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INTRODUCTION METHODOLOGY

The CSG industry in the Surat Basin will benefit from Numerical modelling approach (Potyondy and cundall, 2004) ) .
numerical modelling simulations that take into — Synthetic Grid Block
account more realistic coal characterization. The = [COUPLED MODEL]
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perhaps double, relative to more brittle bituminous
(high rank) coals. However, strength data suggests
that the low rank coals are weak. The juxtaposition of
thin tough but jointed coal lithotypes (centimetre to 25*25%10(m)
decimetre scale) against greasy claystones layers
makes the laboratory testing of the strength of intact
rock a difficult task.
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