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Abstract

In the forest and swamp landscape area of the Greater Khingan Mountains, the difference in
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geochemical characteristic parameter, element combination and geochemical anomaly deline-
ation of each element in the samples of -10 mesh and -10~+60 mesh in 1:50,000 soil geochem-
ical survey was studied by using the control analysis method of grain size of groups A and B of
different samples. The results showed that the geochemical parameters of most elements in
groups A and B were not significantly different, except that Cd, Cr and Ni were slightly affected
by grain size; the element grouping was less affected by the grain size, and the indicated mean-
ing of each element combination was basically the same; the abnormal delineation of Ag, Mo, Ni
and Pb was significantly affected by the different grain sizes of the samples in group A and B,
which may be caused by the fact that the samples in group A contained a lot of fine clay rich in
organic matter.
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1. BIS

KM WX & T ARMIAFER X, R EIEMEHEEE SRR, il TAERMETT R, E st
FERRARIEPE SO X U] T AL R TAE MO K EWE I, W IR D7V RS [ 1]-[9], Jo 3R MRAF I R2 [ 10] [11]
[12], AHUBSIR R B ER[10] [13]5 . LA, #/20 P55 2 538 T O TE RS IR BRARVA 5
WDXCR AR (17K R TR 2 A6 BT 2 a5 R 7 B, DA G AE e B3R/ I I 2 B S A AL PR T4 12] [14].
SIGE N K RUTRMIE-10~+60 H I 7] LLAT X8 S MU T8[9, H 2 AN EPRLZL i) 3 ke i B 5 52
AR RE M B A S AT L 7 . (HbIRAE S BRI DZ/T0011-2015) 3K ([15], HARFIHLIX
REERIHR— M A-10 H~+80 H, HAMRFERIH KA SF T . A EERWHARX A 1:5 77+
B B AN R R AFEAN BN 0 R IR B R IE S 4. J0 3R 7 24 e 2 S 0 BB e 520

2. MRXBA

WHEXAL T A St FE XRAGH, s B8 T R e AL B rg e, A7 BUX RISk & T8 DUR T 5
1A FR A SE o B 70X e BRI 37T 9 km, B S H A DDA 2R OIS ik 75 - F7F BT ER VAT Bk i LA &% 301
AR E R PR FEVERT R R TR XA AT, ME AN Lk, ZdE
BOREF]

BT X8 ARV - R FOUIX, I X, SR A ATEAL S . RS, ik — N 400~800 m,
RN 820 m, FARHFR A 419 m, AHXTEIZE 200~400 m. B 70X Mo Ab v 26 B S TR A, 8 R P 2
HAMEX, AFFFEAEBK, BRRMEY, BRIEER, PS5 17.9C~19.8C, K< 37.5C, &
RAIR-35C, ToRE H°F35 95 K. G50k —Meeh 10 A 2B 4 AR, KB 6 M H, s s AE9 A,
FE I A TA) S LU BRI I, 36 B A M T A A

X AHLZRIS tH 3 ANMEE AL, B2 R EZAH T A - T ISR e SIS R A (Pt
€ X)), Huuhi - FERG KM P adPsLe d), PER KD SGHEELAHJm). TEXNERKER
g, AVEFRE R RD R AR KA K S (I AR R E KA R (K-
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3. HMRES SR

B R TAE 5 B4 MR b 23 2 V[ 151K, SR T8 GPS 5& £, SRAF 3320 8.0 4N sk
KEEEAN B T C b, AR RIS G BURE . JORAERE T 882 14, KikEdh N AL B Hi4l, Horp
A HFEHEE-10 HFERR, B 4LFEHid—10~+60 HFEH .

TRF it E Rt R A R R VR AR BRI AR A TR A O A B, SR Aul Ag. As. Biy Cd. Co.
Cr. Cu. Hg. Mn. Mo. Ni. Pb. Sb. Sn. Ti. V. W. Zn. Fe,0;% 20 fiyc . Hrh X B9 bik
EXRF)MSE Cry Pby V. Tiv Cu. Fe,Osv Mn. Zn %5 0%, HUBHE A% 5 F0 R SHEIE%ICP-OES) Ml
5E Co~ Ni, HLEHRA S B TR FIEZEICP-MS)JE Cd. Mo. W. Au. Bi %, REGIEEES)NE Ag.
Sn, JRTUIEIL(AFS)MIE As. Hg. Sb. Fit &R 1 fizr.

