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A biocompatible hybrid approach for the selection of
gas drainage methods in coal mines based on the
Best-Worst Method and Analytic Network Process

Amir Jafarpour , Mehdi Najafi* , Ali Dabagh

Department of Mining and Metallurgical Eng., Yazd University, Yazd, Iran

Abstract

Methane drainage is one of the main steps in underground coal mining projects. The operation of methane extraction
from coal mines/seams is important from the safety, economic, and technical points of view. Selecting the appropriate
method for methane drainage is very difficult, and if the method is not chosen correctly, it will lead to environmental
problems. The relationship between different influencing factors, parameters, and methods (and how they affect) is
significant in choosing the method of gas drainage. In the current study, a hybrid algorithm is presented based on an
Analytic Network Process (ANP) and a method based on the mathematical model (BWM). In the presented approach, the
weighting of criteria by the BWM method and ranking of alternatives based on effective criteria is performed using the
network analysis-based method. “Operating and capital costs” were the most effective criteria, and “in-situ stress” was
the least effective factor in the selection process. The results show that the “post-drainage method using cross-measure
boreholes” was ranked first with the highest score (0.249). Applying the selected method in the Tabas coal mine (case
study) indicates that the proposed algorithm is compatible with real-world conditions and can have various applications
in multi-criteria decision-making problems.

Keywords: methane drainage, selection, Best-Worst Method, Analytic Network Process

1. Introduction

T oday, one of the fundamental affairs in the
design and implementation of industrial/

mining projects is the study of the interaction of
environmental and social (E&S) problems. The
importance of these effects is very significant, and
the need for governments to pay attention and
sensitivity to the E&S moot point was presented in
the form of international commitments, such as the
Paris Agreement and Agenda 21 [1], and various
conferences such as the United Nations Conference
on Sustainable Development (UNCSD) [2].
In recent years, the need to achieve the goals of

Sustainable Development (SD) and the problems
associated with E&D by managers of the mining
industry have caused even the literature and
specialized vocabulary of the large-scale industry to
undergo major changes. Paradigms such as carbon
footprint [3e5], green lies [6,7], green blasting [8,9],

green production scheduling [10e12], mining social
responsibility [13,14], etc. are some of the most
important idioms of this field.
On the otherhand, societies’urgent need for energy

and rawmaterials has led to the growth of the mining
industry. Coal mining is no exception because coal is
one of the main materials used in large-scale in-
dustries, especially for the iron smelting factories and
steel productionplants [15,16].Consumerism in large-
scale industries has increased the production of
environmental pollutants and especially the release of
large volumes of greenhouse gases. Also, coal mining
in open pit and underground mines releases signifi-
cant volumes of greenhouse gases such as carbon (CO
and CO2) and methane (CH4) [5,17,18]. However, in
addition to coal production,managing the production
and storage ofmethane gas as a by-productmakes the
mine profitable and is very effective in increasing the
mine’s safety [19]. Methane extracted from under-
ground coalmines can easilymeet the energyneedsof
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the mining complexes. In some cases, this gas is also
effective in meeting the needs of the population cen-
ters around themine, which is in linewith the goals of
Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) of mining [20].
So far, due to the diversity of natural and technical

conditionsof theundergroundcoalmines and also the
different capacities of gas drainage methods, several
methods for gas extraction from the coal seams/mines
have been presented, which arementioned in Table 1.
As can be seen in Table 1, the variety of gas-drainage
methods hasmade it difficult to decide whichmethod
to choose. However, considering the various factors
affecting the gas-drainage method, it becomes more
difficult to choose the appropriate method for a coal
mine/seam. On the other hand, so far, no effective
solutionhasbeenproposed to select themethodof gas
drainage, which indicates the gap in thisfield of study.
In this study, due to the simultaneous importance of
environmental, social, and economic criteria in coal
mining activities, a hybrid approach is presented
based on multi-criteria decision-making methods.

