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Abstract

Accurately distinguishing the source of water inrush is the primary task of water prevention and
control. In order to solve this problem, the hydrogeological data of a mine in Anhui are collected
and sorted out. Based on the results of water quality analysis and hydrogeochemistry, seven main
ions are selected as discriminant indexes. Based on SPSS software, 30 hydrochemical data of dif-
ferent aquifers are taken as training samples and 6 as prediction samples. Cluster analysis and
Bayesian stepwise discriminant analysis in multivariate statistical analysis method establish dis-
criminant models for water inrush source, and compare the two methods. The results show that
both cluster analysis and Bayesian stepwise discriminant analysis can accurately discriminate the
source of water inrush in this mine; Ward method is the most accurate method in cluster analysis;
Bayesian stepwise discriminant eliminates duplicate information, and the accuracy rate of discri-
minant results reaches 100%, which is the preferred method to discriminate the source of water
inrush in this mine. It can provide a new way to distinguish the source of mine water inrush.
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1. 518

FERER AP I RE TP RO 5 KR LSO i E B ki —, KPR — B &
B E R 220 K. Him, BEEERBRITREE, TR AL B30 AWnERAY K, B4 hiE
PO R SR SRR ) R H 28 825 . AR I BLROK,  ERE R s 275 K Sl HIE RAKK
P, AL 20 P SRR FH SO 2RI, o e 1 s S B AR AR 12 .

H AR AR ) T B TEA & GRS R R 0 Arik s B AL ARl Ak 5, DA R
KM 22 TRGE T 5 23 A i (B A ) o3 Wi S8 Al e ME R U5 12 (BP 22 I 4892 TR AR5 58) 55
F R A [2]0 ERBRERT B KA SR R A BEAT VRAE B B L0 A, 38 FK AR SRR R R Y R R B
Btk % Z b KO A S B SRR s R i 45 [ 3130 FBC IR 5 40 ) 7 Vi o s e 1) 531) L A A FE I SR K
IR, I ZBTZHT K H PR A X 26 U0 45 RS B, A D R S vk AT DA AT HE AR R A8 e 35 )
SE s B [AVE L R S AT AT Fisher AT Y, 0 SRAKOKIRT LAAIA] B AR G (1 B
e

TR XN EZ K KAA T AT S KE . R AR EKA . KICE RIS /KA S B
RIE RS KA, AR NZ AR 2 AT RIS K 2 7 IR TR 5 K= R AR
BIREERIFARE EKIE, TEEGHRDH

ASCRERS ML 2 A 7 A5 7K 2 KA A RN T 22 FhGe it e A 7 i ATt e, EZERIIRER
(RERR) DM BT (FERI) A Bayes 3228 HI 70 M [5], 3E M A H RACKBEHIRIBRL, XFFRK
IRIEA A 5] o

2. WHER
R RO VR TR X B P, AR R, PRI HIAR, b B A R
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Hgsl. BTHRINAR - —SRAMH, TESEMERN -SRMNLAHS AETH, G255 EE
EIHENE, BN 130 11, 8. 6. 4. 1IE)Z[6]. BETHEBUNUREI L E, &R ERR, (HIRER
N, HUZ PR EAR EARA K, AN SRR e AR AR R R [ 7]

WX AR K R EZ PR 0, R K E R A IR R WE RS A LBz . 7RV
TERMISEm R, RS /KZESRKZEME I E GREK. BN IX N EERE, &E5KEZRK
HEBERAEY), RAEWZIE S S E = R BUMIRME R R X FEEKZ PR AR E K
JEAFAEVE R, o fH 0.0046~0.0872 Lis-m, ‘& /KFRFEERARELSS, HfiE b 258, B2 3Rz
A9 J2 (17K 7P 467 18 52 A IR B MU AT B8 A AR K DR R TR RIRA K &K )8 103.38 m, g {54
72 0.096~0.0808 L/s-m, & /KRGS, HILEKZEE KB, AR A= 1E AR, &S E
AR RN R FrEA, TEF IR, RPREANEE .

3. SEKIKIRMZ TTL T 534 FI 5]

WS RBEARW R 54T 8 A EEE T, HAEAT TR 7 f, LB WK 8 1 1
909% LA [-[8]c XL 1 H K VR B R @ VR A, AR 22 53 mT T S KA 2 R AT )
g3, BETORAH SRR IR 5 o

AU TAZH" 30 DKFERIKAL SR BURN (NS 1 FoR), KRR R TR R FUR KERIAL . (L
5 R AT BRI RIS, KA 5 I (AR 1997~2017 4 8],  BUME) B KED TR A A
EERANR,  ATREXTH H 2 43l B 15 K E KR AL T8 s, BRI RAE B S 2 T X KA A R AT
Z LGt .

