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Quantitative A ssessmentM ethod for the Sin ilarity of Geochan icalM aps

JIANG H ong
(Xemen Zijn M ining and Metallurgy Technology Co. Ld, Xiamen 361101, China)

Abstract Canparing the sinilarity of virtual geochem ical maps made fran the data of different labs is a new
method for geochem ical analytical quality control and evaluatbn But the canparison by eyesiht could get only
qualitatve and fuzy conchisbns By calculating the overlap areas of the maps and introducing the FFP
evaliation prnciple the sin ilarity ndexes of the mapswould be obtained. Based on the sm ilarity indexes the
s ilarity of the maps could be evahated quantitatively Thism ehod can be also applied to the research on
elementdistrbutbn and temporal and spatil variation of environmental pollution regions
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Tabk 1 Analtical resulis of As obtaned from bbomoiy A

w (As) no©

20235 20237 20239 20241 20243 20245 20247 20249 20251 20253 20255 20257 20259 20261

3375 57 86 61 51 86 101 131159 53 85 201 46 7.7 60
3377 45 100 60 54 82 68 20.511L0 101 83 75 95 109 51
3379 58 68 55 50 85 53 146 97 45 90 107 73 120 84
3381 79 107 53 46 81 58 263 47 61 121 104 109 130 1.0
3333 84 87 80 81 80 43 IL.5 71 64 2RV8 153 57 101 0.7
385 76 63 58 80 90 73 96 67 7.6 175 174 1.9 65 7.9
387 84 100 53 7.4 90 57 &1 70 63 151 118 106 91 205
3389 74 114 49 97 103 92 93 78 81 1.9 91 120 7.9 1.5
3%91 68 7.7 41 65 95 103 58 95 104 1.4 100 82 &4 70
33 88 7.7 60 94 92 97 53 74 121 125 130 64 127 10.4
3%5 85 9.9 62 7.6 73 102 55 86 98 187 7.2 92 111 16
3%7 73 66 50 89 79 62 98 94 103 187 &2 225 123 61
3%9 67 113 43 87 75 64 81 74 130 121 48 64 7.4 88

3401 79 44 37 88 91 132 76 70 162 87 87 82 60 32
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Table 2 Analytical results ofA s obtamned from laboratory B
-6
w (As)/10 s ,
20235 20237 20 23920241 20243 20245 20247 20249 20251 0253 20255 2 25720259 20261
3375 38 G5 48 35 65 80 IL5 153 48 65 20 60 73 55
3377 33 95 43 45 72 50 203 100 100 73 78 78 100 48
3™ 38 50 43 40 17 35 K5 88 50 70 95 68 103 76 A , B
3381 58 80 38 35 67 40 245 35 70 113 100 95 105 100
2
338 60 73 60 62 52 35 108 63 55 278 K40 55 &5 304
33 60 55 50 60 70 55 88 60 73 170 165 103 65 19
33 73 73 35 55 12 40 18 80 65 143 100 100 93 183
339 63 80 38 80 75 93 $8 80 78 115 88 103 65 107
3300 50 55 33 57 15 103 55 90 90 108 95 73 80 60
333 70 58 43 72 715 93 60 65 1.3 108 IL8 68 1.3 100
335 68 &0 35 62 62 95 43 75 93 168 63 13 98 16
3399 53 53 40 70 63 58 83 85 108 170 83 185 IL5 63
3% 55 95 35 67 58 48 713 68 1.6 115 48 68 7.2 80
3400 58 35 28 70 70 120 63 60 163 75 68 68 7.0 51
. T = B %
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Table 3 Analytical results of Co obtaned from laboratory A =yl TS
Pl 2 fipoc 42 ek e
-6 |
w (Co) /10 Geochemical maps of Ar from lab A and lab B
20235 20237 20 23920241 20243 20245 20247 20249 20251 20253 20255 2 25720259 20261
3375 96 148 88 100 108 91 178 195 169 329 2.7 161 1.8 164
3377 72 132 86 88 143 81 178 164 183 275 151 146 16 4 17.4
3™ 47 132 12 79 IL8 69 176 100 186 260 0.1 165 138 17.3
3381 113 135 77 59 1L9 87 26 110 07 254 20 134 162 166
338 100 43 77 144 86 58 250 189 197 206 214 128 17.9 162
33 125 1.7 78 1.0 1L8 86 202 180 196 240 2.9 158 2 0 17.5
3397 121 99 95 96 IL5 71 209 186 04 181 7.0 126 %6 9 187
339 129 23 89 101 117 192 173 198 157 166 164 162 262 165
3300 106 94 48 86 110 214 142 162 155 229 188 154 219 17.7
333 125 126 108 130 99 205 123 135 173 213 43 173 150 168 Bz
3395 115 132 83 105101 220 123 122 256 167 167 117 202 187
337 115 103 98 124106 215 125 147 213 146 139 216 2 4 180 & i
4 A = =i S RUATY
339 114 1.7 124 123 83 316 105 145 2.5 153 152 132 195 132 = f“”-’%*mlf'k{t J'[‘I
3400 97 52 79 B9 1L0 219 163 132 3.9 112 161 119 175 180 Fi Geochemical maps of Co from lab A and lab B
SR
e s 4B
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Table 4 Analytical results of Co obtamed from laboratory B 21 G Bl i ERAG A BT SR ARG
w (Co)/10™ 6 5