2. Literature review

Not much research has been done on the choice of
the best gas-degassing method from coal mines. As
mentioned, one of the most important issues in the
design and implementation of methane-drainage
operations from underground coal mines is the
choice of gas drainage method. So far, no special
algorithm or practical approach has been proposed
to select the gas drainage method appropriate to the
conditions of each coal mine and its design.
Although extensive studies have been conducted to

optimize the drilling pattern of drainage boreholes
[25,36e38] and factors affecting the efficiency of gas
drainage from the coal seam [39e42], the only solution
proposed to select the method of gas drainage from
underground coal mines has been done by Karacan
[43]. He proposed the selection of a gas drainage sys-
tem for coal mines that are extracted by the longwall
mining method. In this research, using an expert
classification system based on Artificial Neural
Network (ANN), a mechanism is presented for
selecting the type of methane drainage boreholes and
their drilling angle. For this purpose, the factors
affecting the choice of the gas drainage method
include ash content, coal production rate, coal layer
height, cutting height, zone width, zone length, over-
burden height, and several inputs and coal rank were
considered as input criteria. In addition, data from 60
mines located in different coal basins of the United
States of America have been used to create a database
and model the selection method. In the study, an
expert classification system has been developed as a

decision tool. The system was constructed using an
ANN structure and was trained using different
geographical locations and coal properties as input
and tested for classification. The results show that this
model can be used as a decision tool to select a
degassing system using the specific conditions of the
area and themine. Such amodel can also be used as a
screening tool to decide which gas-drainage method
should be considered with more sophisticated nu-
merical methods [43].
Therefore, it is necessary to provide a mechanism

for selecting the method of gas drainage. This
approach has been used in this study considering
the capabilities of combined multi-criteria decision-
making methods in solving various mining engi-
neering problems. The proposed approach is based
on mathematical formulation, and an important part
of it is nonlinear mathematical modeling, which can
be solved to achieve optimal results. Also, by
reviewing the literature, 19 effective criteria were
selected.

3. Methodology

In the current study, a hybrid approach has been
usedbased on theBest-WorstMethod (BWM) and the
Analytic Network Process (ANP) has been used. For
this purpose, to select the appropriate and desirable
method for gas drainage of underground coal mines,
taking into account the criteria affecting this decision,
the combined method is used. The BWM is used to
calculate the weight of effective criteria, and the ANP
is used to rank the options. In the following, the
research methodology is briefly described.

3.1. Best-Worst Method

The BWM is one of the new multi-criteria deci-
sion-making (MCDM) techniques that are among
the MCDM and has been presented by Rezaei [44].
In this method, the best and worst criteria are
determined by the decision-maker, and pairwise
comparisons are made between each of these two
indicators (best/worst) and other indicators. Then, a
maximum-minimum problem (MAXI MIN) is
formulated and solved to calculate the weight of
different criteria. Also, in this method, a formula for
calculating the incompatibility rate is considered to
evaluate the validity of pairwise comparisons. One
of the salient features of this method compared to
other multi-factorial decision methods is that it re-
quires less comparative data and leads to more
robust comparisons. That is, it gives more reliable
answers. In the following, the steps of implementing
this method are briefly described.
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Table 1. Deferent methods of gas-drainage in underground coal mines.

Method Symbol Description Reference(s)

Pre-drainage using vertical
surface boreholes

A1 It contains one or more coal seams. Hydraulic fracturing and
controlled blasting methods can be used in these boreholes.

[21,22]

Pre-drainage using horizontal
in-seam boreholes

A2 Long horizontal boreholes are drilled from inside the gates or
from inside the boreholes into the coal seam and gas drainage
is done according to the planned time.

[23,24]

Pre-drainage using surface to
in-seam directional drilling

A3 A vertical or sloping borehole is drilled. This borehole is then
drilled by directional drilling to the target point. This drilling
method can be used up to 1000m.

[25,26]

Precautionary pre-drainage using
short holes in the roof of headings

A4 Vertical and short-length boreholes are drilled from inside
the gates into the roof layers. In some cases, the boreholes
are drilled at a slight angle to the roof of the working face.

[27,28]

Post-drainage using cross-measure
boreholes

A5 The boreholes are drilled from inside the return air gates of
the longwall method with a high or low angle into the gob
zone, and flammable gases are drained from these boreholes.

[29,30]

Post-drainage using surface
goaf boreholes

A6 Drainage boreholes are usually drilled inside the coal seam.
Drilled boreholes can be effective up to 30m above the coal
seam. The borehole is sealed and cemented to the lowest
production area.

[21]

Post-drainage using directionally drilled
horizontal long holes above or below
the worked seam

A7 Using directional drilling, drainage boreholes are drilled up to
20 or 30m above or below the extraction coal seam, and then
drainage is performed.

[31]

Post-drainage from underlying or
overlying galleries

A8 Gates are created at the top or bottom of the extraction coal
seam before mining. The mining operation in the gates is
then stopped, and the drainage system is connected to the
pipes network. Fan holes are used to increase the environment
under the influence of the drainage system.

