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Abstract

This study proposes a deep learning framework based on residual graph neural network for pre-
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diction of mineralized prospective areas using geochemical element data. This paper takes the
Pangxidong research area in Guangdong Province as the case study object. In response to issues
such as scarce geological data, imbalanced data, and difficulty in constructing deep learning mod-
els, this paper has taken the following key steps: first, this paper has “de closed” the geochemical
element data to adapt to subsequent analysis; Secondly, to address the issue of insufficient samples
in mining areas, this paper introduced Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN) for data augmenta-
tion and proved their effectiveness; This paper proposes an adaptive threshold Pearson correlation
coefficient method to construct geochemical element data into graph data; Finally, this paper pro-
poses a residual graph based neural network model for feature extraction and classification of data.
Compared with traditional machine learning methods and other graph neural network methods, our
method shows significant advantages in prediction of mineralized prospective areas.
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1. 518

B ANt il SRHE I CEOR R, 6T PRI TR MmN S A, AW, 4T
WP BRI AR CERAE T ERR, A8 b AR AR R 2 . B TR0
R, NTRGEHARM 2N T HERR LI, GG TSRl i 5 O i AR e AN T
BRETT VI Be AR O I B X [1]-[3].  EI TS SR A 1 A A, HUTR B I AR R R B 5, LA A T
RIS 2 LR S A 2 B Ak SRR HE B3R (] (0 S AR R R R, LU BT vk & Ve s i 4] & T
HLERF 3T (1) 4 AR AN [E] R R GRS AR S b i . Bk AN R A (R HE, 1 32 ) IR ST T AR A
MR 3 AT Y ER AL AT REPE Y X I[5] [6]. Carranza Z53RZR T BENLARARAE B TR AT0R 1) o7 FH 250
BT UEBEAGE . IEE EASFE R H @R, BV AR T HRF A Mz vERE, IR
T HE 45 Baguio X &R TN 7]; Ghezelbash 25 A\ i A igt4% By 4k K-means Al SVM B3 T (7
WIPE LT Varzaghan Hu[X BEAE BUENATPR[8]: HE /R MRS N A& T 30 71 AL 45 S BOpL a8 2% 21 6F 22 (0 1L 4
B HOFRA T8 F73EAT = 4 BTN, MREEANIRAIE4E 1 AUC {73 % REIE 0.998 A1 0.999, HHT 7% itk
R FEA AL A58 AR [9). TREESA SIS, Wi AU 42 0 4% (CNIN) RIIE R 4 22 I 28 (RNIN) - BEf%
I 2 E IR RIESR IR 3], 6 S A I S ¢ R AT AR, RE— DM 1A F0 X 0 4 v A P [10]
Li 82 T —FiE BB E M FIE M 7%, HRAEB % 2 ik b T 2 X A FRECE 1) O IR
A SR IR T URSICEE . S TR A HERR T [1L]s Xu S R PR [ U e 2 ) % 2 1 H R A K
Mr A IO P2l e, A 2 A A 22 IR AT ISR, BRI 0 IX St b o . b ER P 3E FO R A4 25
Hm, WoR T AR E SR BRI B A ER LR IE 2 R B e R, PR T TN SR [12]. $K B
ANEEIR I —Fh 2 REERHEAC THESE, [ 028 2 RS 43 N 2 A6 iUt BB A3 B 8 T2 2 R
FE 43 5 2% o () B R F- T [1.3]

S H AT AR 53 0 R eIz 51X 7 T U T AR R B ey, AFLR ROz s X RO AT T I LA T P
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1) XHEAANL. BT O KRR, GG, 75 FBURE S IR MZ LR IR, &
S AN BT SV

