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A B S T R A C T

Forecasts of methane emissions during and after flooding a closed gassy hard coal mine and the evaluation of
possible methane migration to the surface in post-mining areas, after cutting off the vertical ventilation workings
of hard coal mines from the surface, provide valuable information which can help to ensure public safety.

This article presents research into the influence of changes in the hydrostatic pressure of a water column in a
flooded mine on the volume of methane emission and migration from hard coal seams, during and after the
flooding of a closed mine. The tests were conducted based on a modified research method developed by the
French National Institute for Industrial Environment and Risks (INERIS), France, and the Central Mining
Institute (GIG), Katowice, Poland. A test stand for gas desorption and autoclaves for emissions, under controlled
pressure and temperature, were used. The tests were conducted and changes in pressure in the autoclaves over
time were observed. The observations led to the conclusion that water inhibits methane desorption and emission
from coal to varying extents, depending on the hydrostatic pressure exerted. Based on the conducted tests,
developed a model of methane emission into flooded goafs was developed. A method of determining index k2 was
also developed, which lowers the forecast volume of methane emission into goafs depending on the value of the
hydrostatic pressure of the water column and the level of submersion. Results of the tests form the basis to
calculate forecasts in the developed model of methane emission into the goafs of a mine during its closure,
which, as a consequence, enables the identification of the level of methane hazard and the selection of pre-
ventive measures aimed at combating methane hazard during and after the closure of a gassy mine.

1. Introduction

Closing industrial facilities always has consequences which, to dif-
fering degrees, influence both the environment and public safety. The
period after the closure of the facilities located on the surface, in most
cases, is associated with reclaiming the area and managing industrial
waste. The situation looks different when underground facilities, such
as coal mines, are closed. Hazards associated with conducting long-term
mining operations have a long-term influence on the environment after
mining operations have finished. To prevent negative consequences
associated with the end of mining operations, it is necessary to identify
the emerging hazards, analyze them and assess the risks linked with the
mine closure and the post-closure period, in order to minimise them
(Duda & Krzemień, 2018; Laurence, 2011).

Methane emission into goafs from operating longwalls, and after
their exploitation, influences how the level of methane hazard is shaped
in the underground workings of a closed mine. The volume of methane
emission into goafs depends on the volume of the destressed coal

deposit, its natural methane bearing capacity within the range of the
destressed zone and the amount of time which has passed from the end
of mining operations (Krause, 2009). Methane emission from unmined
seams, which were destressed as a result of mining works, usually lasts
for 15–20 years (Krause & Pokryszka, 2013).

Methane saturation of hard coal seams, i.e. their methane bearing
capacity in mining areas of hard coal mines, influences the level of
methane hazard both during mining works in gassy seams and after
they have been completed.

Coal seam methane bearing capacity exceeding 2.5 m3 CH4/Mgcsw is
the threshold of the occurrence of dangerous methane concentrations in
longwalls during and after mining operations (Krause & Łukowicz,
2000).

Methane saturation of a seam over the aforementioned value of
methane bearing capacity creates the conditions for the occurrence of
explosive and superexplosive methane concentrations and the migra-
tion of methane towards the surface in post-mining areas of a hard coal
mine during its closure.
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The problem of gas migration to the surface in post-mining areas is
one of the main aspects of risk assessment, especially in gassy hard coal
mines which are closed (Krzemień, Suárez Sánchez, Riesgo Fernández,
Zimmermann, & González Coto, 2016). Migration of mine gases to the
surface of post-mining areas intensifies when shafts are closed and the
ventilation stops. It causes the accumulation of gases in workings and
goafs. In the underground structure of a closed mine, there is laminar
displacement of gases under the influence of pressure gradient, tem-
perature and natural depression. This process goes consists of two
stages. In the first stage, the gas desorbs from coal. In the second stage
the gas flows freely into mine workings and goafs. Further stages as-
sociated with migration to the surface depend on gas permeability
(Zawisza, Macuda, & Chećko, 2005) and the method of mine closure.