[32]

Post-drainage using surface to in-seam
directional drilling

A9 The gas drainage operation is similar to the pre-mining drainage
method.

[33]

Post-drainage from chambers or pipes
in longwall goafs

A10 A space is created in the retreating longwall method.
Simultaneously with the mining operation and the movement
of gases into space, the gas is drained by placing pipes.

[34]

Post-drainage from cross-cuts into the
longwall
goaf (a variant of the above method)

A11 The pipe network is installed from inside of shortcuts into the
gob zone. Then, drained gas is directed to the surface or into the
storage inside the shortcuts.

[35]
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3.1.1. Determining the set of effective criteria
In the first step, the criteria affecting the purpose

of the problem should be extracted and approved by
experts and specialists. In this step, you can use the
literature review or the Delphi method. The purpose
of these methods is to confirm and screen the
criteria that affect the problem. The set of criteria is
defined as fc1; c2;…; cng required for decision-mak-
ing. cj represents the jth criterion.

3.1.2. Determining the best criterion and the worst
criterion
In this step, experts identify the best (most effec-

tive or most important) and worst (least effective or
least important) criteria among all effective criteria
based on previous experiences. No comparisons are
made at this step.

3.1.3. Preference of the best criterion over other criteria
In this step, a pairwise comparison of the prefer-

ence between the best criterion (B) and other criteria
is provided using the 9-point scoring range pro-
vided by the Saaty [45,46]. The results of this step
are displayed as AB ¼ ðaB1; aB2;…; aBnÞ. This vector
aBj indicates the superiority of the best criterion (B)
over criterion j. Obviously, aBB ¼ 1:

3.1.4. Preference of other criteria over the worst
criterion
Preference of other criteria over the worst crite-

rion (W ) is done and is shown as AW ¼
ða1W ; a2W ;…; anWÞT . In this vector, ajW is the pref-
erence of the jth criterion over the worst criterion.
Obviously, aWW ¼ 1.

3.1.5. Creating a nonlinear programming model
To calculate the optimal weight of each criterion

ðw*
1; w

*
2; …; w*

nÞ, wB
wj

¼ aBj, and wj

wW
¼ ajW pairs are

formed. Then, to estimate these conditions in all j,
a solution must be found to find the expressions,���wB
wj
� aBj

���, and ��� wj

wW
� ajW

��� will be maximized, for all js
when js are minimized. Given the non-negative
weights and total weights, the nonlinear optimiza-
tion model can be formulated as Equation (1):

minmax
j

�����wB

wj
� aBj

����;
����wj

ww
� ajw

����
�

s:t:X
j
wj ¼ 1

wj � 0; for all j

ð1Þ

The above model can also be converted to
Equation (2):

min x

s:t����wB

wj
� aBj

����� x; for all j

���� wj

wW
� ajW

����� x; for all j

X
j

wj ¼ 1

wj ¼ 0; for all j

ð2Þ

3.1.6. Solving the nonlinear model
The nonlinear model is solved by formulating,

coding, and implementing in the environment of
optimization software (such as Lingo or GAMS) and
the optimal values of ðw*

1;w
*
2;…;w*

nÞ and x* are
obtained.

3.1.7. Calculating consistency ratio
The adaptation rate is calculated using the ob-

tained x*. A larger value of x* indicates a higher
compatibility rate. The comparison is fully consis-
tent when the following equation holds for all js:

aBW ¼aBj � ajW ð3Þ

where: aBj, ajW, and aBW are the priorities of the best
criterion over the jth criterion, the priority of the jth

criterion over the worst criterion, and the priority of
thebest criterionover theworst criterion, respectively.
Since aBW ¼ aBj � ajW , the maximum value of x

can be obtained. The compatibility rate can be
calculated using the compatibility index of Table 2
and Equation (4). This compatibility rate is in the
range [0, 1], and the closer it is to zero, the more
consistent the comparisons are, and the closer it is to
one, the less clear the comparisons are.

CR¼ x*

CI
ð4Þ

Where: CR is the consistency ratio, x* is the
maximum value of x and CI is the consistency index.

