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g r a p h i c a l a b s t r a c t
� In situ U speciation was performed by
using multiple DGT devices.

� Analyses were performed in a U
mining area in Brazil.

� Total, cationic and anionic species
were sampled by using three
different ligands.

� Comparison of in situ and in lab de-
ployments indicates sample
modifications.

� Accurate measurements of U specia-
tion must be performed in situ.
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a b s t r a c t

The exchange membranes P81 and DE81 and Chelex-100 resin were used to perform in situ speciation of
uranium in treated acid mine drainage at the Osamu Utsumi mining site, Poços de Caldas city, Southeast
Brazil. To investigate possible chemical modifications in the samples during analysis, the three ligands
were deployed in situ and in a laboratory (in lab). The results obtained in situ were also compared to a
speciation performed using Visual MINTEQ software. Chelex-100 retained total labile U for a period of up
to 48 h. The labile U fraction determined by Chelex 100 ranged from 107 ± 6% to 147 ± 44% in situ and
from 115 ± 22% to 191 ± 5% in lab. DE81 retained anionic U species up to 8 h, with labile fractions ranging
from 37 ± 2% to 76 ± 3% in situ and 34 ± 12% to 180 ± 17% in lab. P81 exhibited a lower efficiency in
retaining U species, with concentrations ranging from 6± 2% to 19± 2% in situ and 3± 2% to 18± 2% in lab.
The speciation obtained from MINTEQ suggests that the major U species were UO2OHþ, UO2(OH)3�,
UO2(OH)2(aq), Ca2UO2(CO3)3(aq), CaUO2(CO3)32�, UO2(CO3)22�, and UO2(CO3)34�. This result is in accordance
with the results obtained in situ. Differences concerning speciation and the total and soluble U con-
centrations were observed between the deployments performed in situ and in the laboratory, indicating
that U speciation must be performed in situ.

© 2016 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
�ario).
1. Introduction

Uranium occurs as a natural element in the earth's crust. It is
commonly found at low concentrations in aquatic environments.
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Anthropogenic activities, such as nuclear energy generation, the
use of nuclear weapons and accidental release of radioactive ma-
terial, are capable of increasing the amount of this element inwater
systems (Vandenhove et al., 2010). In mining sites, the occurrence
of acid mine drainage (AMD) is frequent and can increase the
contamination risks for natural waters (Al-Hashimi, 1996). This
phenomenon is generated when sulphide minerals (present in the
tailings pile and in the reject dumps inmining areas) are oxidized in
the presence of water and oxygen (Al-Hashimi, 1996). The acid
effluent can increase the contaminants content in the environment
when it is not properly controlled (Fernandes and Franklin, 2001). It
can accelerate and promote toxic element leaching and transport
into surface water and groundwater (Al-Hashimi, 1996).

The most commonly used method for removing metals from
acid effluent involves the active addition of a neutralizing agent
(Johnson and Hallberg, 2005). Although the U total concentration
and isotopic composition are responsible for the radiological
impact of this element, its chemical speciation is associated with its
toxicity and bioavailability (Francis, 1990). The speciation is also a
reliable tool to evaluate the treatment efficiency, to predict the
bioavailability and to provide information on the species being
deposited in the environment (Strosnider et al., 2011). In this
context, the development of analytical techniques that allow U and
its different species in treated AMD samples to be determined is
essential to the study of U behaviour under different environmental
conditions.

The task of sampling and transportation of material to the lab-
oratory can be critical due to potential contamination sources and
the chemical changes during the collecting and storing processes.
This can lead to differences and errors in the chemical species
distribution between the natural environment and laboratory
conditions (Davison and Zhang, 1994). In situ approaches can
overcome these possible errors, exhibiting satisfactory results
concerning the real chemical conditions of the studied system
(Davison and Zhang, 1994).

Diffusive gradients in thin films (DGT) are passive samplers that
are used for the determination of the labile fraction and the
chemical speciation of metals in natural water (Zhang and Davison,
1995; Zhang and Davison, 2000). This technique is based on Fick's
first law of diffusion, in which the concentration of the analytes is
determined from the mass retained in the binding layer after
diffusion through a hydrogel (Davison and Zhang, 1994; Zhang and
Davison, 1999). Discrimination of the different chemical species is
possible according to their distinct diffusion properties. Free
metals, inorganic complexes that are easy to dissociate and some
organic complexes are mainly sampled by DGT devices (Davison
and Zhang, 1994, 2012).