Gas desorbing into a mine may be emitted on the surface through
(Pokryszka et al., 2005):

• old mining works which connected a mine with the surface (shafts,
adits, mine workings), which are individual points of gas emission if
they are not properly sealed,

• overburden, especially in the areas where it is thin and its perme-
ability is the biggest. This results from the fact that a thin layer of
overburden is naturally permeable (high primary permeability,
cracks) or it is permeable as a result of mining works,

• and, to a much lower degree, through water or mine drainage water
(dissolved gas).

Taking into consideration the number of environmental events and
incidents which took place in the Czech Republic (Dvořáček & Slivka,
2004), the United Kingdom (Broughton, 2014) and Germany (Heitfeld,
Rosner, Mühlenkamp, & Sahl, 2004), it is highly desirable and advisable
to take steps aimed at limiting environmental hazard and ensuring
public safety. The literature describes numerous accidents and incidents
associated with the emission or collection of mine gases on the surface
of post-mining areas (Díaz Aguado & González Nicieza, 2007; Jackson,
2000; Kral, Paletnik, & Novotny, 1998; Novotny, Platenik, Takla, &
Kral, 2001; Pokryszka & Tauziède, 2000; Robinson, 2000).

The issues presented in this article were analysed within the fra-
mework of an international project, financed by the Research Fund for
Coal and Steel, named MERIDA (Krzemień et al., 2016, 2017) and
realized by the Central Mining Institute and its foreign partners from
Spain, France, Germany, the United Kingdom and the Czech Republic.

The article consists of an introduction which presents the issues
associated with methane emission from unmined seams, which are
destressed as a result of the mining work conducted, and its migration
to the surface of post-mining areas. Then, it describes the research area
which was analysed and tested and the research methodology applied
in the laboratory. The article goes on to present the model of methane
emission into goafs which were not flooded, developed by Krause and
Łukowicz (2000), and a new model developed within the framework of
the MERIDA project, concerning the forecasts of methane emissions
into partially or completely flooded goafs, which is presented for the
first time in the article. The final section presents the results of la-
boratory tests which formed the basis for the determination of the
characteristics of index k2, lowering the forecast volume of methane
emission into goafs depending on the value of the hydrostatic pressure
of the water column. At the end, the final results are discussed in re-
lation to hitherto approach to the phenomenon in the literature.

The model of methane emission into flooded goafs presented in the
article is applicable and enables forecasts of the volume of methane
desorbing into goafs when they are partially or completely flooded.
Therefore, providing valuable information during mine closure and
when public safety work on the surface is planned.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Research area

The Rydułtowy hard coal mine is the oldest operating mining en-
terprise in Upper Silesia, dating back to 1792. In 2004, the Rydułtowy
coal mine was connected via a ventilation network = with the Anna
coal mine, as exploitation was conducted within the borders of the
mining areas of both mines. After merging the mines, mining operations
were conducted in seams 703/1, 706 (707/1– 2), 713/1– 2 and 712/1–
2 of Ruch Rydułtowy (Rydułtowy coal mine) as well as 707/1–2 (706)
and 713/1–2 of Ruch Anna (Anna coal mine). The closure of Ruch Anna
started in 2006 and gradually progressed by liquidating the ventilation
infrastructure. Securing work also included drainage which connected
the mining operations of both mines with a selected mine working in
seam 713/1–2. Mine water from the natural inflow of Ruch Anna
flowed to the dewatering system of Ruch Rydułtowy. In the 2nd half of
2017, shafts Chrobry I and Ryszard II were backfilled and, at present,
there is no ventilation connection between the underground mine
workings of the former Anna mine and the mine workings of the
Rydułtowy mine. This resulted in changes in the migration of mine
gases, particularly of methane, and may pose a threat to the surface
infrastructure (Duda & Krzemień, 2018).

The research project included tests conducted in the Rydułtowy-
Anna coal mine where the Ruch Anna mining area was closed. The level
of methane saturation of the coal deposit in the mining area of Ruch
Anna is slightly lower than in the deposit of Ruch Rydułtowy. The ex-
isting hydraulic connection between the closed mine Anna and the
operating mine Rydułtowy, creates the conditions for the partial
flooding of the mining area of the closed Ruch Anna. The total height of
the water column in the closed hard coal mine will be 78 m, thus
contributing to limiting methane migration from the degassing seams
which were destressed during prior mining operations in Ruch Anna.

