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1 1
Table 1 Summary of all elements in the Foregs Atlas for (ug/ g) (ugl ) (uglg) (ug/ L)
each sample media and the limit of quantification TV Ti0, | 0.001% 0.005% ~ 0.01
(ngl ) (ug/ g) (ug/ g) (ug/ L) T1 0. 01 0.02 - 0. 002
Ag 0. 01 - - 0. 002 Tm 0.02 0.02 - 0. 002
AVALOs | 0.05% 0.1% - 0.1 U 0.1 1 - 0. 002
As 0.2 1 - 0. 01 v 0.5 2 - 0. 05
B - - - 0. 01 w 5 0. 05 - 0. 002
Ba 5 3 1 0. 005 Y 0.02 - 0. 002
Be 2 0.02 - 0. 005 Yb 0. 05 0.02 - 0. 002
Bi 0.5 - - 0. 002 Zn 1 1 0. 01
Ca/ Ca0 0.01% 0. 05% - 0.001mg/ L Ir 3 1 - 0. 002
Cd 0. 01 0.02 0.1 0. 002 EC - - - -
Ce 0.15 0.02 - 0. 002 HCO3 - - -
Co 3 2 0.1 0. 005 B - - - 0.01 mg/ L
Cr 3 3 - 0. 01 cr - - - 0.1mg/L
Cs 0.5 4 - 0. 002 F- - - - 0.05 mg/ L
Cu 0.01 1 0.3 0. 005 NO3 - - - 0.04 mg/ L
Dy 0.1 0.02 - 0. 002 S03- - - - 0.3 mg/L
Er 0.1 0.02 - 0. 002 DOC - - - 0. 5mg/ L
Eu 0. 05 0.02 - 0. 002 TOC 0.01% 0.01% - -
Fe/Fe;03|  0.01% 0.01% - 1
o | oo | ee | D] e (1. Salminen, 2005
Ge - - - 0. 005 ’
Hf 0.2 0.05 - 0. 002 9
Hg 0. 0001 0. 0001 . 0001 -
Ho 0.02 0.02 - 0. 002
I 2 - - 0. 01 2.3
In 0.01 - - 0. 002 360 1 2500 .
Li - 0.05 - 0. 005 ( ) ( Salminen, 2005a)
Lu 0.02 0.02 - 0. 002
Mg/ MgO| 0.01% 0.1% - 0. 001 mg/L
Mn/MnO| 0.001% 0.01% - 0.05 : @ ;@ ;®
Mo 0.1 0.05 - 0. 002 . @ G 1
Na/Na,0| 0.01% 0.2% - 0. 005 mg/L
Nb 0.1 1 - 0. 002 _
Nd 0.15 0. 02 - 0. 005 — (Salminen, 2005b)
Ni 2 1 0.3 0. 005
P05 0.001% 0.01% - - 3
Pb 3 1 0.5 0. 005
pH - -
Pr 0.1 0.02 - 0. 002 3.1
ih 2 ! o2 0002 1978 1 20
Sh 0.02 0.02 - 0. 002 ) ,
Sc 0.5 - - - ( , 1978)
Se - - - 0.01 2
$i0, 0.1% 0.1% - 0.01 mg/1, ’ ! [em’,
Sm 0.1 0.02 - 0. 002 39 ) 600
Sn 2 1 - - km’, (Xie et al., 1997)
Sr 2 1 1 0.001 mg/L 1993 “
Ta 0.05 0.05 - 0. 002 )
Th 0.02 0.02 - 0. 002 IGCP- 360
Te 0.02 - - 0. 005 ,
Th 0.1 1 - 0. 002
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2
Table 2 Comparison of methods used in China and Europe geochemical mapping
( )
( )
1 /1 4km?