Table 1. Water sample data table (unit: mg/L)
e 1 IKEERIRR(BAL: my/L)

'S X X; X3 Xq Xs Xs eS|
1 913.87 8.02 1.94 482.12 19.21 1348.54 1
2 900.86 9.62 2.92 609.74 11.53 1067.85 1
3 972.89 481 3.89 588.47 7.68 1238.71 1
4 890.85 12.83 0.00 535.30 46.11 1220.40 1
5 929.38 11.22 3.89 545.93 126.80 1147.18 1
6 1010.64 6.21 1.22 597.33 3.29 1462.04 1
7 1061.68 2.81 1.34 794.50 14.20 1235.59 1
8 925.88 8.02 5.83 638.10 0.00 1092.26 1
9 920.87 12.83 1.94 545.93 73.01 1116.67 1
10 883.85 11.22 0.00 574.29 0.00 1202.09 1
1 934,87 9.62 6.81 978.42 15.37 640.71 2
12 933.64 14.43 9.72 967.79 57.64 631.56 2
13 1120.95 9.62 4.86 1237.21 38.42 585.79 2
14 954.89 11.22 8.75 999.69 84.53 494.26 2
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15 1091.69 12.83 13.61 1212.39 188.28 408.23 2
16 1000.15 11.22 8.27 1036.91 99.90 543.08 2
17 947.88 9.62 6.81 985.51 49.95 555.28 2
18 894.60 321 1.46 912.84 14.41 573.59 2
19 940.39 16.03 7.29 918.16 38.42 750.55 2
20 952.39 9.62 5.83 985.51 11.53 622.40 2
21 995.90 51.30 20.42 1237.21 180.59 329.51 3
22 906.86 49.70 24.31 1134.40 146.01 347.81 3
23 1038.18 81.76 1.94 1063.50 480.30 350.87 3
24 956.86 48.10 22.37 1013.87 422.66 311.20 3
25 1001.14 49.70 22.37 1120.22 345.82 338.66 3
26 869.94 50.90 19.94 1064.92 317.55 327.68 3
27 929.67 50.75 3.56 1183.81 220.08 312.73 3
28 961.17 46.85 17.78 1095.84 432.27 325.24 3
29 878.87 48.80 16.60 1143.60 220.08 293.96 3
30 705.22 35.86 19.36 906.77 192.12 262.69 3

e Xis Xou Xav Xan Xsv Xe ZMBIFE R K+ Na's Ca?'. Mg®. CI. SO\ HCO:: 1. 2. 3 4 BIAREMZTIRISE K. H2IRIRTD 2K
KIFHIKE K

3.1. KB RGRRAHIAN 547

ARG RPN EARTBAE B x MA—FERIREAR S J9 x NSRRI 2831, T 5 HE 0 o A A AL (B 2 500 ) R
ANFERRN G L2 FIEEE I\ x — 1 8 AR ARALURE B f s I W 2R 4k SR AT, B B AT T D R 5 430
IREABE A K NIE. REGRIEHOMrILMEI R B, —BuSRAR i DL X 5 (1 508 #6 A S P IX Feh oy 3253k
17 472K[9] [10]»

I FE LR BT R AR 2 JERAR D 5 7K o I S TR A 25 7K B R s 2 A 3 7K KR R 28 3 T P S B R
SFIRAIKIEAVE H FIA], B RG KL S A NI IR, Rl Ba vk, oz BE B3
JICEAT Ward V255 6 BT VER R mhdE AT SR i, BEER X (A BR O AT Ward 2% S 75 Euclidean B
246, HAEA Euclidean B, DUE R INEE .