The laboratory tests conducted on coal samples collected from the
seams which were mined in Ruch Anna enabled the determination of
the kinetics and tendencies of changes in methane emission under the
influence of the hydrostatic pressure of a water column between 0 and
7.8 bar. The chosen range corresponds to the rising water level in the
flooded goafs of Ruch Anna. The tests conducted enabled the evaluation
of methane emission into Ruch Anna after it was partially flooded. The
article presents results of the conducted laboratory tests on the volume
of methane emission from coals under water which are subjected to the
influence of hydrostatic pressure of between 0 and 7.8 bar.

2.2. Research methodology

The tests presented in the article were carried out to determine the
influence of changes in the hydrostatic pressure of the water column on
the intensity of methane emission from coal samples collected in seams
703/1 and 705/2–3. Results of the tests form the basis to calculate, with
the developed model, forecasts of methane emission into the goafs of a
closed mine.

The experiments were conducted using a stand for desorption and
an autoclave for gas emission tests under controlled pressure and
temperature. The technical parameters and the conditions of the pro-
cess as well as the technical parameters of the tested coal samples are
presented in Table 1. The parameters of hydrostatic pressure mapped a
change in the conditions in flooded coal seams of Ruch Anna.

The preparation stage, before conducting the tests, involved the
selection of an appropriate high level of methane saturation for the
samples so that the tests were conducted in conditions reflecting in situ
ones. In order to do this, a number of tests were run to select the proper
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pressure for saturating a coal sample with methane and the proper
saturation time, and to determine the losses of gas after opening the
autoclave, until a sample is under water. The actual laboratory tests
were conducted in two stages: the samples preparation; observation of
methane desorption from a submerged coal sample depending on the
pressure exerted on the water layer. To avoid errors associated with the
differences in the structure and sorption properties of coal, the same
sample was used for each variant of the tests.

The tests were conducted according to the following methodology:

• Coal samples of 0.5–1 mm grain size were prepared and degassed in
a vacuum for at least 24 h.

• Coal samples were placed in the autoclave and saturated with me-
thane under constant pressure of 5 bar and temperature of 40 °C.

• After saturating a coal sample and reaching the state of equilibrium
(taking approximately 7 days). The autoclave was opened and
100 ml of water was added, forming a 1 cm layer of water over the
sample.

• The autoclave was closed and sealed approximately 1 min after the
sample was covered with water. The determined value of the me-
thane bearing capacity of a sample prepared in such a way was 5.93
m3 CH4/Mgcsw, which was recreated for each of the further test
variants.

• Compressed air was pumped into the autoclave, which was trans-
ferred onto a sample in the form of hydrostatic pressure of the va-
lues: 0.0; 0.4; 0.8; 2.4; 4.8; 7.2; 7.8 bar.

• Observations of methane desorption were made through measuring
an increase in pressure in the autoclave over time, until the system
stabilised completely (between 14 and 30 days).

Fig. 1 presents a schematic view of the course of a test, considering
both aforementioned stages.

2.2.1. Model of methane emission into unflooded goafs
The tests concerning methane emission from destressed deposit into

goafs of operating and closed longwalls, conducted by the Central
Mining Institute (GIG), enabled the development of a model to forecast
the volume of methane desorbing into goafs (Krause & Łukowicz,
2000). After the end of mining operations, methane desorbs from des-
tressed seams of secondary methane bearing capacity into goafs for
approximately 15 years (Krause, 2008; Krause & Łukowicz, 2000). The
model assumptions refer to three stages with different courses of me-
thane emission:

1. Mining stage: absolute methane bearing capacity increases to the
maximal value of methane emission during mining operations for
given gas conditions of an exploited seamand its surroundings.

2. Longwall closure stage: this includes the time necessary to prepare
and close a longwall (approximately 3 months) when absolute me-
thane bearing capacity drops to 20–40% in comparison with the
mean absolute methane bearing capacity of the mining stage.

3. Stage after longwall closure: includes time when methane emission
into goafs declines (approximately 15 years).

The model of methane emission into goafs after the end of mining
operations and a longwall is closed enables the determination of the
total value of methane emission after mine closure for a period of 15
years after the completion of mining operations (Krause & Łukowicz,
2000):

=
=

V VM
i

n

G
1

i
(1)

where:

VM – forecast volume of methane desorbed from destressed seams
into goafs from n longwalls in consecutive years after the completion
of mining operations [m3 CH4/min],
VGi – forecast volume of methane emission into goafs of i-th longwall
in consecutive years after the completion of mining operations
[m3 CH4/min],
n– number of longwalls mined in consecutive years over the 15
years after the completion of mining operations.