The DGT technique has been widely used in studies focusing on
metal speciation in natural water. The main advantages of DGT are
associated with its in situ sampling, preconcentration of analyte,
measurements with integrated time and a low potential to
contaminate samples. Conventional DGT devices employ Chelex-
100 resin as a binding agent. Theoretically, Chelex 100 resin has
the capacity to retain 364 nmol of U and is composed of a styrene
divinylbenzene copolymer containing paired iminodiacetate func-
tional groups (Li et al., 2006). The replacement of Chelex-100 by
other binding agents with different chemical characteristics can
lead to differential sampling and different information about a
species’ chemistry (Davison and Zhang,1994, 2012). For example, Li
et al. (2006) determined the U concentration in alkaline water by
using the anionic exchange membrane DE81 as a binding phase.
The authors reported that this binder phase consists of the
replacement of cellulose polymers by diethylaminoethyl functional
groups that can retain up to 625 nmol of U, theoretically. In this
condition, DE81 has proved to be useful to retain anionic U species
(complexed with carbonate) (Li et al., 2006). Dowex and Spheron-
Oxin resins have also been proposed to retain similar U species
(Li et al., 2007), (Gregusova and Docekal, 2011).

Turner et al. (2012) evaluated the performance of DGT devices
for U determination, assembled with Metsorb or MnO2 as binding
phases. MnO2 was effective for determining the U concentration in
seawater, while Metsorb was effective for freshwater analysis
(Turner et al., 2012). Metsorb was also successfully used for U
determination at Rio Comora in Australia (Hutchins et al., 2012) and
in alkaline river water in the United Kingdom (Turner et al., 2014). A
ligand with a high partition coefficient for actinides (Diphonix) was
recently tested for U determination using DGT. Diphonix resin
showed a low influence of the main variables of the DGT technique
(Turner et al., 2015; Drozdzak et al., 2015). The P81 membrane is a
cationic exchange membrane containing cellulose phosphate
functional groups (exchange capacity ¼ 18 mEq cm�2) that was
previously used in DGT as binding layer for retaining Hg (II) in river
water (Colaço et al., 2014). Until now, the P81 membrane has not
been used as a binder layer for determination of U species.
Although the DGT technique has been successfully applied for the
determination of more than 55 different elements, including U
(Garmo et al., 2003), the use of only one type of device cannot
provide accurate information about the different chemical species
present in the system. The ionic strength and pH of potential
concomitant interferents (bicarbonate, phosphate and sulphate)
are the main variables of the DGT technique that have been widely
studied regarding the speciation of U (Turner et al., 2012). Ap-
proaches using multiple devices with different binding phases
provide more complete information about the speciation and dis-
tribution of the chemical species of an element in an aquatic sys-
tem. This approach was successfully used to determine the
speciation of Mn in treated AMD (Oliveira et al., 2013). Further-
more, Drozdzak et al. (2016) investigated the fractionation and
speciation of U around a mining site in France. An approach using
multiple DGT devices (Diphonix, Metsorb and Chelex 100) com-
bined with ultrafiltration was applied, and the results were
promising.

This research aimed to perform in situ U speciation in treated
AMD utilizing an approach based on multiple DGT devices at the
uranium mining area in Poços de Caldas city, Minas Gerais State,
Southeast Brazil, where AMD generation was previously studied
(Veiga et al., 2003). Devices containing Chelex-100 as well as DE81
and P81 binding phases were tested to selectively sample the U
species (cationic, anionic and neutral) present in treated AMD. This
study also aimed to evaluate potential alterations of chemical
species in samples collected in the field and those taken in the
laboratory (in lab).

