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Table 1. Batch 2 sample compositions ' * Determine the types of reactions that might occur in the anaerobic aquifer.

* Verify the continued sequestration of U(VI) in relation to the possible re-oxidation of minerals from the bioreduction zone.
* Sulfate concentrations will be examined using an ion analysis technique.
 Determine pH levels, sulfate concentrations, and iron concentrations after re-oxygenation.

To create anaerobic conditions necessary for the experiment, a vinyl anaerobic airlock chamber from
COY Lab Products was used to ensure that no oxygen reached the samples.
Half of the samples were augmented with sulfate in an attempt to create iron sulfide and stabilize
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