3.2. Analytic Network Process (ANP)

In recent years, multi-criteria decision-making
(MCDM) methods have been widely used in all

Table 2. Consistency index (CI ) table [44].

aBW 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Consistency index 0.00 0.44 1.00 1.63 2.30 3.00 3.73 4.47 5.23
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sciences. Among these methods, the Analytic
Network Process (ANP) is one of the most consid-
ered multi-factorial evaluation methods. ANP is the
general state of the Analytic Hierarchy Process
(AHP) and its broad form [45], in which issues of
interdependence and feedback can be considered.
For this reason, in recent years the use of ANP
instead of AHP has increased in most areas.
Although ANP was introduced by Saaty in 1996 [46],
this network-based decision-making method begins
with the experiences and personal judgment of ex-
perts for criteria in the form of linguistic proposi-
tions. Then, it provides a structure for a coherent,
simpler, and more orderly decision-making process,
which is very desirable for organizing criteria and
evaluating their importance. The decision-making
process of this method simplifies the preference of
each criterion over the alternatives.
In the ANP method, unlike the AHP, a network is

used instead of a hierarchy. The network can model
the internal relationship between nodes (goal,
criteria, and alternatives). Nodes are alternatives,
criteria, or goals. The connection between the nodes
is determined by the arrows, which is the effect
between the nodes. The most important step in the
ANP method is that the mutual relationships be-
tween nodes (between alternatives and criteria) are
modeled correctly and accurately.
The steps of the network analysis method are as

follows:

3.2.1. Problem configuration and model construction
At this step, first, the problem is defined

completely and clearly. To make it easier to under-
stand the problem and provide a logical solution, a
network model should be formed. Therefore, the
components of the problem become a hierarchical
and orderly structure. This network model has
logical connections between each level. Therefore,
the criteria that affect the decision-making process
should be identified. In the next step, the relation-
ship between the criteria should be established
based on their internal connections, which are
indicated by arrows. The connection of network
components shows the influence of elements on
each other. In the ANP method, the relationships
and influence of criteria and options on each other
are also applied to the problem.

3.2.2. Formation of pairwise comparison matrices and
calculation of weight vectors
Similar to the AHP method, pairwise comparison

matrices of criteria and sub-criteria are formed,
taking into account higher levels of network and
internal communication, to be used to obtain the

weight of elements. To calculate the weight and
convert the experts’ verbal expressions into
numbers, the Saaty scale is used, which is presented
in Table 3.

3.2.3. Super-matrix formation
Super-matrix is a matrix of relationships between

network components obtained from the priority
vectors of these relationships. This matrix provides a
framework for determining the relative importance
of options after pairwise comparisons. If the hier-
archy has three levels of objective (G), criteria (C ),
and alternatives (A), the super-matrix will be, in the
simplest case, as follows:

G C A

w¼

G

C

A

2
66664

0 0 0

W21 0 0

0 W32 I

3
77775

ð5Þ

In this matrix,W12 is a vector that shows the effect of
the objective on each of the criteria. W32 is the ma-
trix that shows the effect of each of the criteria on
the alternatives. I is an identical matrix. The zero
values of this matrix also indicate that the factors
have no effect at the intersection of the rows and
columns.
In general, the super-matrix will be as follows:

G C A

w¼

G

C

A

2
66664

W11 W12 W13

W21 W22 W23

W31 W32 W33

3
77775

ð6Þ

The weights at adjective levels of the model are
listed in the rows and columns of the matrix. Each
wij of this matrix represents the weight vector of the
pairwise comparison performed in the correspond-
ing equation.

Table 3. The ratio scale and definition [45].

Intensity of importance Definition

1 Equal importance
3 Somewhat more important
5 Much more important
7 Very much more important
9 Absolutely more important
2, 4, 6, 8 Intermediate values
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3.2.4. Calculating the weighted super-matrix
distribution
This is similar to the Markov chain process by

obtaining the weighted super-matrix by a large
number. That means:

lim
k/∞

Wk ð7Þ

W is the super-matrix that reaches the power of k
to achieve convergence. k is always an odd number.
If the final super-matrix converges to a final matrix,
the calculation of the weight of the options based on
the criteria is considered based on this final matrix.
But if it does not converge to a final matrix, all the
matrices with which the convergence is done peri-
odically are averaged:

lim
k/∞

�
1
n

�
Wk

i ð8Þ

3.2.5. Normalizing the obtained weight values
According to each cluster, the weight values ob-

tained from the previous step are normalized.

3.2.6. Selecting the best option
In this step, the weight values obtained in the

previous step will be used to determine the desired
alternative.