FIF SPSS B AFxF 30 AMFE& T AR M, nI135] 6 Fl RGuRISHOIRIE,  Horb R Al Sl PR RS V24
IR GRISHARE (0 ] 1 FTR) SR AR BT EL, R e R 2 . W L R aT LR 2, $e st
PR 3 AN BIKE, 30 SHEMRIDN M —4H, 1~10 SEENCN—4, 11~29 SHE N —4, 5% 157
TN AR B T S KRR AR b 2 BR R, MO B BV 43 R AN AR

Frik I R GER R A1 5 Bl i B nT R b KRR k4% . Blin & 2 BBk phR B B
N, FRIRSEER 3 AN, BR 15 SRR KRS, HARFE R0 5 SRR ESUARAT, 1~10 SRR
N—4, 21~30 SEES N —4H.
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Figure 1. The dendrogram of the nearest distance
method
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Figure 2. Tree diagram of the connection method
between groups
2. (AEEIEERNIRE

Ward iERBEBOREAF, AE 3 TLES], RA 15 SHEM S 21~30 SHEMRIGR—4H, AT 56
oo, HER IR IER, HERREW, 5 X0, EATERIRIERTE .
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Figure 3. Ward method tree
[ 3. Ward SERPRE

R R G RIPOREDEEE ST HSLBRA OB BRI T AT R0, 15 SREARAE 6 AR5 21~30
SREEE A, TR TR TR S 7K 5 R IR /KA AE — 8 1R 7K 80k 5 s AR () R b 25 D5 o
FERGREITE TN 6 KT7Ed, PN dURIEE SRz gk, FULEA Ward VAN 70 261
DUBARL . WNRGRINEMARTCRE, FUOEM Ward JACBEFEAS B 1RE 808, SRR BE ¥ S 40 1
TR O S, RREE R S Lh LR AR R RO [11]. Bk, 780 %0 R AKKIRSAIN, AT BLEA
JiEA Ward %R G0 RAHE R EDVIG, SHENBGE. AR o B 5% i R 245 Rk AE
EHAE R B 7 2 1

3.2. ZE7KIKIEHY Bayes ZEHFI B 54

Bayes 120 H 72 AT P2 TR AT BREAR RN 2 0 LS, ARG — DR AN BIREA AT Gert b, I
HRAE Bayers FI5IHEN] T DL€ « A AR Rk H 1Y) Bayes #EE SR A 2 A8k @ A LA E). BN
(N> 3)BFEAN N ANER Ty, Tpp eeeeee » Tn (T ST R IR 00, BB TAIRE S Y A Xy, Xpp ooeeee ,
Xo 5 n NHAEAR R, HEE R Wilks #EN], A n ANAR & Pkt Hh AR AR 5 00 R D B 0 AR B AR
ARRELR T, R R LOEREA Y AR — 05 s BT A5 eR BB B oK, SR — 2R (B bt Y &
T — S JE IR R R, AN —3K).

B EKEE TGRS M AR T K ES, AR B T RIS ARG, XU E T
Z AP R Rl RS B E S . WIREBAX 7 ME 7 e SAOKE, BoER s TEENE REE
5, M EERRK AR RHIER, a5 R IRAKIE A

SR T BT S I AR B B - R AR A EAE DR RN, S SR R (32 193 ) 2 A X R AR R 4T 43 BT
Hr[12] [13] [14]. @i SPSS B Ahxf 7 MEg A bn AT AR YE G v o0 #4331 1 a5 2 Fros i AH 5¢ R4
Vil
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Table 2. Correlation coefficient matrix

* 2. XRFRBIEE

Tebr K*+ Na* ca® Mg** cr SO; HCO,
K*+Na* 1.000 —-0.078 —-0.158 0.295 0.051 0.042
Ca* —-0.078 1.000 0.611 0.565 0.885 —0.689
Mg? -0.158 0.611 1.000 0.626 0.615 -0.730
CI 0.295 0.565 0.626 1.000 0.530 —0.910
SO; 0.051 0.885 0.615 0.530 1.000 -0.675
HCO, 0.042 —-0.689 -0.730 -0.910 -0.675 1.000

B3 2 W51, CIl5 Mg, SO; 55 Ca®* Z [l & R iARSCE, HoAR S A8 & [ BAT — 2 (AR 5C
KER, WEEGEES N, AXMEIT, g S kR ik Iike —.

ZH RAKKIRLL R BB R RIS K 1. BEZ TR A K 20 KB K EK 3. (B DI Hiz 0 4
ST EESREEST 3 AN EKE IR A, HREAAS S AR 250 2 22 JC RS 90 A7 St 7 22 G B
BHIAE. 7 K —HFEAR 85 R/ B B2 IS BRI, AR BHA NP 7 ZEBE A AR,
X} 25 B TR AN 22 KR [13]

NTESLHIBREL LoRE 3AEAKZE I 30 MAKBEENIIZREEA . il SPSS #AFX} 3 MEK
JE 117 30 AKFE B FHAR AT BRI IES 0T, SRR IEAS S BN, R 2R A, (HE
AR ZREAEEE N Kk, ARG EE SRR, RIS I8 A A 0 o
BT, v R DU g 8 F 0 SRR AR AT A T, A4S 21155 3.