=V V u0. 2 1
15G Ai (2)

where:

VA – mean value of absolute methane bearing capacity of i-th long-
wall during the mining period [m3 CH4/min],

Table 1
Technical parameters and conditions of gas desorption and emission in la-
boratory conditions.

Technical parameters and test conditions

Temperature 40 °C
Methane pressure 5 bar
Time of saturating sample with methane approx. 7 days (until equilibrium)
Set hydrostatic pressure 0.0; 0.4; 0.8; 2.4; 4.8; 7.2; 7.8 bar
Height of water column over sample 1 cm
Weight of sample 100 g
Time of degassing sample in vacuum 24 h
Grain size of sample 0.5–1.0 mm
Methane bearing capacity of saturated sample 5.93 m3CH4/Mgcsw

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram considering the sample preparation stage of the
course of a test of methane emission and desorption from coal samples sub-
merged under water, under the influence of hydrostatic pressure.
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u – number of years since the completion of mining operations in
i-th longwall.

The model is shown in Fig. 2 (Krause & Łukowicz, 2000). Curves 1,
2, 3, marked with dotted lines, present the forecast volume of methane
desorbing into goafs from under- and overmined seams from the total
methane emission into the operational area after the end of mining
works. The described model is represented in the figure by the red line.

2.2.2. Model of methane emission into flooded goafs
The model of forecast methane emission into flooded goafs was

developed within the framework of the international project financed
by the Research Fund for Coal and Steel, named MERIDA (management
of environmental risks during and after mine closure).

The tests conducted on methane emission from coal under the hy-
drostatic pressure of a water column enabled the identification of the
influence of variable values of pressure on methane emission. The
forecast volume of methane emission into completely or partially

flooded goafs is calculated with the dependence:

= +V V k k V k(1 )GW G G1 2 1i i (3)

where:

VGi – forecast methane bearing capacity of goafs of i-th longwall,
k1 – index of the surface area of flooded goafs of i-th longwall,
k2 – index of methane emission into goafs of destressed seams within
the destressed zone depending on the pressure of the water column.

Index k1 of the surface area of flooded goafs of the exploited long-
wall assumes the values of 0–1 and is calculated as follows:

=k P
P

w

G
1 (4)

The surface area of goafs PG is determined based on the product of
the length of the exploited longwall and its width:

=P L w [m ]G
2 (5)

Fig. 2. Model of methane emission from goafs after the completion of mining operations (Krause & Łukowicz, 2000).

Fig. 3. Area of flooded sections of goafs.
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where:

L – longwall width [m],
w – length of exploited longwall [m].

The surface area of flooded goafs Pw is calculated for two mining
systems. For the transverse mining system:

=P L w [m ]w 1
2 (6)

where:

w1 – length of exploited and flooded longwall [m].

For the longitudinal mining system:

=P w L l( )[m ]w
2 (7)

where:

l – unflooded longwall width [m].

The value of index k2 is calculated based on the dependence de-
termined based on the tests conducted for the MERIDA project.

3. Results and discussion

In the literature there is information concerning water-inhibited
methane emission and emission from hard coal seams (Krause &
Pokryszka, 2013; Pokryszka et al., 2005). Coals can be treated as me-
thane reservoirs, which are typically characterized by dual porosity
systems, with gas in the cleats and absorbed gas in the matrix
(Cienfuegos & Loredo, 2010). So far, the existing mechanisms and the
quantitative aspect of the phenomena have not been recognised and
described in detail. The aim of the conducted tests, described in this
article, was two-fold: to prove the thesis that water inhibits methane
emission and to develop and determine a dependence for index k2,
which lowers the forecast volume of methane emission into goafs,
which is connected to the value of the hydrostatic pressure of the water
column and the flooding depth in coal mines. The in situ conditions
(temperature, hydrostatic pressure during mine flooding and methane

bearing capacity value) in the vicinity of seam 713/1–2 were modelled
in a laboratory.