3.3. BWM-ANP hybrid method

To decide on the choice of the appropriate method
of gas drainage, it is necessary to create a model of
effective criteria and available options, and accord-
ing to the capabilities of different decision-making
methods, the appropriate method is selected. As
mentioned, the BWM-ANP method is the method of
choice for solving the problem of choosing the
appropriate gas-drainage method. According to this
multi-criteria decision-making method, the weight
of criteria is done using the BWM method, and the
final ranking of options is done by the ANP method.
The implementation steps of the hybrid method
used are shown in Figure 1.

4. Case study: tabas coal mine

Tabas City is located in the west of the Southern-
Khorasan province (Fig. 2). Tabas coal basin, with an
area of 30,000 km2 and exploration reserves of 75.2
billion tons of coking and thermal coal, is the richest
and largest coal area in Iran. The Parvadeh zone,
with an area of 1200 km2 and geological reserves of
1.1 billion tons of coking coal, is one of the four coal

areas of Tabas and the largest coking coal basin in
Iran [47,48].
After conducting studies on the feasibility of

mechanized mining in the Parvadeh mine and car-
rying out the operation of phase one of the equip-
ment of the coal mine, this phase, with an annual
production capacity of 5.1 million tons of raw coal
and 750,000 tons of concentrate, operated by the
longwall underground mining method. Then, Par-
vadeh was exploited in 2007 as the first mechanized
coal mine in Iran [49].
The main honors of Tabas Parvadeh Coal Com-

pany (TPCCO), which are in line with SD goals, are:
obtaining certificates of quality management (ISO
9001-2015), safety (OHSAS 18001-2007), occupa-
tional health (ISO 14001-2004), and safety manage-
ment system (ISO 2015-45001). TPCCO has
produced 9,000,000 tons of raw coal and 4,000,000
tons of concentrate by the end of 2019. In addition,
the mentioned company as the most influential
business unit in the region, has had a significant
impact on the economic, social, and cultural growth
of the region and has provided valuable services in
the form of social responsibilities.

5. Implementation of the proposed algorithm

In the current study, the problem of selecting the
methane-drainage method using the BWM-ANP
combined multi-criteria decision-making method
has been investigated. In this method, question-
naires were first prepared to use the opinions of
experts and their experiences in weighting the
effective criteria and performing pairwise compari-
sons for the available options for each criterion.
Then, to implement the proposed algorithm, it was
necessary to form the super-matrix of the ANP
method first. As mentioned, this super-matrix is
made up of matrices. Each matrix is also the result
of pairwise comparisons. Suppose the matrix [Z] is
the same super-matrix we need:

½Z�31�31¼
2
4 ½a� ½b� ½c�
½d� ½e� ½g�
½h� ½i� ½j�

3
5 ð9Þ

The matrix [Z] is the super-matrix of pairwise
comparisons between goal levels, criteria, and al-
ternatives. In the super-matrix, each of the compo-
nents is a matrix, and the number of components in
each of these matrices is different. The matrix [a] is
the result of a pairwise comparison between the
goal level and itself. The matrix [b] is the result of an
even comparison between the goal and the criteria,
which is a matrix of 1� 19 (i.e. it has 19 compo-
nents). The matrix [c] is also the result of pairwise
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comparisons between the goal and the alternatives,
which consists of 11 components, i.e. the matrix is
1� 11. In the current study, the value of these three
matrices is equal to zero. The matrix [d] is the result
of pairwise comparisons between the criteria and
the goal and shows the effect of the criterion on the
goal. This matrix has 19 components (19� 1), and
their values are calculated by the BWM method and
show the weight of each criterion. The matrix [e] is a
matrix with 19� 19 components and shows the ef-
fect of the criteria on each other. Also, the matrix [g]

has 19� 11 components and shows pairwise com-
parisons between alternatives based on criteria. The
matrices [h], [l], and [k] show the effect of the al-
ternatives on the goal, criteria, and alternatives, and
the values of the matrices are zero in the current
study.
In the second step, the criteria influencing the

process of selecting the methane drainage method
must be identified. These criteria are in Table 4. In
selecting effective criteria, in addition to studying
credible scientific and technical sources, the