2. Material and methods

2.1. Equipment and accessories

Determination of the U concentration was performed with an
inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometer (ICP-MS) (Thermo
Scientific, model X series II, Bremen Germany) equipped with an
impact bead spray chamber and a MiraMist nebulizer. The isotope
measured was 238U. The spectrometer was operated under the
following conditions: forward power ¼ 1480 W; plasma gas
flow ¼ 13 L min�1; auxiliary gas flow ¼ 0.70 L min�1; nebulizer gas
flow ¼ 0.79 L min�1; and sample flow ¼ 1 mL min�1

The determinations of Ca and Mg were performed by using an
inductively coupled plasma optic emission spectrometer (ICP-OES)
(Thermo Scientific, model iCAP 6000 series, Bremen, Germany)
equippedwith a cyclonic chamber and a V-groove nebulizer. Ca and
Mg were measured at 184.006 and 279.553 nm, respectively. The
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spectrometer was operated under the following conditions: for-
ward power ¼ 1150W; plasma gas flow¼ 10 L min�1; auxiliary gas
flow ¼ 0.5 L min�1; nebulizer gas flow ¼ 0.7 L min�1; and sample
flow ¼ 3.0 mL min�1

Determination of the concentration of major anions and cations
(except Ca and Mg) was performed using an Ionic Chromatograph
(Metrohm, Brazil). A multiparameter probe was used to measure
pH, conductivity and temperature (Horiba U50, Fukuoka, Japan).

Polypropylene DGT devices were purchased from DGT Research
Ltd., Lancaster, UK. The binding agents used in the DGTexperiments
were Chelex-100 (DGT Research, Lancaster, UK) and the cellulose
membranes P81 and DE81 (Whatmann™, Maidastone, UK). A
polyacrylamide-agarose hydrogel (DGT Research, Lancaster, UK)
was used as the diffusive agent and a cellulose acetate membrane
was used as the filter (Sartorius Biotech, Goettingen, Germany).
2.2. Reagents and solutions

U standard solutions were diluted from a 10 mg L�1 stock so-
lution (SpecSol, Quimlab®, S~ao Paulo, Brazil) in 0.5 M HNO3. 209Bi
and 165Ho were used as internal standards (by using interpolation
mode). Internal standards were obtained from a multi-element
solution containing 10 mg L�1 of 6Li 45Sc, 89Y, 115In, 159Tb, 209Bi and
165Ho. The HNO3 used in the experiments was purified by sub-
boiling distillation from analytical grade reagent. Purified water
(18 MU cm) was used throughout (milli-Q Millipore, Massachu-
setts, USA).
2.3. Preparation of the discs

Chelex-100 discs (2.5 cm diameter and 0.4 mm thickness) were
cut from commercially available sheets and stored in a 0.05 M NaCl
solution. DE81, P81 and the cellulose acetate filter discs were
decontaminated by immersion in 10% (v/v) HNO3 for 24 h. After-
wards, the discs were stored in ultrapure water. Polyacrylamide-
agarose hydrogel discs (2.5 cm diameter and 0.8 mm thickness)
were cut from commercially available sheets (13 cm � 13 cm) and
stored in a 0.05 M NaCl solution.
2.4. Assembling of the devices

The DGT devices were assembled according to the process
described previously by Davison and Zhang (1994). The binding
layer (Chelex-100, DE81 or P81) was settled directly on the piston,
followed by the polyacrylamide-agarose gel layer and finally an
acetate cellulose filtering layer. A polypropylene cap with a 20-mm
diameter window was then added, closing the system.
2.5. Elution and calculation

Elution of the analytewas conducted according to the procedure
previously described by Li et al. (2007). The same procedure was
used for both ligands and consisted of an immersion of the ligands
in 2.0 mL of 2 M HNO3 for a 24 h period. After this process, the discs
were removed and discarded. Determination of the U concentra-
tion was performed by ICP-MS. Elution factors of 0.87 and 0.67
were assumed for DE81 and Chelex-100, respectively, as described
by Li et al. (2006). An elution factor of 1.00 was assumed for P81
(Oliveira et al., 2013.)

The mass (M) of U accumulated by DGT was calculated based on
Eq. (1)
M ¼ Ce$ðVe þ VLÞ
fR

(1)

where Ce is the U concentration in the eluate, VL is the volume of
the binding agent, Ve is the volume of the acid used in the elution
process and fR is the elution factor.