The tests were conducted for pressure of 0.0; 0.4; 0.8; 2.4; 4.8; 7.2;
7.8 bar, observing the phenomenon of methane emission from coal
samples submerged in water in the autoclave. The samples were col-
lected in seams 703/1 and 705/2–3. Results of the analyses conducted
for all the variants are presented in Fig. 4.

The first conclusion which can be drawn after analysing the results
is that the presence of water and hydrostatic pressure exerted on a coal
sample limits methane emission. The higher the pressure, the more
distinct the phenomenon. Different times needed for stabilising pres-
sure in an autoclave, depending on the pressure set over the water
layer, was also observed. To compare all the variants of tests, the mean
time of terminating the experiment was assumed to be 25000 min
(approximately 17 days). In each case, this meant the time when the
pressure in an autoclave stabilised. The maximal value for the pressure
increase axis was assumed to be 4.5 bar.

Based on the obtained test results, it was concluded that coal sam-
ples collected from seams 703/1 and 705/2–3 show similar properties
which are associated with methane desorption and emission, hence the
internal structure and sorption properties of both samples are similar.
Due to this observed tendency, further discussion will be based on a
general phenomenon, unrelated to the place where the samples were
collected.

At the initial stage of the tests, a rapid increase in pressure was
observed in the autoclave for each of the variants. Methane desorption
was inhibited to different degrees, depending on the pressure exerted
by the layer of water. In some cases it stabilised after approximately
2500 min, and in others after as long as approximately 22000 min.

The presented results of the tests show that water is able to sig-
nificantly limit methane emission from coal, and the inhibition effect
increases together with the hydrostatic pressure affecting a coal sample.
The tests also confirmed Krause and Pokryszka's thesis (2013) con-
cerning the inhibition of methane emission from coal by water, where
the index of methane emission from coal.

W was expressed with the following dependence:

=W V
V

w

des (8)

Fig. 4. Dependence of total increase in pressure in autoclaves on time, for coal samples collected from seams 703/1 and 705/2–3, for various variants of set
hydrostatic pressure.
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where:

Vw – volume of methane desorbed from a given coal sample,
Vdes – volume of desorbed methane when the pressure of gas drops
from the given initial pressure to atmospheric pressure.

To draw conclusions concerning the inhibition of methane emission
from coal, the values of pressure increase in the autoclave was focused
on, unlike Krause and Pokryszka (2013) who considered methane
emission in relation to volume. The joint conclusion is confirmation
that water inhibits methane emission from coal.

It was proven that the maximal value of hydrostatic pressure which
may be set to inhibit methane emission from a coal sample is limited.
To prove this, a test was conducted in which the value of pressure ex-
erted on the water layer was 15 bar. The results of the test are presented
in Fig. 5. The graph shows that the pressure in the autoclave constantly
increased, even after reaching the prior assumed time of 25000 min,
after which, in each of the variants, the system reached equilibrium and
the pressure in the autoclave stabilised. Based on the conducted tests, it
may be concluded that too high pressure triggered a “piston effect”,
which gradually displaced methane which was sorbed within the coal
structure.

Dimensionless index k2 which lowers the forecast volume of me-
thane emission into goafs, depending on the value of the hydrostatic
pressure of a water column, determined based on the conducted tests,
assumes the values of 1–0. The value of 1 means free desorption and
uninhibited emission, while 0 means total inhibition of methane
emission from coal. Based on the tests, index k2 is calculated with the
dependence:

=k
p
p

e

t
2

(9)

where:

k2 – dimensionless index which lowers the forecast volume of me-
thane desorption into goafs depending on the value of the hydro-
static pressure of a water column,

pe – total increase in pressure in the autoclave during methane
desorption from a coal sample submerged in water, under the in-
fluence of hydrostatic pressure of a specific value [bar],

pt – total increase in pressure in the autoclave during free deso-
rption of methane from a coal sample without set hydrostatic
pressure [bar].

Table 2 presents the values of index k2 calculated using formula (9)
for the results obtained in the tests.

Table 2. The tests presented in the article enabled the updating of
information on the assessed volume of methane emission into the closed
Ruch Anna after it was partially flooded.