2) URPZA 2] 28 S RUN  DR M o TR P2 2 20 I 2 RS RS AT Bl 328 5% X T 22 A8 T CNIN, 8%
FUREAL TR RN 73415 B A% M AR B o 2RI, TR ARG, (R BT A RAR A ER b 24 i /2
(8] (AL EAEE R AU, D 7 A FEAS LI X 350 AN 70 A1 R RE i O 3t B AL 27 B AR (AR IR L LA 4L
A&), AAZBUNEF PO AR T2 SR AE A it o A S U FR AR A K A TR S AN e e o ANAf S TR 51N
PR, BRAR TR SR UERA I . IR0 10X 2% 1) HE B TR B8 2 S I R T — R S, IRl Y
2% BE AT ROt AL B AR AN 70 A7 B R S ER AL A R £, RN RERs 8 70 R RE i S TRl A B, S 1
BRI AL T SN E VE -

AHE TR A< P PO 7C X R A 2 e s B A F Oy SE iR a4, 3Rt — Rk ok 22 R M 2%
MO 28R o AR S 32 ZE TRk G T -

1) ASCHE H— b T5 22 PRI 20 R 246 1) R 3 S5t X TR AR, Ox PRI Sl A Bt AT B R IR SR B . B
ATTVAT™ 2R B P AT 72 DX 1A 7K 2R 0 10 0 S 6 B B AT U0, SIZI6 45 SRR WA SURE R/ HETH 52 A0t
F1 8O ARG it o 2R WA SORA AL A5 b g 4508k ) 2 8 7

2) ASCEERT DS REA D (R T, A5 A RN B I 5 SRon SEIR B EAT Y 78, AR A B IA
PP, RGBS, AR B L A RE

3) FEIRFZS IR R b, MR 27 0 3K AR e 24 P 500 A i 10 T i R R . O 1 v
R, ASCRA R I5E, BATR K RUTED B T0 3R B A A R AR B Bt X
L T G S i P PO 5000 4 L P ke SR P AT 5 P8 SCRE S v My PRt B AL 27 e R Z AN R0k . X — Tk
BEARBRAL TR ERIER, AR & 1R 5t X P i .

2. SEEBURALTE

AHIF TSI HE RVE T o E AR R X T ARG VR TE X, B 1 BN 2R B P R AT 7T X A b R
EIMEOL, Hrhili R R SR IR i A IREERE iz 781X 1:50,000 7K R UTAY) Bk I H BR AL,
HIUER, KRVIBYIRAEH AN 1694 km?, /K RUTEYIFE I 7236 14, “FHERFEE AN 4.27 ANMkm?,
MK RUTARPDIERES 228 Au. B. Sn. Cu. Ag. Ba. Mn. Pb. Zn. As. Sb. Bi. Hg. Mo. W. F
L 16 Pt R .

2.1, IR FRIRIHALIE

b BR AL 2O S SR RO B, RSN TR S BRI — (B [14]. SR, o B 2 AR
BRI, FESICR Z A B 2RI D5 R R [15], 15— LeGe Tt Iy iR AE R U ER AL A Bl 384T 70
Pt 2> g BE ) <@ M” A, SEGEA R BMARCHE . £ExE LB R, Aitchison JE T o a1
FOAB AN 52 5 A7 24 SRS 1) DA B LB 9 5% 50088 5 iR A T 285 20 A1 ()47 s B2 Y T 0o 6 4 BL A8 465 (centered log
ratio transformations, clr) [16], %5 4L AR BB UAFIEANE R B, L AR R R DOz = HEE 2R
X #

MRAE 1) 2 v OS2 R A6 Hs 72 25 (BDR B EAEERCKIN 2 57, BUE B E L, B2 H0csfr
EREEERE . BT REGEIE 2 MENMRENZRER, RibHEMZRELRLRR. B, &
I clr A4 I 50E , & oo RS A0 AT R 22 S 3B /), B A R 0 A SE NS 50, oF R B ith 2 i
BN S B BRLIGS Z2 U 1 25 0T
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Figure 1. Simple geological map of the Pangxidong study area, Guangdong. (1: Quaternary; 2: Early Yanshanian granite;
3: Late Yanshanian granite; 4: Upper Proterozoic Migmatite; 5: Lower Member of Middle-Upper Proterozoic Fengdong-
kou Formation; 6: Upper Member of Middle-Upper Proterozoic Fengdongkou Formation; 7: Middle-Upper Proterozoic
Lankeng Formation; 8: Devonian Yangxi Formation; 9: Devonian Laohutou Formation; 10: Devonian-Carboniferous
Maozifeng Formation; 11: Devonian Xindu Formation; 12: Silurian Liantan Formation; 13: Faults; 14: Deposit)