2 2
km < 100 km 1 /% 10 k2
ES, ICP-MS, ICP-AES, 4 . ICPMS ES, ICP-MS, ICP-AES, XRF, HG-
XRF, HG-AFS, AAS, ICP-AES, XRF, AAS AFS, AAS. GFAAS, POL, VOL,
GFAAS, POL, VOL, ISE, ISE, COL,.LF
COL,LF
ES— s ICP-M S— ; ICP-AES— ; XRF—X sHG-AFS—
— sAAS— s GFAAS— ; POL— ;VOL— s ISE—
; COL— s LF—
3
Table 3 Summary of analytical methods and detection
limits used in China and Europe geochemical ma pping
Cs 0.003 4 ICP-MS XRF
0.70 ICP-MS
0.02 ES
Ag - - Cu 1.5 1 ICP-AES XRF
0. 005 GF-AAS L2 XRF
0.001(x 102) ICP-AES :
ALOs 1(x 10?) XRF 0.03 1ICP-MS ]
0.0049(x 102) XRF Dy 0. 04 0.02 LCP-AES ICP-M S
As 0. 069 1 HG-AFS XRF ’
0.033 ICP-MS
Au 0. 02(ng/ g) - GFAAS - Er 0.06 0.02 . ICP-M S
B 10 B ES B . ICP-AES
0. 007 ICP-MS
0.57 ICP-MS Eu 0.02 ICP-M S
0.03 IC-AES
Ba 1.5 3 ICP-AES XRF
20 F 52 - ISE -
XRF 0.003(x 102) ICP-AES
F8203 0~Ol(x 1&2) XRF
0. 009 1ICP-MS 0. 0006( x 102) XRF
Be 0.02 ICP-MS
0. 044 ICP-AES 0.06 1ICP-MS
Ga 1 XRF
0.9 XRF
) 0.010 ICP-MS 0.03 1ICP-MS
Bi - - Gd 0.02 ICP-M S
0. 042 HG-AFS 0. 06 IC-AES
Ge 0.02 - HG-AFS -
Br 0.3 - XRF - § i
¢ | o.080x 109 ~ vor arbon Analveer Hf 0.030 0.05 1CP-MS ICP-M S
’ A‘ e Hg 0. 0005 0. 0001 CV-AFS Mercury analy ser
a0 0.005(x 10?) 0.05(x 10) ICP-AES XRF 0. 008 1CPMS
P . X = . h
b, 00054(x 102) XRF R Ho 0,06 0.02 ICP-M S
0.02 ICPW -MS ’ ICPAES
Cd 0.05 0.02 ICP-MS 1 0.15 - COL -
. GF-AAS In 0. 002 _ ICP-MS _
0.27 ICP-MS
Ce 024 0.02 ICP-MS Ir 0.02ng/ g - FA-CPM S -
) ICP=AES 0. 076(x 102) ICP-AES
Cl 5.8 - XRF - K,0 - ) -
0 01 CPUS .00045( x 102) XRF
’ ) 0.25 ICP-MS
Co 0.55 2 ICP-AES XRF
La 0.10 - ICP-AES -
0.7 XRF . XRF
4.0 ICP-MS ’
0.10 ICP-MS
Cr 3.6 3 ICP-AES XRF Li 0.05 . ICPM S
124 . 1.1 ICP-AES
o nr
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3
0.007 ICP-MS 0. 006 ICP-MS
Lu 0.02 ICP-MS Th 1 XRF
0.02 ICP-AES 0.5 XRF
. 00056( x 102 0. 005 ICPAE
0. 003(x 102) ICP-AES 0 ( ) C S CRE
MgO 5 [0-1(% 107) XRF D. 00067(x 102)| (x 102) XRF
0.0028(% 107) XRF
Tl 0. 004 0.02 ICP-MS ICP-M S
0.000023( x 102)|  0.01 ICP-AES 0. 006 ICPMS
Mn XRF Tm : 0. 02 . ICP-M S
0.00066( x 102) | (* 102) XRF 0.03 ICP-AES
0.014 ICP-MS 0.013 ICP-MS
U 1 XRF
Mo 0.073 0.05 ES ICP-MS 0.05 LF
0.2 POL 5.9 ICP-MS
N 10 - VOL - \ 1.1 2 ICP-AES XRF
0.045(x 107 ICP-AES 0.8 XRF
Na,O ( : 0.2(x 102) XRF R
0.0033(x 102) XRF W 0.015 0.05 ICP-MS 1CPM S
0.024 ICP-MS 0.3 ’ POL ’
Nb 1.92 1 ICP-AES XRF 0.23 ICP-MS
1.3 XRF Y 0.6 0.02 XRF ICP-M S
AT
0. 089 ICPMS 0.06 ICP-AES
Nd 0.02 ICP-MS 0.033 ICP-MS
0.09 ICP-AES Yb 0.02 ICP-M S
0.03 ICP-AES
0.49 ICP-MS 2.2 ICP-MS
Ni 0.76 1 ICP-AES XRF Zn 1.4 1 ICP-AES XRF
1.1 XRF 1.8 XRF
0Os 0.02ng/ g - FA-ICP-MS - Zr 0.9 1 XRF XRF
2 — ~ -
P0s 0.0013(x 10 2) 0.017 ICP-AES XRF . pg/g; CV-AFS—
0.00089(x 102) | (x 102) XRF _ . FA-CPMS— _ _
0.91 ICP-MS ( 2)
Pb 0.37 1 ES XRF
3.1 XRF
Pd 0.2ng/g - FA-ICP-MS -
0.016 ICP-MS -
Pr 0.02 ICP-MS - 2001
0.08 ICP-AES ,19(3):200 206.