The U concentration in the system (Cb) was calculated using Eq.
(2)

Cb ¼ M:Dg
D:t:A

(2)

where Dg is the diffusive layer thickness (0.093 cm), M is the U
mass accumulated in the ligand, D is the diffusion coefficient of U in
the polyacrylamide-agarose hydrogel, t is the immersion time and
A is the diffusion window area (3.14 cm2).

The D values reported by Hutchins et al., 2012 (as a function of
pH) were used for calculation. These values are presented in the
supplementary material (Table S1).
2.6. Samples and sampling sites

The sampling sites selected are located at the Osamu Utsumi
mining area, in the city of Poços de Caldas, Minas Gerais State,
Southeast Brazil. U extraction occurred from 1982 to 1995 (Souza
et al., 2013), which gave rise to two principal sources of environ-
mental contaminants: waste rock dump and tailings pile. Currently,
the mine is disabled. The ADM phenomenon occurs in the area,
generating approximately 300 m3 h�1 of acid effluents. The mine
has an activemaintenance systemwhose focus is treating AMD that
is mainly generated in waste dumps and the tailings pile. Chemical
treatment of AMD in the area involved adding CaO to increase its
pH (initially approximately 3) to values near 10 (Santos and Ladeira,
2009). The effluent generated in the yellowcake factory is also
contaminated with U, Th and other radionuclides and is treated by
CaO and/or BaCl2 addition (Fernandes and Franklin, 2001).

Effluent samples were collected from 4 different sites at the
Osamu Utsumi mine. The 022-E sampling site is located just after
treatment of the effluent (with CaO and BaCl2 addition), while the
025-E sampling site is located in a decantation pound. Site 041 is
located after decantation subsequent only CaO addition, and site
014 is located after the dilution process, posterior to site 041 (right
before it enters the environment) (Fig. 1). For preliminary tests, 5 L
of each sample was collected using polyethylene flasks that were
previously decontaminated in the laboratory with nitric acid and
washed three times with each sample in the field. During transport,
the water samples were kept at room temperature, while the DGT
devices were refrigerated until they were dismounted. Samples
were analysed 24 h after collection.
2.7. Preliminary studies (deployment curves)

Preliminary studies were performed to evaluate the applica-
bility of the DGT technique applied to the proposed samples. A
volume of 5 L of each effluent sample collected from the sampling
sites described abovewas used for the immersion of 18 DGT devices
(6 with Chelex-100, 6 with P81 and 6 with DE81). The devices were
removed after 2, 4, 6, 12, 24 and 48 h. During immersion, samples
were continuously stirred and the pH and temperature were
monitored. After each removal, the devices were disassembled and
the binding phase was removed and submitted to the elution
process. Quantification of U was performed by ICP-MS.



Fig. 1. e Location of the sampling sites at the Osamu Utsumi mining area, Poços de Caldas city, Minas Gerais State, Southeast Brazil. A) Tailings pile; B) decantation pound (after
effluent treatment by CaO addition and decantation); C) after effluent treatment with CaO and BaCl2 addition. The blue line highlights the streams, while the dashed yellow line
delineates areas A, B and C.
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2.8. Deployments (in situ and in lab)

2.8.1. In situ
In a hexagonal bracket, 6 devices (2 of each ligand, Chelex-100,

DE81 and P81) were displaced. The bracket was placed at a 1 m
depth at each of the four sites (022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014). An
optimal sampling time of 4 h was defined according to preliminary
studies. The devices were removed and taken to the laboratory after
this sampling time, and the binding phase was submitted to the
elution process described in 2.5. Quantification of U was performed
by ICP-MS.
2.8.2. In lab
A volume of 5 L of each sample was collected during the in situ

experiment and taken to the laboratory. Deployments were con-
ducted between 12 and 24 h after field sampling. The DGT devices
were placed in a bracket as in the in situ procedure. Stirring was
maintained during the 4 h of deployment. After this period, the
devices were disassembled and the binding phase submitted to the
elution process described in 2.5. Quantification of U was performed
by ICP-MS. The results of the in lab experiments were compared to
the in situ results.
3. Results and discussion

3.1. Preliminary studies

The efficiency of the DGT devices for U retention in the samples
collected from the sampling sites was evaluated. The soluble U
average concentrations were determined in the laboratory for
samples 022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014 were 0.56, 2.37, 48.2 and
1.78 mg L�1, respectively.
In Brazil, the standards for surface water quality are described in