2023520237 20 23920241 20243 20245 20247 20249 20251 20253 20255 20 25720259 20261

3375 101 139 89 1004 90 89 144 127 1.6 191 150 144 121 123 % 5 %Eﬁ@iﬁﬁ%%ﬁiﬁﬁ E@ﬁﬁ/q

3377 81 121 90 94 138 65 183 142 160 183 108 117 137 145 Tabke 5 A reas of diffrent concentration of As and Co i
3% 56 I1L5 88 73 106 64 160 141 M1 222 IS5 113 122 165

geochen calm aps
3381 120 88 78 74 112 7.0 2.0 86 154 191 161 110 4 4 141

338 93 128 85 144 58 60 B9 143 146 172 163 113 141 147

338 111 127 75 95 1002 93 162 146 151 176 175 119 16 6 133

3387 132 92 83 75 107 7.6 150 148 157 122 103 105 20.3 164

3389 122 96 99 1007 IL7 188 127 162 124 142 1211 122 19.6 145
1 <80 8 0-110 1.0~ 19 0 > 19.0
3391 98 104 69 94 100 214 1.5 122 135 172 153 117 171 127 w(As) /(Mg g~ )

339 130 1.3 110 1.7 106 202 89 87 160 169 105 121 127 128
5665 8918 5450 6714 4270 3652 1884 1412 1355 137 100 92

339% 121 132 81 84 102 209 97 105 B1 148 126 78 170 129

3397 95 105 102 1.3 106 158 99 118 I85 104 1L7 166 192 135 . <110 110~ 160 16,0~ 19 0 .10
339 104 1.1 115 91 77 207 94 111 186 179 134 120 4.5 105 w(Co) /(Mg g )
3400 92 67 80 IL3 105 182 94 120 21 78 139 103 129 129 332 45 3188 4826 7161 307 3191 200 291 3061 214 21
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Table 6 Scores brAs geochen kalmaps ,
. <80 80~1L0 1L0~190 >190 (E/MT) Q5~2
w(As) (Mg g ')
(171) Q3
Q 597 0 548 0312 Q 387

DZ 0130 3—2006 "
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Table 7 Scores br Co geochen kalm aps ],
. S1L0 1L0~160 160~190 >190 B
w(Co) [(Mg* g ) 6 7
2 3 ,
0. 548
T e
2 3 MAESREC_ERR
Q 312 ;
1 208 1 457
(E/T) (177)
2
8
2 2
50%
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1
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Table 8 The relationship ofE /I, I/ and smibrity indexes
ET
1
0 a1l 02 03 04 05 a6 07 Q08 09 1 1.1 L2 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 25
0 Lo L1 12 13 14 L5 16 L7 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 35
Q1 Q9 L0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 33
Q2 a8 a9 10 L1 1.2 13 14 15 16 1.7 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 31
Q3 a7 a8 a9 10 L1 12 13 14 1.5 16 L7 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 29
a4 a6 07 8 @9 10 11 12 L3 14 15 L6 17 18 19 20 21 22 27
Qs as a6 7 a8 @9 10 LI L2 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 25
Q6 a4 @5 06 Q@7 8 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 23
a7 a3 a4 a5 06 07 8 09 L0 11 12 13 14 15 16 21
Q8 a2 03 04 05 Q6 07 08 Q9 10 11 L2 13 14 19
a9 ar a2 03 04 05 a6 07 08 Q09 LO L1 12 17
1 Qo0 01 2 03 04 a5 06 7 08 Q9 L0 15




AN NIV E N Q60 Q390 410231 57 D ,

, B s E
26 - Ce %09 K [ 21675 % HER L2 B A
( 4) 9 Tabk 9 Areas of Ce geochenical maps (frum refrence [ 2])
(1 R 10
10 . D w(Ce) /(Mg &) <@ 63-7 79-100 100~ 126 2126
, B, C A, T 1169 3266 5178 3070 2849
E ., , E(A) 1685 4262 6233 1505 2780
E(B) 755 3121 6135 3162 2993
’ E(C) 932 3137 5441 2464 3193
[ 2] [ 2] E(D) 1117 33600 5659 279 2362
3 ABCD E E(E) 2037 3411 3233 1803 355
4 05 .E 3 I(A) 1169 2737 3864 9”1 2332
I(B) 755 2581 4371 2360 259
, 1(C) 879 2472 4397 1826 2548
P ce I(D) 1052 2977 488 2290 2362
, 5 I(E) 256 641 139 916 169

Bl 4 HZE&LmESESE CARUUIER (n=30)"
Fig 4 Sin ilarity maps of Ce data from differet hbormatories
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Table 10 Scores of Ce geochem almaps ( from reference [2])
w(Ce) /(Mg g™') <@ 63~79 79~100 100~126 > 126
(A) Q 4 Q 63 Q71 Q 89 Q 34
(B) Q35 Q 38 Q50 Q 49 Q21
(C) Q29 Q45 Q35 Q 6l Q33
(D) Q16 Q21 022 Q42 Q17 5 72%1@‘
(E) 307 147 1 09 Q9 1 05
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