Fig. 1. Execution steps of the BWM-ANP hybrid algorithm.
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experiences of experts from the Tabas Mine Gas
Drainage Unit (TMGDU) have been used.
The parameters mentioned in Table 4 are

described, briefly. The moisture content indicates
the amount of water vapor in the coal seam. The
permeability is the ability of a material to pass fluid
through it (here, the material is a coal seam). The
joints system and cleats actually indicate the con-
dition of the joints and cleats of the coal seam, which
play a significant role in the dispersion of gases. The

coal ash is the percentage of ash in the coal seam,
which is related to the amount of methane gas in the
coal seam. The degree of saturation of the coal layer
with methane gas is called gas saturation. It means
the amount of saturated methane in the coal seam.
The thickness of the coal seam is the vertical dis-
tance between the upper and lower surface of the
coal layer. The coal rank has a great effect on the gas
content of the coal seam. Special ranks of coal are
suitable for gas drainage. Most of the methane

Fig. 2. Location of Tabas coal mine and a view of surface equipment [50].
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drainage projects produce methane gas from bitu-
minous coals, but methane production from
anthracite coals is currently implemented. The
condition of underground water, the location of
underground aquifers, sub-surface water flows and
the amount of water available in the vicinity of the
coal seam/mine are mentioned as the condition of
underground water. Gas content is equal to the
amount of gas per unit weight of coal (or rock),
usually measured in standard cubic feet per ton. All
the geological parameters, such as the condition of
faults, joints, discontinuities and their effects, have
been applied in the model as the geological struc-
ture of overburden of coal seam. Stresses resulting
from mining and drilling activities are called effec-
tive stress. The stresses in the region (mine area)
before the start of mining activities are called in-situ
stress. All parameters related to methane drainage
boreholes and their executive operations are
considered in the form of executive and operational
factors, which are known (borehole length, borehole
diameter, drilling angle, etc.).
As can be seen, in addition to the main criteria, the

effectiveness of the sub-criteria is also considered.
The values of each criterion were taken from the

engineering data and technical reports of the Tabas
coal mine and were provided to the experts to use in
completing the questionnaires. Some of the infor-
mation on the Tabas coal mine is given in Table 5.
After completing the questionnaires by experts,

the weight of each criterion was calculated by BWM
method, which is presented in Table 6 (and Fig. 3),
which is based on mathematical modeling. For this
purpose, the mathematical model of the problem
was formulated, which is based on the BWM
method. Then, this model was solved using GAMS

Table 4. Factors affecting the choice of gas drainage method in underground coal mines.

Criteria Sub-criteria Symbol

Natural characteristics of coal (C1) Moisture content S11
Permeability S12
Joint system and cleats S13
Coal ash S14
Gas saturation S15
Thickness of coal seam S16
Coal rank S17
Condition of groundwater S18
Gas content S19

Geological and geomechanical factors (C2) Geological structure of
overburden of coal seam

S21

Effective stress S22
In-situ stress S23

Executive and operational factors (C3) Length of borehole S31
Diameter of borehole S32
Angle of borehole S33
Stability of boreholes S34
Drilling density S35
Operating and capital costs S36
Gas drainage pressure S37

Table 5. Some data of the Tabas coal mine.

Seam Depth
(m)

Thickness
(m)

Cleats
(joint/m)

Uniformity Gas content
(m3/ton)

Roof quality
(MPa)

Water condition
(m3/min)

Permeability
(mDarcy)

D 313 0.3 13 0.7 15.1 88.7 106 38
C2 348 0.6 17 0.8 16.2 91.4 91 40
C1 364 1.9 20 0.75 16.3 95.1 83 45
B2 387 0.9 18 0.8 20.87 85.4 64 30
B1 399 0.75 16 0.7 21.69 86.1 80 41

Table 6. Weights of criteria calculated by the BWM (outputs of GAMS
software).

Criteria Weights Criteria Weights

S11 0.072 S22 0.031
S12 0.072 S23 0.018
S13 0.027 S31 0.031
S14 0.108 S32 0.031
S15 0.043 S33 0.043
S16 0.054 S34 0.054
S17 0.108 S35 0.036
S18 0.043 S36 0.126
S19 0.036 S37 0.031
S21 0.036
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software, which is very efficient in solving mathe-
matical models.
Due to the importance of economics in mining

projects [51], the criterion “Operating and capital
costs” has been identified as the most effective cri-
terion. Criteria related to the intrinsic properties of
coal and moisture content also scored higher. The
least efficacy was related to in-situ stress, which has
less effect on the degassing method, according to
experts’ opinion.
In the third step, the options were classified by

performing the second step of the mentioned algo-
rithm. At this step, the experts of the Tabas Coal
Mine Exploitation Unit (TCMEU) performed the
following pairwise comparisons:

⮚ Pairwise comparisons between criteria,
⮚ Pairwise comparisons between criteria and

alternatives,
⮚ Pairwise comparisons of criteria and sub-

criteria,
⮚ Pairwise comparisons between sub-criteria.