CONAMA Resolution No. 357 (CONAMA, 2005), which classifies
water by biological, chemical and physico-chemical parameters
and also according to the intended use of each water system. Ac-
cording to this Resolution, water classified into Class II (as it occurs
in the Antas and Soberbo River) can be used for human consump-
tion after simplified treatment, protection of aquatic communities,
recreation activities, aquaculture and irrigation. The maximum
level (ML) for uranium in this case is 0.02 mg L�1. Thus, samples
collected from the Antas River meet the requirements of this res-
olution. The World Health Organization (WHO) recognized a
guideline value of 0.015 mg L�1 for naturally occurring uranium,
which is of health significance in drinking water (WHO, 2006).
According to the EPA, the maximum contaminant level (MCL) for
uranium, i.e., the maximum permissible level of this element in
water used for human consumption, is 30 mg L�1 (EPA, 2015). The
results indicate that only sample 041 exhibited a uranium content
higher than the EPA and WHO guidelines.

Drozdzak et al. (2016) found average U contents (by using DGT
devices) in a uranium mining area located in western France of
488.03 mg L�1 (for former open pit water) and 24.47 mg L�1 (for
discharge water). These values were higher the than soluble U
average concentrations found at Caldas, southern Brazil.

The average pHs during laboratory deployments were
10.22 ± 1.2, 6.6 ± 0.2, 8.1 ± 0.7 and 5.7 ± 0.5 for samples 022-E, 025-
E, 041 and 014, respectively. Fig. 2(aed) exhibits the mass accu-
mulation versus exposure time of the three binding phases in all
samples.

A significant linear correlation (characterized by R2 > 0.85) be-
tween the uptake of U and time was obtained up to 48 h for all



Fig. 2. - U accumulated mass vs. deployment time for the sample from site 022-E (a), 025-E (b), 041(c), 014 (d). - Chelex 100 resin, DE81 membrane and P81 membrane.
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samples when using Chelex-100 as a binding phase (Fig. 2aed).
From these data, the average labile U concentration measured by
DGT was 0.78 ± 0.27, 3.00 ± 0.28, 60.85 ± 7.86 and
0.81 ± 0.28 mg L�1 for the samples 022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014,
respectively. These values represent 139± 47%, 126± 12%, 126± 16%
and 45± 15% of the soluble concentration determined in the sam-
ples. It is difficult to explain the low recovery in sample 014
(45± 15%), but it may be caused by a change of the U species during
deployment. This change is observable in this sample, as the pro-
portion of negative chemical species (CaUO2(CO3)32�) is 61.4% of
neutral species (Ca2UO2(CO3)3(aq)). In comparison, this relationship
for sample 025-E is 15.6%. The high relative standard deviation
found for sample 022E is probably due to the low level of U found in
this sample. For the 022-E, 025-E and 041 samples, the mass uptake
of U by DE81 increased rapidly until 8 h. Then, a plateau of satu-
ration was observed (Fig. 2(a)e(c)). The decrease in U uptake is
probably associated with the high SO4

�2 concentrations
(>400 mg L�1) in these samples. For further experiments, the
maximum deployment timewhen using DE81 as the binding phase
was set at 8 h. The labile uranium concentrationwas determined as
0.80 ± 0.08, 1.92 ± 0.19, 28.51 ± 10.43 and 0.80 ± 0.35 mg L�1 for the
022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014 samples, respectively. These values
represent 142± 13%, 81± 8%, 59± 21% and 45± 18% of the soluble
concentration determined for the 022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014 sam-
ples, respectively.

The P81 membrane showed no significant linear correlation
(R2 < 0.46) in the deployment period for all samples. The speciation
models that were previously used for synthetic river water
solutions and local river water in Canada (Li et al., 2006), for car-
bonate loaded solutions of natural water (Gregusova and Docekal,
2011), and for synthetic water (Drozdzak et al., 2015) indicated a
very low (<10%) or no presence of cationic U species at a pH > 6.
Thus, it is expected that the P81 membrane was not saturated and
that positively charged species were absent from the sample.