4. Conclusions

It may be concluded that the pressure exerted on a coal sample in
the form of hydrostatic pressure determines how much methane deso-
rption and emission from coal are actually inhibited by water.

The hydrostatic pressure affecting a coal sample has its threshold
until which it inhibits methane desorption and above which water
triggers a “piston effect” gradually displacing the methane sorbed in
coal.

The developed index k2, which lowers the forecast volume of me-
thane emission into goafs depending on the value of the hydrostatic
pressure exerted on a coal sample, may be applied to verify the fore-
casts of methane emission into flooded goafs.

When goafs are flooded, the pressure of the water column con-
stitutes a barrier which limits the forecasted inflow of methane into the
goafs.

Based on the model of methane emission into goafs, when they are
partially or completely flooded, it is possible to verify the volume of
methane emission into goafs, providing valuable information during
mine closure works and the planning of public safety on the surface.

Conflicts of interest
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Fig. 5. Dependence of increase in pressure in the autoclave on time, for coal sample under hydrostatic pressure of 15 bar.

Table 2
Values of index k2 depending on set hydrostatic pressure.

Set hydrostatic pressure
[bar]

Total increase in pressure in
autoclave [bar]

Value of index
k2

0 4.069 1.00
0.4 3.486 0.86
0.8 2.358 0.58
2.4 1.555 0.38
4.8 0.898 0.22
7.2 0.642 0.16
7.8 0.584 0.14

E. Krause and M. Karbownik Journal of Sustainable Mining 18 (2019) 127–133

132



Ethical statement

The research was conducted according to ethical standards.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jsm.2019.03.005.

Funding body

The work presented in this paper has been performed within the
MERIDA project (Management of Environmental Risks During and After
mine closure) supported by the Research Fund for Coal and Steel
(RFCS) under the Contract No. RFCR-CT-2015-00004 and by the Polish
Ministry of Science and Higher Education under the Contract No. 3610/
FBWiS/2016/2.

References

Broughton, P. (2014). Developing approaches to the control of risk from abandoned mine
entries. 9th safety seminar, safety managing the challenge of change (pp. 47–61).
Sheffield: The Midland Institute of Mining Engineers.

Cienfuegos, P., & Loredo, J. (2010). Coalbed methane resources assessment in Asturias
(Spain). International Journal of Coal Geology, 83, 366–376. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.coal.2010.05.002.

Díaz Aguado, M. B., & González Nicieza, C. (2007). Control and prevention of gas out-
bursts in coal mines, Riosa–Olloniego coalfield, Spain. International Journal of Coal
Geology, 69, 253–266. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2006.05.004.

Duda, A., & Krzemień, A. (2018). Forecast of methane emission from closed underground
coal mines exploited by longwall mining – a case study of Anna coal mine. Journal of
Sustainable Mining, 17(4), 184–194. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsm.2018.06.004.

Dvořáček, J., & Slivka, V. (2004). Environmental and safety problems of ostrava-karviná
district. Zeszyty naukowe politechniki sląkiej. Seria Górnictwo, (260), 551–558.

Heitfeld, M., Rosner, P., Mühlenkamp, M., & Sahl, H. (2004). Bergschäden im Erkelenzer
Steinkohlenrevier. Altbergbaukolloquium (pp. 281–295). Montanuniversität Leoben.

Jackson, N. W. (2000). Our mining heritage – Presidential address delivered to the north-East
branch of the Institution of Mining and metallurgy on 21 oct. 1999 at newcastle upon
tyne (UK). IM&M – July, 185–190 2000.

Kral, V., Paletnik, M., & Novotny, R. (1998). Methane from closed-down mines in the soil.
Proceedings of the international conference on coal-bed methane technologies of recovery
and utilisationKatowice: Główny Instytut Górnictwa x–x.

Krause, E. (2008). Prognozowanie wydzielania metanu do rejonow poeksploatacyjnych
kopalń czynnych i likwidowanych przez zatopienie (Forecasting of methane emis-
sions to the gob areas of operating coal mines and those already liquidated by
flooding). Zeszyty Naukowe Politechniki Śląskiej. Seria Górnictwo, (283), 129–137.

Krause, E. (2009). Metoda oceny zagrożenia metanowego projektowanych i eksploatowanych
ścian w kopalniach węgla kamiennego (Methane hazard assessment method of designed
and exploited walls in coal mines)(Postdoctoral dissertation)Katowice: Główny Instytut
Górnictwa.