L I"REREMRXIEE (1. $£042; 2: mURHENS; 3: RLUBHTERE; 4. MBERIPESS; 5:
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6000 - —_—
[C125%~75% s B 25%-75%
T Range within 1.5IQ T Range within 1.5IQR
5000 — Median Line o Median
o Mean 61
¢ Outliers
4000 7
2
& 3000 - <
g £ 0
~ ~
2000 - 24
-4 -
1000
; % % N
b4
0d— 5 - A U S T s
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
Au B Sn Cu Ag Ba Mn Pb Zn As Sb Bi Hg Mo W F Au B Sn Cu Ag Ba Mn Pb Zn As Sb Bi Hg Mo W F
(a) RIA %R (b) clrZE#He

Figure 2. Distribution of data before and after transformation (a) Box plot of raw data, (b) Violin plot of clr-transformed data

E 2. BETHRATERNSHIER(Q) REREEE, (b) cr TREENMEZE

2.2. BIEHAS AT
A7 ER) A R M5 % ) o R BRSNS BUE S IR FT DR, S S AS 1 K
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Wb BFEAR R AR AN 805 o Bz 5% DX Pl SO0 A il 2 i 388 2 IR (AP i 4, BIAE S
KIFEARBEL SN RIFEARH 252 . IR SO 2800 D BB AT 7 .

A= BB 2% (Generative Adversarial Networks, GAN)/& — i & 22 SR8 [17], i 3 fizn, GAN
FH PN 2E X 2 JE R 2 R A2 1% (Generator) A1) 1) 25 (Discriminator) . 2E il a5 5 76 M FE AL 75 o A il iE
FLIECRAEAS, 170 77 252 A N 2 AR RS AR BRI RE AR I S B SR A AT 28 . IR AN I 4% AH
FAHZE AHEXTL, I ARk, 8 A BRI T A SRR IR AR, RIS S 28 AR A5 B N A
A, A AR RS AR S B SR R AR AL BE AR = R AR

real data —> sample
= real
=99 8
® o
Discriminator 14
— 7 —> sample
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Figure 3. GAN network model diagram
3. GAN Ri4R %A1

2.3, HEk{F T RBIRAEAE

T rEEBEIRE XN G = (V, E), HiV, ESRIFRSHANKT mENLE, v,v, eV ZoRBE P
£ (viV; ) € E FORE 38 A1 R BR AL 0 R A HEAE Y L AR %%jLﬁﬂP%ﬁﬁEo
I PUE I GE T2 R BOR A AR B U R) < (M W AR R RE L A5 5, [RII AT E B (=1, 1) I Far ok R AL AL
BOTR)ARIMHRIEREL . MR R ARXN:

noise

cotu)
Hodr, Cov(v,v)) v 5v I %, o, 5o, RN 5 v BRI .

r>0 RUIAICRIEMR, r<0 MFRPMITR AR rEHES 180, WERRHASE R
LR AR SR P g

HIATIRE B A A SR = T BRME R BRI S T O I, SRATTBE LR BT O Z [ R R, M
MR T — BRI . fERXAD B, AR o =AY B — 5 si(node), T8 LEAH %
PEES i A TC RN WA 9 [ b i — 2% 32 (edge) . FRATFIN T — NS HL o SR R TP EIEE 2. X
AN S HINE TR AR AL A B I I B B E, DA IR TS R TR RERS DR — 7 BIEHE, M w73
FAL S HIHETA S -

