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Count                      1189
Standard Deviation      0.34504
Mean                      -0.05789

Samples With pH < 5.0
  Count                      256
  Standard Deviation      0.29203

Samples With pH >= 5.0
  Count                      933
  Standard Deviation      0.35537
  Mean                      -0.07878
  

Fig.  2.  Example of best-fit line for titration acidity and pH (left side), and variability around the best-fit line (right side), for 1189 analyses
over 12 years from an entire minesite (approximately 20 monitoring stations).

NOTE: This figure was not printed properly in the original publication.
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Best Fit:   If pH < 6.5, log(Cu) = -0.406pH + 1.486;
                If pH > 6.5, log(Cu) = -0.640pH + 3.006
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Standard Deviation = 0.7088
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Count                      2017
Standard Deviation     0.69247
Mean                     0.13309

Sample With pH < 5.0
  Count                     332
  Standard Deviation    0.50106

Samples With pH >= 5.0
  Count                     1685
  Standard Deviation     0.72422
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c) empirical relationship of copper and pH at Mine C 

a) empirical relationship of copper and pH at Island Copper Mine 

b) empirical relationship of copper and pH at Bell Mine

Fig.  4.  EDCM copper correlations with pH at three minesites (from Morin and Hutt, 1997).

NOTE: This figure was not printed properly in the original publication.