Krause, E., & Pokryszka, Z. (2013). Investigations on methane emission from flooded
workings of closed coal mines. Journal of Sustainable Mining, 12(2), 40–45. https://
doi.org/10.7424/jsm130206.

Krause, E., & Łukowicz, K. (2000). Dynamiczna prognoza metanowości bezwzględnej
ścian (poradnik techniczny) (Dynamic prediction of absolute methane bearing ca-
pacity of the longwalls (technical guide)). Instrukcja głównego instytutu górnictwa (pp.
14). Katowice: Główny Instytut Górnictwa.

Krzemień, A., Krause, E., Wysocka, M., Koteras, A., Więckol-Ryk, A., Wagner, J., et al.
(2017). Management of environmental risks during and after mine closure (MERIDA).
First annual report. Research Fund for coal and Steel Contract No. RFCR-CT-
2015–20100004.

Krzemień, A., Suárez Sánchez, A., Riesgo Fernández, P., Zimmermann, K., & González
Coto, F. (2016). Towards sustainability in underground coal mines closure contexts:
A methodology proposal for environmental risk management. Journal of Cleaner
Production, 139, 1044–1056. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.08.149.

Laurence, D. (2011). Establishing a sustainable mining operation: An overview. Journal of
Cleaner Production, 19(2–3), 278–284. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2010.08.
019.

Novotny, R., Platenik, M., Takla, G., & Kral, V. (2001). Reduction of uncontrollable mine
gas emission in the Czech part of Upper Silesian hard coal basin devastated by past
mining activity. Proceedings of the 7th international mine ventilation congress, june
17–22, 2001, cracow, Poland. Cracow, Poland.: Research & Development Center for
Electrical Engineering and Automation in Mining (EMAG).

Pokryszka, Z., & Tauziède, C. (2000). Evaluation of gas emission from closed mines
surface to atmosphere. Environmental issues and management of waste in energy and
mineral production: Proceedings of the sixth international conference on environmental
issues and management of waste in energy and mineral production, SWEMP 2000, calgary,
alberta, Canada, may 30–june 2, 2000. Rotterdam, Netherlands; Brookfield, VT, USA:
A.A. Balkema.

Pokryszka, Z., Tauziède, C., Lagny, C., Guise, Y., Gobillot, R., Planchenault, J., et al.
(2005). Gas migration from closed coal mines to the surface. Risk assessment methodology
and prevention means. Post-Mining 2005, November 16–17, Nancy, France, 1–15.
Retrieved Day Month, Year from https://inis.iaea.org/collection/
NCLCollectionStore/_Public/38/027/38027836.pdf?r=1&r=1.

Robinson, R. (2000). Mine gas hazards in the surface environment. Transactions of the
institution of mining and metallurgy, Section A, Mining Technology, 109, 228–238.

Zawisza, L., Macuda, J., & Chećko, J. (2005). Ocena zagrożenia gazami kopalnianymi na
terenie likwidowanej kopalni KWK “Niwka-Modrzejów” (Evaluation of mine's gases
hazard in the liquidated hard coal mine “Niwka-Modrzejów”). Wierntnictwo, Nafta,
Gaz, 22(1), 461–467.

E. Krause and M. Karbownik Journal of Sustainable Mining 18 (2019) 127–133

133

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsm.2019.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsm.2019.03.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2010.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2010.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2006.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsm.2018.06.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref10
https://doi.org/10.7424/jsm130206
https://doi.org/10.7424/jsm130206
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.08.149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2010.08.019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref17
https://inis.iaea.org/collection/NCLCollectionStore/_Public/38/027/38027836.pdf?r=1&r=1
https://inis.iaea.org/collection/NCLCollectionStore/_Public/38/027/38027836.pdf?r=1&r=1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2300-3960(19)30014-X/sref20

	Tests of methane desorption and emission from samples of hard coal in the context of mine closures through flooding
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Research area
	Research methodology
	Model of methane emission into unflooded goafs
	Model of methane emission into flooded goafs


	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Conflicts of interest
	Ethical statement
	Supplementary data
	Funding body
	References




