29 1 Vol.29 No.1
2012 3 World Nuclear Geoscience Mar. 2012

DOI: 10.3969/j.issn.1672-0636.2012.01.008

1 1 1 2
9 b 9
(1. , . 100029;
2. C ), 100083 )
L1 ,
[ ] ; ;
[ 1 P622%3 [ 1A [ 1 1672-0636(2012)01-0047-05

Application of subinterval area median contrast filtering method
in the recognizing of geochemical anomalies

ZHAO Ning-bo', FU Jin', ZHANG Chuan', LIU Huan’
(1. National Key Laboratory of Remote Sensing Information and Image Analysis Technology ,
Beijing Research Institute of Uranium Geology, Beijing 100029, China;
2. China University of Geoscience (Beijing), Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Traditional geochemical processing method sometimes maybe loses some weak anomalies
related to mineralization, the authors can avoid the influence of geology background and can solve the
problem of recognizing weak anomalies in the low-background and high-background area with the
subinterval area median contrast filtering method. In an area of Jiangxi Province, several new
anomalies are identified by this method and uranium mineralized prospects are found among them.
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Fig. 4 Geochemical anomaly of uranium in the study area

o

FHE

1.18
1.15
1.12
II.OQ
1.06

1.03
1.00

(e v [ ]2 [o=8]3

; b— ; 1— ; 2— ; 3— o
5

Fig..5 . Geochemical anomaly of molybdenuim in the study area
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