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Predicted Sulfate Concentrations - Alternative 2
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Figure M-1. Predicted sulfate concentrations, Alternative 2
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Based on a modeled estimate of 99% seepage collection efficiency
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Figure M-2. Predicted total dissolved solids concentrations, Alternative 2
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Predicted Selenium Concentrations - Alternative 2
Based on a modeled estimate of 99% seepage collection efficiency
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Figure M-3. Predicted selenium concentrations, Alternative 2
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Figure M-4. Predicted cadmium concentrations, Alternative 2
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Predicted Antimony Concentrations - Alternative 2
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Figure M-5. Predicted antimony concentrations, Alternative 2

Predicted Nitrate Concentrations - Alternative 2
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Figure M-6. Predicted nitrate concentrations, Alternative 2
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Predicted Copper Concentrations - Alternative 2
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Figure M-7. Predicted copper concentrations, Alternative 2

Predicted Sulfate Concentrations - Alternative 3
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Figure M-8. Predicted sulfate concentrations, Alternative 3
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Figure M-9. Predicted total dissolved solids concentrations, Alternative 3
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Figure M-10. Predicted selenium concentrations, Alternative 3
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Predicted Cadmium Concentrations - Alternative 3
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Figure M-11. Predicted cadmium concentrations, Alternative 3
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Figure M-12. Predicted antimony concentrations, Alternative 3




Appendix M

Predicted Nitrate Concentrations - Alternative 3
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Figure M-13. Predicted nitrate concentrations, Alternative 3
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Figure M-14. Predicted copper concentrations, Alternative 3
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Figure M-15. Predicted sulfate concentrations, Alternative 4
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Figure M-16. Predicted total dissolved solids concentrations, Alternative 4
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Predicted Selenium Concentrations - Alternative 4
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Figure M-17. Predicted selenium concentrations, Alternative 4
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Figure M-18. Predicted cadmium concentrations, Alternative 4
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Predicted Antimony Concentrations - Alternative 4
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Figure M-19. Predicted antimony concentrations, Alternative 4
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Predicted Copper Concentrations - Alternative 4
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Figure M-21. Predicted copper concentrations, Alternative 4
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Figure M-23. Predicted total dissolved solids concentrations, Alternative 5

Predicted Selenium Concentrations - Alternative 5
. Based on a modeled estimate of 84% seepage collection efficiency
O
01
[ ® r
[ ]
A
0.01
A
0.001 D D e ﬂ .
(]
0.0001
Dw2 D 5 Gila Rive
(Groundwater)  [Groundwater) dwater) {Surface Water)
unstream Direction —>

Mote that scale is logarithmic, and
differs between graphs shown in this
appendix

Modeled data are not specific to total
or dissolved fractions; for the
purposes of comparison to surface
water standards, modeled data can
be assumed o apply to both

The surface water quality standard
for selenium is based on the total
fraction

0 Yeardl
& Year 100
®  Year 245

Figure M-24. Predicted selenium concentrations, Alternative 5
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Figure M-25. Predicted cadmium concentrations, Alternative 5
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Predicted Nitrate Concentrations - Alternative 5

oot Based on a modeled estimate of 84% seepage collection efficiency

1000

10

0.01

0O Yeardl

A Year 100

-— ®  Year 245
AWQS

- = Most gringent

urface

Mote that scale is logarithmic, and
differs between graphs shown in this
appendix

Modeled data are not specific to total
or dissolved fractions; for the
purposes of comparison to surface
water standards, modeled data can
be assumed Lo apply to both

Figure M-27. Predicted nitrate concentrations, Alternative 5
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Figure M-29. Predicted sulfate concentrations, Alternative 6
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Predicted Selenium Concentrations - Alternative 6
Based on a modeled estimate of 90% seepage collection efficiency
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Figure M-31. Predicted selenium concentrations, Alternative 6
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Figure M-32. Predicted cadmium concentrations, Alternative 6
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Predicted Antimony Concentrations - Alternative 6
Based on a modeled estimate of 90% seepage collection efficiency
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Figure M-33. Predicted antimony concentrations, Alternative 6
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Figure M-34. Predicted nitrate concentrations, Alternative 6
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Predicted Copper Concentrations - Alternative 6
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Figure M-35. Predicted copper concentrations, Alternative 6
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