
= = 440
= = g0t
g
3or 400 b
380
2.5+
360 -
340 |
2.0 L 1 1 L L 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I}
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
tiweek tiweek
B2 I pH 5 HL LR )22 A i 2k
Fig.2 Curve of pH and Eh in leaching solution
5000 - r
—~ 4000
E
o
4 3000
s
B
5 2000
3
g
© 1000
0+
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]

t/week
3 IRURV R AR R AR Ve J3E o o ) A Akl 2

Fig.3 Curve of Ec and sulfate concentration in leaching solution
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M3 0T LA, T A R A — o BB B XUk, 380 Rl i S e bk & SR A ke,
WA L 5 34 5 (52000 mg/L) 5 55 3 J8e , kB FL 53R SO T B IR AE 10 J8 )5 RS e 1 RIS [,
2 B I 5 U0 08 ) P B, 2 A v 8 T 3 e B AR A A A A (I TR AN TR R B 2 A T B PR R A
TEES, REFA IR 1—12 m & 1—21 m Z55 AR 1Y L R 8 fI%, SR WIRE il S AR R AR, 7
R R 13—21 m R AR S AR L SR B .

PR U8 VAR 2 AR P B TS s e R e AR A R AR AR L BT 3 R VR R R v i e [ AR Ak 42
AL, N () U B M 12 P2 A 00 T R D VR T A MR B 5 v, E 880—2180 mg/L S 11, HL25 2 Jl A 7t
i, F+ 2 1680—3860 mg/L B, WK A R MR A AL, SHAAR BRI 2E R EAEY) &
JE A 2R E A R TR A YR TP A A A SORUKAVE R R IR R, b, IR 13—21 m B A
B UE TR FR AR VR di iy, HOMER SR d I, R IR 1R R B I v, B RAR MR B RRAE S pHLL HL AR AE —
5 3 R, RV ) B R ARV B SRR B O AEAS IR (8] iR R SRR AE — e Vu L R )2 0.5 m I
AR 1—12 m B AAES /I R IRAR W B RS E, MR 13—21 m & 1—21 m 85 R A IR AR
W RS B B) S BAE 12 FE LA, A BH oh T B 2 3 35 0 A TR B A N Bk B SR AL R B T, AR AR R
R 8 e %) J T AEE . bR YR %) At P R e A A A 5 Pl e R (L R — 3

A A AL XA IR B T ) 4 L K Rk th k(18T 4) AT AT, mﬁ{wlﬂfﬁ %ﬁt%?/f& AL S
FL TR I AR fb s A — B IR B B IR R, AR 2 JRAUR T B i — IR A A —
FREE 0L 26 3 JE T R 1l I R, BEBLRUAL 38 SR RREE BRIk, %‘zJ:'J%ZE f“ 1—12m & 1—21 m &
B IR ARE S RS TRCES TIR EEAE SR S R AR, TR 13—21 m JB A0 BE b bR U8 2 T B2 12 ]
J e BE AR R , /N L N D sl AR 4k,

Fe/(mg-L")

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
t/week tiweek
4 PRUBTRCE | Bk EE AR A it £k

Fig.4 Concentration of copper and iron in leaching solution

EEHI1-12-Cu
EEH13-21-Cu
70F EEH1—21-Cu
EJH1-12-Zn
60 B H13—21-Zn
B 121 -Zn

HH1 -
-Hl3~2l -Fe
EEEHI21-Fe

N
f=)

Metal ratio/%

) ¥ ¥ Y & ¥ o
s T & o

B 5 BRI E R IE ST

Fig.5 Metal morphology analysis of residues in simulated weathering tests
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2.4 FBHUNACR WS P 70 b

25 38 AR & sh A IR AL 1R, 7 R R T A W) 2H LS 3 B SR A0SR 3 R MER IR A 4
Frg 38 JH sl A7 BRAHU AL IR IR 5 , 7 IR FE s rh A i ) 2 AR, AR B ) o L AR AR AT,
W, AR AR A AR (3.29%—3.80% ), B I BT EK AT O 4k B A MR TR BE A T R T RIS
JERJZ IR AT HE IR 00 R B, B SR A I () I B B A AR BE A, TR A0 B A B A A )
AR T HABTRBE R AT, 22U KAk g e e e rh o 1) e Ak 35 i [ R T A R A, R T e ik
A7t ST ] §90) S0 R TR B AR B . 7 R R v TP R PR R W LA 5 oy 32, HOUCOh AT L T 4, 2D
HARLE, SN SLA5E.