Pt 0.2ng/ g - FA-CP-MS - R R R .2002.
RD 0-16 | 1CP-MS XRF ,38:148 151
L1 XRF 1978. ., (3):28
Rh 0. 02ng/ g - FA-HCP-MS - 36.
Ru 0.0lng/ g - FA-CP-MS - . . . 2003, 76
S 2.2 - XRF - ()
0. 026 ICP-MS
Sh 0,008 0.02 ICP-MS ,22(1):1 11
' HG-AFS : 2002,
S 1.3 ~ ICP-MS ~ 21(12)
2.9 XRF
.2003.1999 2001 . ,
Se 0. 0057 - HG-AFS -
27(1): 1 6.
Si07 [ 0. 0038(x 102) (0. 1(x 102) XRF XRF 2004
0.029 CP-MS LA, VM, T A, L. .
Sm 0.02 ICP-MS - Pt
0.05 ICP-AES
Au . —
Sn 0.6 1 ES XRF
2.2 ICP-MS 160 168( )-
Sr 0.13 1 ICP-AES XRF Darnley A G, Bjoklund A, Bolviken B, Gustavsson N, Koval P V,
Lo XRF Plant J A, Steenfelt A, T auchid M, Xie Xuejing. 1995. A global
Ta 0. 003 0.05 ICP-MS ICPMS geochemical database for environmental and resource manage—
0.015 ICP-MS ment. Earth Science 19, UNESCO Publishing. Ottawa: Jacque-
Th 0.02 ICP-MS . .
0.04 ICP-AES line Elsmore and Susan Davis, 122.
Te 0. 005 - ICP-MS - Plant J A, Klaver G, Locutura J, Salminen R, Vrana K, Fordyce F.
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Progress on International Geochemical Mapping
WANG Xueqiul'z), XU Shanfa]’2>, CHENG Zhizhongl"z), LIU Hongyan2'3), SHI Shujuanz)
1) Institute of Geophysical and Geochemical Exploration, Langfang, H ebei, 065000
2) Key Laboratory for Applied Geochemistry, CAGS, Langf ang, H ebei, 0650005 3) [Jilin University, Changchun, 130026
Abstract

Both China and Europe have played the most important role in the InterNational and Global Geochemical
Mapping. The Europe Geochemical Baseline Mapping Program was approved in 1996 by the Forum of Euro-
pean Geological Surveys” Directors (FOREGS). The FOREGS atlas was published via internet in 2005. China
has not only carried out different scale geochemical mapping programs in China territory but also conducted in—
ternational cooperation on global and regional scale geochemical mapping projects with developing countries.
Different approaches are adopted for both global and regional geochemical mapping by China and Europe. The
main differences are in that China sampled uni-medium and Europe sam pled multi-media, China used large—scale
instruments as a backbone with multi-methods analytical system and Europe only used large—scale instruments
analytical system. Multi-media sampling used in Europe has obtained more information of elemental distribution
in more natural materials, but it provided less element information because some key elements are not deter—
mined such as precious metals: Ag, Au, Ir, Os, Pd, Pt, Rh, Ru, halogen elements: F, Cl, Br, I, dispersion ele—
ments: Ge, In, Se, T e, bio—available elements: N, S, B, and other elements: La, Bi, Sc. This difference may cause

problems with compiling the whole global geochemical atlas.

Key words: international; China; Europe; geochemical mapping; global scale; regional scale
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