3. /&%
3.1 BREBEHEMLE

AL B A 28 X 28 Sk s BR 0 2 70 2 B AT RRAE S B S 40 2, BT 1A FH 16 AR A 22 X 2% (Graph
Convolutional Network, GCN) 1 &% 2 /1 k4% (Graph Attention Networks, GAT){E AL £k 74[18] [19], I
A B 53 B 28 X 28 AE B2 R UM PR IRy 2 HE BT A5 B I~ B0 s BRI 2 8 1] — N AH R A4

r (1)

uv)_
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T2 BRI R BRI RS, B DA — S 2 N 2% 2 H OB 3 2, RZE BB EN AR
A fESEHE I PE RS2 BIPRE . Wil 4 Fron A SCAE B AR 28 HOIn N Bk 22 R 2% (1 JE AR [20], 72442
TR R RE PN EBCE ) B R AR, B, W RN RS B 2 e R
e — EORE PR S SRR R e 1, G U655 i

LTIPN

|
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\ 4
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Figure 4. ResGCN network model diagram
[ 4. ResGCN 4B H&ERI[E

1> 00, FRZERMEMZ T SR A R~ (2):
H _ E (H(I),W(l))+ H®O 2)
HUY R E B, F(H('),W(')) Fxt HO [y B R AE
3.2. ZRiti

SRR T R R, & T A BN 5 0 B . A A Rt SRR R
N RAER RN, [EEANENRFERR Z, . f)Eilid softmax i i 5rS 2117 K45 R -

Z, =READOUT[H/  H},- H/ ] ,vieg ®3)
Hij2on 28, EEmWRi#ETE g G ={Gl,Gz,---,Gg} , AR g #)E T HEE G.
3.3. BFRERH
FAME 728 SRS 9 R B E D9 ARG iR E AR R K TN A 38 A58 ST 53 2K R B T R
Y =softmax (W - Z, +b) (4)
Ltass = =2 g6 Do Yoe INVie (5)

FLrf WO b 43 51 BT AR 22, B PRI 2 20 A AR R softmax S B KU B TIMER Y .

C RonKHMbr2 AR, ¥, Ronl g ERRMIARERA, Y, FoR K g TIIRAREERA, R il i)
AE SN A5% B BN ZHCAT A, 19 BB 70 A5 R
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4. SKh
41 SIHGE

SEIGF- 68 Tesla V100 32GB GPU, I & 2 S HE 42y Pytorch . GCN #5idk, Learning Rate 1% & 4 0.001,
dropout % &} 0.5, i/ Adam 1EASEAMAE, BURRECNAS SUBRH R RE . A 3738 RIE 7T &
THR >V RE

4.2. VN ERR

N T BUEFRATTIE R AT YE, BRATAHERG B . U . R AT FL 00 AT A . A
R

Accuracy = TP+TN (6)
TP+FP+TN +FN
L TP
Sensitivity = 7
y TP+FN )
Specificity = 8
P y TN + FP ®
F1—score=2XPXR,P= s R= ™ 9
P+R TP+FP'  TP+FN

Horr, TN RIRIE#HID R AR, FP RIRBHR DRI FEA, FN RRPEER R E T FEA,
TP R IER 7 KA FEA
4.3. ZTXIHE
AN T BUFHOPPAE FRATAARY, AR 3738 IR . FRATH 4388 7 v 10 N5y, NS
EMHERE AR B WIUEE R, FRATERI A — M ENIRUESE, Tk LA 9 /Bl ghgk.
AR R AT 10 Ik, BROREEN S A0 S B R ICUESE o IXFE, TATAT LAZE S B AR M EeuE 24
G, AT PEAGIRA A R PERE . &2s, FRATH THIRUERI 45 LT 1, IR B A RIPERETE AR,
XA B T8N BEH LA VPG 25 R s . SEIR S5 IRk 1 Fos.
Table 1. Cross-validation results
1. XXNIWIEHER
AR S V1 = T 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 P
HERRE 9478 949 9501 9438 96.02 9472 96.15 9572 9543 96.29 95.34
WUXE  87.93 89.71 8851 87.25 90.72 8896 89.71 89.85 90.73 89.93 89.33