3B EET WA (%)
Table 3 Composition and content of main mineral in acid-producing tailings

FEALE )

Samples minerals HO.5 HI—I12 H13—21 H1—21
KT FeS, 3.8 3.62 3.29 3.6
BRAHEIT CuzAsS, 0.06 0.011 0.01 0.085
HiiECus 0.03 0.021 0.025 0.011
WM 4Cu,S-Cus 0.02 0.001 0.001 0.002
FHAH" CuFeS, 0.02 0.003 0.001 0
¥ nFe,05-mH,0 0.83 0.357 0.351 0.351
B Cu,2SbyS 5 — <0.001 <0.001 0.001
NEFTZnS 0.01 0 0.023 0.021
J7H PbS 0.02 0.006 0.003 0.002
A1 8Si0, 65.42 68.198 71.096 67.251
HILAKAI(SO,), 12H,0 14.47 14.933 11.533 14.733
I Al4(Si,04) (OH ) g 13.72 11.856 12.435 12.876
HATFK,S8i40,0(0H) 1.15 0.741 0.983 0.688
£ A1 (Mg, Fe);3Si,044(0H), 0.12 0.039 0.043 0.07
S ATIO, 0.04 0.187 0.184 0.293
B ZrSi0, <0.01 0.022 0.014 0.011
BRILKNH,Feg(SO4)4(OH) 0.03 0.001 0.004 0.003
REAERR,(CO5)n 0.25 _ _ _
it 100 100 100 100

2.5 BRI 4 8 LA i

BRI XA 77 R R i A TR AR BRI, 4 R & B IE S g A &1 5 fim . iR g 45 S R 0,
T VR B 7 i 8 T8 110 4 i e A A LA I W W 25 57 PR R A L Ak R B A T B AL B AS o, 4
B b R 66%—T74%, Bk A L 62%—75%; HUR A A AR Bk E AL I A A R B L Bk He o ok
19%—24%. 15%—28%; /KA B F AT & mE0E T 0, B & 05 0.8%—2.5%, I ¥
A et ARG, UL IR BG R i A  BR Y DABRARES hy 32, SRS AE — 2 U, 7E 8 IS Vi %
LT HEIZ T BRI A M AL = R L RN AR B E S RS TIA B, R R R e 1, [
TR R 7K 77 A i, ik X R 8 () 5 M 11— 120,

3 2515 (Conclusions)
D) B AL B HEIZ 37 % A RE 5L 0 B 1, 1 3.06%, MPA>90 kgt '($% H,SO, 55.), J& & & i

FEPR A . ABA TR B Al 515 15 2 HE R A A R R B2 A i ANC (B34 R T8, F-34-5.76; FRVE ) Ll
( APR=ANC/MPA) /N T 1, % 72 R ¥ 71 (NAPP) >20 kgt (% H,SO, &) . ¥ 77 2 & 1% (NAG) 15 3|
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3

44 %

NAG-pH<4.5(2.68—2.73 Ju [l ), NEIREHE R IE A IO H —ERE L. 455 HZ K A NAPP 5
NAG-pH X R M BR{h 27 73 25 1R, AT aff o AN () R 3 HE 3 2 A M08 A 77 R, MERRAE SO IR IR A A — 22 ik
RS

2)H¢4E 38 B XA bk i i g 45 R R W], T A R 7E A AL, VIR IS AL BRRAR . i
SR AR TR PR K, Bl AL XA B 3 1 e R A IR IO R Wi AR . SR AR Ak
WIAERTRL XA ol AL 7 PR I R i — o & B 1

3) 2 38 R XML G B A . Bk LABRAL A N 32, XA AE — E KU, 76 A TR Al & T HE
275 SR WU R A M A 1R . o RSB A AR R YIRS A TR B, B S PR BRSO Ik, R R I PR
K= i, YD R Y R
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