A better view (e.g., linear range, plateau) of the plots of Fig. 2 is
presented in the supplementary material (Fig. S1a to S4a). Instru-
mental limit of detection for U was 20 ng L�1. Frequently, the pre-
cision of the DGT measurements was characterized by a relative
standard deviation that ranged from 5.7 to 6.5 for all ligands (n¼ 3,
13 mg L�1).
3.2. Deployments

3.2.1. U species and in situ speciation
Table 1 shows the pH, conductivity, temperature and major

cation concentrations measured in the four sampling sites. These
values and U concentrations for the respective sites were used as
inputs for Visual MINTEQ (© 2010 KTH, Department of Land and
Water Resources Engineering, Stockholm, Sweden) to perform U
speciation.

The soluble U concentration was smaller than the total U con-
centration at all sites, as exhibited in Table 3, showing that some
amount of U precipitated or associated with particulate material.
The concentrations measured when using Chelex-100 indicate that
Ca2UO2(CO3)3(aq) is labile and that negative species were retained
by the resin (CaUO2(CO3)32�) once retentions from 107 to 147% were



Table 1
Temperature, conductivity, pH and concentration of the major cations and anions in
water of the treated acid mine drainage of the Osamu Utsumi mine.

Sites

014 041 022-E 025-E

apH 6.91 8.48 7.45 7.19
aConductivity, mS cm�1 0.182 1.168 0.921 0.904
aT, �C 25 25 25 25
Ca, mgL�1 32 212 180 202
K, mgL�1 2.6 5.9 6.7 7.0
Mg, mgL�1 0.5 0.4 0.9 1.2
Na, mgL�1 1 2.1 4.0 4.5
Li, mgL�1 <0.01 <0.010 <0.010 <0.010
NH4, mgL�1 <0.05 <0.050 <0.050 <0.050
SO4

2�, mgL�1 58.6 601 469 458
Cl�, mgL�1 1.8 1.1 4.3 5.2
F�, mgL�1 2.6 11.0 4.1 3.7
PO4

�, mgL�1 <0.04 <0.04 <0.04 <0.04
NO2

�, mgL�1 <0.02 <0.02 <0.02 <0.02
NO3

�, mgL�1 0.4 <0.04 <0.04 <0.04
SO4

2�, mgL�1 59 601 469 458
C2O4

2�, mgL�1 <0.10 <0.10 <0.10 <0.10
C2H3O2

�, mgL�1 <0.10 <0.10 <0.10 <0.10
Br�, mgL�1 <0.03 <0.03 <0.03 <0.03
HCO3

�, mgL�1 11.2 19.9 18.3 14.9
CO3

2�, mgL�1 e 13.4 e e

U, mgL�1 3.73 14.15 3.14 4.55

a Measurements during deployments of DGT in situ.
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verified (Table 2). Li et al. (2006) suggests that the negative charges
present in the carboxylic groups of Chelex-100 can inhibit the
retention of U anionic species by electrostatic repulsion at a neutral
or alkaline pH. However, this suggestion was not verified in this
Table 2
In situ concentration and labile fraction of U determined by DGT with Chelex-100 and th
software Visual MINTEQ.

Site

014

Chelex-100 mg L�1 4.23 ± 1.26
% 147 ± 44

DE81 mg L�1 2.20 ± 0.09
% 76 ± 3

P81 mg L�1 0.18 ± 0.06
% 6 ± 2

MINTEQ UO2OHþ % e

Speciation UO2(OH)3� % 0.46
UO2(OH)2(aq) % 0.19
Ca2UO2(CO3)3(aq) % 60.7
CaUO2(CO3)32� % 37.28
UO2(CO3)22� % 0.76
UO2(CO3)34� % 0.51

Table 3
- pH, conductivity, total and soluble U concentrations and labile fraction determined by

014 041

in situ in lab in situ in

pH 8,5 ± 0,5 7,5 ± 0,4 9,8 ± 0,1 8,2
Conductivity, mS cm�1 0,19 ± 0,01 0,18 ± 0,01 1,22 ± 0,01 1,0
Total U mgL�1 3,73 ± 0,24 1,39 ± 0,36 14,15 ± 0,37 13
Soluble U mgL�1 2,87 ± 0,17 1,10 13,03 ± 0,55 12
DGT
Chelex100 [%]