All calculations related to pairwise comparison
matrices were formulated by Microsoft Excel soft-
ware. Finally, the super-matrix was solved using
coding in MATLAB software. Formulation of
mathematical relationships between matrices was
done based on the ANP calculation process. In
addition, calculations related to converging the
super-matrix were done based on the exponentia-
tion of the super-matrix. The results of pairwise
comparisons are in the form of a super-matrix, as
shown in Table 7 (see supplemental content).
After solving the super-matrix obtained from

pairwise comparisons, the classification of alterna-
tives (methane drainage methods) based on the
scores obtained from the calculations was obtained,
as shown in Table 8 (see supplemental content). In

addition, the percent for each option is shown in
Figure 4.
As can be seen, alternative A5 (post-drainage

using cross-measure boreholes) was selected as the
appropriate drainage method for the Tabas coal
mine. Because that the weight obtained from the S36,
S14, and S34 criteria for this option has relatively
high values, the score calculated for this alternative
is very different from other alternatives. Alterna-
tives A7 and A9 were in the second place. Also, there
is alternative A3, selected in the third category with
a slight difference from alternative A6 (only one
score). The results of the calculations show that most
of the selected methods for methane drainage use
cross-measure boreholes. Also, due to the impor-
tance of technical and financial problems of the
project, gas drainage operations in all methods that
have higher scores are performed simultaneously
with underground mining operations.
This, in addition to the benefit from the coal

extraction operation, is accompanied by the eco-
nomic profit from the metamorphosis operation. It
should be noted that methane drainage operations
with selected methods solve the safety problems of
personnel and equipment inside underground coal
mines. It also significantly reduces the environ-
mental problems caused by the direct emission of
methane (and other greenhouse gases) in nature.
Gas extraction with the selected method (A5) has all
the environmental, technical, managerial, and ex-
ecutive advantages and is accompanied by the least
managerial, financial, and economic disadvantages.
It must be explained that, after weighing the

effective criteria and ranking the alternatives, sig-
nificant results were obtained, and the algorithm
was able to solve the problem accurately. The use of
mathematical modeling in a main part of the pre-
sented approach gave the algorithm the ability to
obtain definitive results. The network analysis also
simulated the relationships between effective

Fig. 4. Calculated scores of each alternative.

Fig. 3. Weights of criteria calculated by the BWM (outputs of GAMS
software).

JOURNAL OF SUSTAINABLE MINING 2024;23:228e239 237

R
E
S
E
A
R
C
H

A
R
T
IC

L
E



factors. The selected gas drainage methods are
compatible with the conditions of the studied mine.
Executive, operational and economic conditions of
the selected methods show that the presented al-
gorithm has the ability to solve complex problems.
Choosing A5 as the first priority by the algorithm
shows that, based on the opinions of experts and
managers, the input data was well analyzed and had
a favorable output. Because the method chosen by
the algorithm is the same method used in the Tabas
coal mine for methane drainage.

6. Conclusion

The results of the present study show that it is
possible to solve the appropriate methane drainage
method in underground coal mines by using an
algorithm based on a mathematical model (BWM)
and a causal method (ANP). In the mentioned al-
gorithm, safety and environmental problems,
directly and indirectly, affect the process of selecting
the appropriate method of gas drainage. Also, the
effects of technical and executive factors on methane
drainage operations and the impact of economic
factors on the process of selecting the appropriate
method of the gas drainage have been applied by
considering the prevailing relationships between
the effective criteria in the calculations. The results
of the algorithm in one of the large mechanized coal
mines of Iran show that gas drainage methods
based on drilling diagonal boreholes are of higher
priority. A comparison of the selected methods by
the biocompatible algorithm presented with the
opinions of consulting engineers and drainage
specialists in the Tabas mine shows that the selected
method has acceptable compatibility with the
method proposed by consulting engineers, and the
research method is currently implemented in the
mine. It is suggested that in future research, the
drilling pattern be optimized, and the technical
characteristics of drainage boreholes are selected in
the drainage method to optimize the whole methane
drainage operation.
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