ResGEN RS 9991 9995 9992 99.93 99.91 99.86 99.93 99.82 99.88 99.89 99.9
F14r#r 9352 9445 9384 9485 9381 9545 9473 93.88 95.18 9459 94.43
WM 95.01 9596 9578 96.58 95.85 96.61 96.15 9556 9593 95.77 95.92
BUKREE  89.43 9054 88.87 90.87 91.06 88.79 89.86 9054 91.02 91.12 90.21
ResGAT

HRREEE 99.85  99.89 9993 99.86 99.91 99.93 99.92 99.91 99.87 99.93 99.9
F14-% 9432 94.83 9462 9543 9492 9533 9476 9552 9479 94.88  94.94

% 2 R ] ResGCN M1 ResGAT I/ A< e P il s X HEATH™ X 73 M+ 28 IRUESS IR, W LA
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PN BLLE SR (T X) 328 BRI AR H s, LT BA R R A 1R 3 R IR0 (0 1X)
PIEGL, T EA TR T IEE R X) 1) 7 28 2 — i, AHER IR ORI A AR, 3 X Fh s R 1 )5
DA T B A2 DR N E SR 6 B B Hh A A R AR 5/ 1 0 0o 000 10 50 J B 8 2P Ay, (R 20 3 B 1 ot X 1
ARIVRHEAS B BB 785 . 17 ResGAT HIZRIE 4F T#5% ResGCN, 1X /& T7E ResGCN H g/
AR ST S S 55 B RA, 1 ResGAT MBI 5] \JE&E IBE, (ERA1 A8 08 LIASF AL
HERAHAWFEIEE, XAV ResGAT AN M iT 1 sl B HE AR, AT 0 L il SR R 4544

4.4. FFEESRR

FEZ R SESR,  ELHAS A MR A 2 70 3R IEAT U I8 5 X T B, 38 A BERLAR AR . SVM,
Kmeans. KNN. AE %2 #B0E3ET /0985280, 43150 2K 454 GIN. DiffPool. GraphSAGE, T
b5 HCHE R RP R TE AN BR IR AT, FRATVE X S8 TV AE B S ER 4R BT S8, SR as A& 2 Fios.

Table 2. Experimental results of different models
2. NEHEBISLIREER

Jiik HER S Uk e F1 7041
SVM 73.2 69.72 75.33 69.63
REALARA 72.26 66.50 76.91 68.56
(IR Kmeans 77.03 76.10 77.81 76.79
KNN 76.32 75.59 77.04 75.88
AE 80.65 76.66 84.35 77.63
GIN 90.89 85.77 95.26 90.03
Bl i 28 X 45 7 v DiffPool 90.08 85.36 94.99 89.01
GraphSAGE 89.37 83.75 94.73 88.62
ResGCN 95.34 89.33 99.9 94.43
ARSI
ResGAT 95.92 90.21 99.9 94.94

JUE IR BEAEVE 2 USRI 1, (BAE i b 8o iR Rk, XSS ER T RE S T R ARt
JREGHRNZ Rt TR IE ., ARG R i IX B R k. AR 2 FIsEIRaf R AT LI, fE
AR E I 5 X FIAE 55, IR AL SRR PR BEADR AR, HoAt B e 48 R R AR AR 4
TNERIBORGF, BB TRATTIZH ) ResGCN H1 ResGAT, 1t HH £ T-5% 22 [l 4 4 0 4 T VA IR AE L™
TR XA — € L.

5. i
5.1. a 3t 53 R4 GERIR N

WATLKH TS o FENBRAE, XA BIEH T A 70 F0 B A G2 5 W3 . THE R R BRAE G
AKEE, BATERYS o TR WX RBNLIHERT a0 BAERNVNXFHA TCER Z MR
EAHCHE, TR I AR MR R O — 2R R e R, WA R RO 2 LA I 1235 (1A
KNE, WIFRATATE B QXS R . A o BUE RS R G AR e MR A A, b oo B 2 )
LR TRV N T AR RE () ST, 3 TR 3 R 1 B B G ] 5 BT, BAT R I T AEA R o BUE (e = {0.2,
0.3,0.4,0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8}) N4> KUk & (ACC).
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Figure 5. Accuracy for different values of o
5. ANE o BUERYERRE

o HY 0.6 HIEFE R B X F ResGCN Fll ResGAT #TUTE 43 24T 55 R I fe £ - X AT RE 2 RUATERX A a
HUE R, AR (R B S BRI 22 e R AR oM, AR B gl A 2 e E R, Kk, X4 o [