147 ± 44 191 ± 5 107 ± 6 12

DGT
DE81 [%]

76 ± 3 180 ± 17 37 ± 2 34

DGT
P81[%]

6 ± 2 13 ± 3 5,6 ± 0,3 3
study.
The U fraction measured when using the DE81 membrane

represented 52.1± 0.2%, 49.8± 0.4%, 36.8± 2.4% and 76.4± 3.1% of
the soluble fraction t the 022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014 sites, respec-
tively, indicating that some of the U is in anionic form. The anionic
species given by the software Visual MINTEQ were UO2(OH)3-,
CaUO2(CO3)32�, UO2(CO3)22� and UO2(CO3)34� (Table 2). The values
obtained for the DE81 membrane were in reasonable agreement
with the values estimated by Visual MINTEQ. However, quantitative
comparison shows that the data obtained when using DE81 were
overestimated compared with software speciation, which is a
consequence of the Ca2UO2(CO3) species lability (Turner et al.,
2012). Additionally, the Visual MINTEQ software might be unable
to model the system accurately. The file vminteq30 \thermo.vdb
thermodynamic database was used.

The U concentration retained by P81 was 0.44 mg L�1 in 022-E
sample and 0.42 mg L�1 in 025-E sample. These values represent
19% and 10% of the soluble fraction. The cationic labile fraction in
sites 041 and 014 was 5.6% and 6%, respectively (Table 2). The
presence of cationic U species was not expected by the preliminary
study or by the software speciation (<0.02% were expected to be
cationic species at these sites). The difference between the software
speciation and cationic U fraction determined by P81 might be due
to the complexity of the site (Table 2). Although useful information
about the speciation of a system is given by the software, it cannot
overcome or even consider all of the variables present in a natural
complex system.
3.3. In situ X in lab speciation

Table 3 shows the results for the total, soluble and labile
e DE81 and P81 binding phases. Comparison with the speciation performed by the

041 022-E 025-E

14.00 ± 0.85 2.91 ± 0.23 5.50 ± 0.04
107 ± 6 130 ± 10 123 ± 1
4.79 ± 0.31 1.17 ± 0.01 2.21 ± 0.02
37 ± 2 52 ± 1 50 ± 1
0.73 ± 0.04 0.42 ± 0.04 0.44 ± 0.12
6 ± 1 19 ± 2 10 ± 3
e e 0.02
15.51 0.02 0.02
0.26 0.01 0.07
68.97 81.63 85.58
14.98 18.08 13.41
0.02 0.12 0.52
0.13 0.15 0.06

DGT (Chelex 100, DE81 and P81) for in situ and in lab deployments.

022E 025E

lab in situ in lab in situ in lab

± 0,1 8,3 ± 0,2 7,6 ± 0,1 7,7 ± 0,5 7,2 ± 0,1
5 ± 0,06 0,95 ± 0,01 0,88 ± 0,01 e 0,93 ± 0,01
,41 ± 0,31 3,14 ± 0,61 2,09 ± 0,24 4,55 ± 0,16 3,5
,50 ± 1,24 2,24 ± 0,26 2,17 ± 0,71 4,45 ± 0,19 3,44 ± 0,35
1 ± 7 130 ± 10 115 ± 22 123 ± 1 186 ± 35

± 2 52 ± 0,2 52 ± 14 50 ± 1 102 ± 13

± 2 19 ± 2 18 ± 2 10 ± 3 4 ± 1
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(determined by DGT) U concentrations as well as the pH, temper-
ature and conductivity observed in situ and in lab for all sites.

At every site, a depletion of the total (from 5.2 to 62.7%) and
soluble (from 3.1 to 61.6%) U concentrations was observed in in lab
deployment compared to in situ deployment. This effect was
negligible in sample/site 041 (total: 14.15 to 13.41 mg L�1; soluble:
13.03 to 12.50 mg L�1). However, this effect was significant at sites
025-E (total: 4.55 to 3.50 mg L�1; soluble: 4.45 to 3.44 mg L�1) and
014 (total: 3.73 to 1.39 mg L�1; soluble: 2.87 to 1.10 mg L�1). For most
samples, the proportion of depletion was the same in the total and
soluble concentrations. However, at site 022-E, a decrease in total U
was verified (3.14e2.09 mg L�1), while the soluble concentration
was maintained (2.24e2.17 mg L�1). These alterations may be
caused by adsorption of the analyte by the flasks during sampling
and storage. A decrease in pH was also observed in the laboratory
(from 0.5 to 1.6), possibly due to CO2 input in the deployment flask
caused by agitation during in lab deployment. The variation of the
conductivity was negligible.