Table 1. The detection limit of each element in soil

1 DREPETREEHR

ot R xR
TR TER
S ER A SEW R A
Ag 0.02 0.02 ng/g Mo 0.044 0.3 ng/g
As 0.65 1 ng/g Ni 0.98 2 ng/g
Au 0.1 0.3 ng/g Pb 1.86 2 ng/g
Ba 8.5 10 ng/g Sb 0.05 0.05 ng/g
Bi 0.01 0.05 ng/g Sn 0.5 1 ng/g
Cd 0.007 0.03 ng/g Ti 9.75 10 ug/g
Co 0.71 1 ng/g \% 23 5 ng/g
Cr 1.61 5 neg/g W 0.027 0.4 ng/g
Cu 0.89 1 neg/g Zn 1.78 4 ugl/g
Hg 0.0005 0.0005 ng/g TFe,05 0.048 0.05 %
Mn 5.48 10 ng/g

4. WIRILFBSYRILE

SRR AL B LR R S TR T A, ARdEZE. . BOKE. BUMESERL S
AT 20 £ 3 Fion, AW Cr. Tiv V FSMERT B 49 Cry Tiv V HIFME, A 4$ Cd
(PP EME /N T B 4 Cd HPPME, HA T RAE A 4R B 4L I AR Y, A 4 Cd. Cr. Ni
briEZ KT B 41 Cdy Cry Ni bz, HABTHRLE A HH B A bR ZREAM 4. A A Cd
AN (13840 2508 B 4 Cd AT N (381 R B0k, HAb e RIEAM Y,

Table 2. Geochemical parameter characteristics of soil samples in group A

2. A HERERMIRICFE S BT
LR LR FHME % e R RK N e} w/ME IR Al

Au 882 0.68 0.70 0.27 0.40 32 0.3 165.89
Ag 882 0.11 0.08 0.11 0.95 1.69 0.039 2.28
As 882 7.71 7.43 3.25 0.42 345 0.52 4.06
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Continued
Bi 882 0.46 0.39 0.31 0.66 4.88 0.13 0.00
Cd 882 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.96 1 0.03 1.29
Co 882 11.76 11.70 3.89 0.33 40.6 1.59 0.37
Cr 882 60.52 56.35 39.21 0.65 654 19.6 0.96
Cu 882 17.66 17.50 4.37 0.25 37.6 5.92 0.46
Hg 882 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.28 0.068 0.008 0.33
Mn 882 1161.39 1079.50 551.93 0.48 4718 180 1.49
Mo 882 1.58 1.17 1.50 0.95 21.8 0.16 0.79
Ni 882 22.11 19.70 21.73 0.98 355 3 0.39
Pb 882 33.63 28.60 20.02 0.60 299 17.5 2.24
Sb 882 0.56 0.57 0.14 0.24 1.58 0.21 3.76
Sn 882 2.98 2.95 0.55 0.19 5.01 1.45 0.73
Ti 882 4731.00 4820.50 765.23 0.16 6781 2090 0.72
\% 882 86.58 88.30 17.05 0.20 129 31.9 0.87
w 882 1.95 1.84 1.09 0.56 18.4 0.15 0.81
Zn 882 93.63 86.60 47.38 0.51 694 24.4 1.09
Fe 05 882 4.96 4.97 1.00 0.20 8.02 1.62 0.00
FE: Fe05 MIHAIN%, Auy 107, HihinEgHh 1075
Table 3. Geochemical parameter characteristics of soil samples in group B
7= 3. B A HIRIE MU ER L F S HAHFHE
TR R FHME LD B ZE AR IEPNE] H/ME WA
Au 882 0.77 0.7 0.31 0.41 34 0.3 186.99
Ag 882 0.1 0.07 0.08 0.84 0.79 0.038 2.01
As 882 7.63 7.28 3.08 0.4 33.8 0.4 4.02
Bi 882 0.44 0.38 0.26 0.59 2.92 0.15 0
Cd 882 0.11 0.11 0.04 0.35 0.5 0.03 2.03
Co 882 11.78 11.6 3.53 0.3 31.4 3.17 0.37
Cr 882 46.46 42.7 33.35 0.72 513 10 0.74
Cu 882 18.47 18.3 3.92 0.21 31.8 4.05 0.49
Hg 882 0.03 0.025 0.01 0.26 0.067 0.01 0.32
Mn 882 1187.19 1101 550.47 0.46 5128 194 1.52
Mo 882 1.45 1.16 1.16 0.8 14.1 0.15 0.72
Ni 882 20.78 19.3 12.72 0.61 225 3 0.36
Pb 882 32.96 29.9 17.29 0.52 256 4.78 2.2
Sb 882 0.47 0.46 0.12 0.25 1.26 0.11 3.14
Sn 882 2.66 2.66 0.53 0.2 4.51 1.45 0.65
Ti 882 3983.86 4032 804.35 0.2 6196 1232 0.6
\% 882 73.39 74.15 17.97 0.24 134 18.8 0.74
w 882 1.94 1.79 1.03 0.53 18.6 0.15 0.81
Zn 882 87.08 81.2 34.93 0.4 566 28.1 1.01
Fe,05 882 4.42 4.42 1.01 0.23 7.85 1.5 0
s FerOs HIHAIA%, Au 107, HAheR 10,
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5. TREAXEL