SEFE RIS B B PERIIN, 7 BD TR 5 2T
5.2. NEBIEEETS FEXS 7 A RERIRNE

o (o]
B >
g | TN:5652 | FP:1048 £ TN:6347 | FP:353
o 2 v 2
2 g~
— —
Q Q
s 2 =2
& 2| FN:SI7 | TP4983 | & 5| FN:1056 | TP:5444
o 8
A ~
Negative Positive Negative Positive
Predict Lable Predict Lable
a. Random Noise b. SMOTE
2 2
g TN:6364 | FP:336 | TN:6690 FP:10
& g
2 Z 2 Z
C G
— —
Q
g2 g 2
= =| FN:951 TP:5549 & =] FN:700 TP:5800
3 8
~ ~
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c. VAE d. GAN

Figure 6. Confusion matrix under various enhancement techniques

6. BB AR THIRIFER
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TERN T 5 X TS, BT X ARSI D T 0 FEA, XS5 T BB . 3
PEAT- P B SR AL R M R = A RS2, DR AR AR AT e 2 A0 ) T B AR 2 O RE A AT 232K,
XA XEEAR R 2 R 25 o IRURAE AT AR I 25 2 i B AT B i e A, 8 I RO B B o e A
HAEARIMMERE . SMOTE. VAE. GAN %5777, ARSCRH BIRIT R EdR a7 4038, SRS EAT 7028,
FHIRABUIE 6 FrsmriRERE, b TN R IEF DR FEAR, FP RRBEHR 2RI HEA, FN
FRMEAR D RIE T REA, TP KRk LM RHAT BEA

LEE T T AR BER S s INEE AR R, TS I REie. H, R EERM
RS IR, BARAEMS IR AN X IREAS, (E[FBS 3N TR R XA AR, ST MR R 1
B IEBI(FP). SMOTE J7 VATE I/ B A 75 THI ZR L HE €, (EURH G i (R0 S 81 (FIN) A g 2 3 30— ™ XA
ARSI S, VAE A GAN J7VELE & J7 TR I H (. SN TA MBS 1 B b FE G451 i)
i, WiEE 7R e, JUHR GAN ik, HAE/D FP AL EN FHERIH (G, X EWE ©n L
AP IX 0 XA X REA . DRI, IR EESEEG S5 KRG, GAN 2 B8 IE G A R B izs 5 X Tl 52 46
MR IGE JV, E RS BB R SR LR R R, DR S X TNAE S BRI T BE TR IR T

5.3. A FE R XEE

FEXS ] AR JE VUSRI T2 IX A B 27 0 3 Bl BEAT R AL SR UM 70 38 5, FRATA TIN5 0™ (1 B bl
FEERE 5 0 A KA HIE 51X, /N T4T 508 B IR TIINE 5 X . il 7 pios, SR sy SR
X, 2Lt =T RAE L, RO SCEONBE K A SR Bl 51X, MREOEL I ER B
SR PRI 5 X o JATAE) ™ A< D2 PRI TEIX I Pl 2 il Tzt ¢ X 19 4>, Horb Ay 10 > A SRARa™ Tt
TEX, 9 A B IR T 5 X, [ 5E IRl 5 X e i i LRI X . S5 SRR AR e M
2 [ PRIz S X AR, oF ) A R P I 7 DX Ry Ize 55 X (0 R A 6 AR R HER I, R TEIX R — 2
B IXEYE TARRME 1 EEARE, WONIRERD™ . B ORIz 55 X P S 13 i R AT g 7%

u\ 'Ys‘ U 4
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