All of the labile fractions measured by the Chelex-100 resin tend
to be higher than the soluble concentration, possibly due to
changes in the diffusion coefficients. It is difficult to estimate the
diffusion coefficient for each species of U at an exact pH. Never-
theless, it can be noted that no alterationwas observed in the labile
fractions determined by Chelex-100 in situ and in lab at sites 022-E
(in situ ¼ 2.91 to in lab ¼ 2.50 mg L�1) and 041 (in situ ¼ 14.00 to in
lab ¼ 15.17). These values represent 130± 10% (in situ) to 115± 22%
(in lab) in 022-E and 107 ± 6 (in situ) to 121 ± 7 in 041 (in lab) of the
soluble fraction. Therefore, for these sites, the labile fractions
measured by Chelex-100 were similar for the in situ and in lab
deployments. A divergent behaviour was observed for samples 014
and 025-E. The measurements performed in situ were different
than those performed in lab. The labile U concentrations deter-
mined at sites 014 and 025-E were, respectively, 4.23 and
5.50 mg L�1 in situ and 2.10 and 6.52 mg L�1 in lab. These values
represent (of the soluble fraction) 147± 44% (in situ) to 191± 5% (in
lab) for 014 site and 123± 1% (in situ) and 186± 35% (in lab) for site
025.

Concerning the anionic labile species of U determined by DE81, a
minor variation of labile concentration was observed between in
situ and in lab measurements at sites 022-E (in situ ¼ 1.17 to in
lab ¼ 1.14 mg L�1) and 041 (in situ ¼ 4.47 to in lab ¼ 4.24 mg L�1).
When comparing in situ and in lab measurements, an alteration
occurred with DE81 for sites 025-E and 014. The anionic labile U
concentrations determined in situ and in labwere, respectively, 2.21
and 3.57 mg L�1 in site 025-E and 1.98 and 2.20 mg L�1 in site 014. For
site 025-E, these values represent 50± 1% of the soluble fraction for
the in situmeasurements and 102 ± 13 for the in labmeasurements.
For site 014, the in situ measurements represent 76± 3% of the
soluble fraction and the in labmeasurements represent 180± 17% of
the soluble fraction.

The concentrations of cationic labile U determined by the P81
membrane were 0.42, 0.44, 0.73 and 0.18 mg L�1 for in situ
deployment at sites 022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014, respectively. The
concentrations determined in the in lab deployment were lower
than thosemeasured in situ (0.38, 0.15, 0.38 and 0.15 mg L�1, for sites
022-E, 025-E, 041 and 014, respectively).

4. Conclusions

The results obtained in initial laboratory tests indicated that
DGT can be employed to perform U speciation in treated AMD by
using Chelex 100 as well as DE81 and P81 as binding phases.
Chelex-100 resin retained all labile U species (for a period of up to
48 h) in all samples. The DE81 membrane was effective for
retaining negative species of U; however, it was restricted to
immersions of, at most, 8 h without saturation. Saturation possibly
occurs due to the high SO4

�2 content in the water. The P81 mem-
brane exhibited a lower efficiency for retaining U species. For the
investigated samples, the obtained speciation with MINTEQ soft-
ware was relatively in accordance with the values obtained with
DGT. When comparing in situ and laboratory measurements, dif-
ferences in speciation and the total and soluble concentrations of U
species are observed. In situ deployment can take into account
variations of U species during the sampling time due to punctual
discharges in DAM treatment and environmental changes. Labo-
ratory deployment cannot take these variations into account during
the deployments. Additionally, interconversions of U species before
deployment (during storage) do not effectively represent the U
species in the environment. Therefore, accurate measurements of
the total soluble concentration and speciation of Uranium must be
performed in situ.
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