B AL B AR T R BURR T, i 1. B2 B, A ARER AT MU RS,
—ANTLERHAEN V. Fe,051 Tiv Cus Co; BN EMAE N Cr. Nis HEATCRHAEHN Asy Sbs BN
MNICRHAEAHN Ag. Cd. Zn. Pb. B AHAFEMAI/ AW TTERA S, B NI HRMAEN V. Fe,05. Tiv Cus
Co. As. Sb. Cr. Ni; HF-/NmHRMAEN Ag. Pb. Cd. Zn.

MPBARER R A RE, FFELL 0.6 NERIME, A AR CRAEGEML, HAFEZ, HHX
PEEUF G ERAE B A e R A6 MR R AR A G, RORAE S H I 33— 4.
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Figure 1. Pedigree diagram of R-type cluster analysis in group A
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Figure 2. Pedigree diagram of R-type cluster analysis in group B
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Figure 3. Single element anomaly diagram of metallogenic elements and mineralization indicator element in group A
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Figure 4. Single element anomaly diagram of metallogenic elements and mineralization indicator element in group B
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6. REXEL

EEL AL B HHFEMSF Aus Ag. Cd. Sb. Cu. Pb. Zn. W. Sn. Mo. Co. Ni %5 12 Fl JC & K
A RN TC R BRI R e BT AT, Wil 3. B 4 BoR, R U RIS IR, R,
PAK S B IR AR D AR E AL B IRAFE M PR BORZ 0. RA Ags Mo. Niv Pb PUFHTLERAE A A
Bl SE I — e TR /N SR TE B AARE S R P E ok . X RESR T Ag F Mo ETUERTEE S ANUR M %
P 2T BB G EE AR HUR AR R 2308 8R4 [16].

7. &Eig

1) MITHRMERALFRFAEA R BURRD T ERORE, B Cdy Cr. Ni SS0aMS2RgU0m, AL B 7
SRR il R TC R R S S RO R 2200

2) XA FEIX A EZE R TC R SR R e R R = BT BLE . Ag. Mo. Niv Pb PURITER
frAw B A B PRARE AR RSBV E . A A% Ag. Mo, Niv Pb WU TR )57 1 Bl 2 2
Z, WRERH TR HRZ B S AR £, 20 Ag. Mo 0 R I FH 45 R .

EHEWmHE

o E T A R T H ROV RN 2SS TR BRI SR 1.5 77 XK 7= ) (a5 -
DD2016007807)F1 { A3z 11 XA ETH ) (475 : DD20191014),
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