Table 3. Identify the input variables step by step
3. BSFIFBMANERE

IR AR Lambda fl f2 f3 F
it & fl f2 P
1 HCO, 0.048 1 2 27 266.803 2 27.000 0.000
2 ca* 0.010 2 2 27 116.908 4 52.000 0.000
3 Mg** 0.006 3 2 27 96.432 6 50.000 0.000

Hi#< 3 A1, HCO;. Ca’"\ Mg®" 3 MBS FHRAREIZ DA 43 Wik ) 5 bR B TH S A B, SR B
BEAT o BAE S BRI SRS bR /N — 2, HAERE G I SN I 5 Z RN 72 S FE[15] . A SPSS
I8 H o, 4521 3 ASE KR [ DUz 20 F1 5] B R B (W4 4 ) -

Table 4. Classification function coefficients

® 4 DERIBARK

205
WAL RS EE
1 2 3
Ca 0.356 0.443 1.596
Mg 0.881 0.878 1.985
HCO; 0.161 0.081 0.055
W -101.425 -30.138 —67.572
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MR 22 4 TR 2K e B R B0d 57 Bayes JIAIREAY, R R HI 5 AR
Y, = -101.425+0.356 X, + 0.881X, +0.161X
Y, = -30.138+0.443X, +0.878X, +0.081X
Y, =—67.572+1.596 X, +1.985X, +0.055X,

A, Xov Xav Xe FTARRIE AR 15 Yoo Yoo Yo 73HIRISIBR TS A K KRR 5 7K 5 R R4
TR K R ) R B SR
HREERE AR B E I, A5 TR S HCO, . Ca®'y M@P I BELSE B FIREE R B B I A KB AN, 5
752 R BRI LR, RPN —J7 RE T SRAS A0 B BB AR K, A R/ BRI I — 55 K=
Xt Bayes BB HIAIEFIH G AKIRIFIHE TEBEAT B0IE, R BTAR /K FEAE S ES IR BEAE BB A
2 [¥) Bayes HI 5 s Kb, 1% Bayes FEAHIANE NG 40 5 Fros iRIREAS A ) 45 3

Table 5. The judgment result of sample back generation

5. HAERAAER

%5 Y Y2 Ys bRy HI 2T
1 120.254 84.350 23.249 1 1
2 76.496 63.183 12.309 1 1
3 103.147 75.744 15.955 1 1
4 99.627 74.398 20.027 1 1
5 90.692 71.169 21.152 1 1
6 137.249 92.109 25.173 1 1
7 99.686 72.366 7.530 1 1
8 82.420 67.007 16.875 1 1
9 84.635 67.699 18.172 1 1
10 96.106 72.202 16.450 1 1
11 11.154 32.000 —3.462 2 2
% \& Y, Ys SEpREH FHIAA
12 13.957 35.945 9.488 2 2
13 0.594 25.840 —10.353 2 2
14 —10.146 22.550 -5.112 2 2
15 —19.142 20.562 2.373 2 2
16 —2.709 26.083 —3.380 2 2
17 —2.601 25.081 —8.160 2 2
18 —6.648 19.027 —28.003 2 2
19 31.543 44.158 13.763 2 2
20 7.342 29.657 —6.414 2 2
21 -12.121 37.207 72.960 3 3
22 —6.317 41.396 79.134 3 3
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23 -14.119 36.205 86.066 3 3
24 —14.490 36.018 70.716 3 3
25 —9.500 38.951 74.780 3 3
26 -12.981 36.460 71.268 3 3
27 —-29.872 20.801 37.692 3 3
28 -16.719 32,572 60.382 3 3
29 —22.100 29.866 59.432 3 3
30 -29.310 24.024 42,538 3 3

M S HAT LA H, Bayes 328 HI IS IUGHE A KIR AT 45 R 5 2 1 R WIa A LSRR e 2 A o
VLWIR A Bayes 3B HIBNE A AIZH FRAKKIFE A e m IAERA T, W] IR 0™ SR AR DLA T H A o
4. FIRIEEAR A

N T DAL T RAOKIE R GRS Bayes BB FIIB A A HERATE, IEFWIE 6
PR BRI RE RS, 0 R AKKIEEAT 50 o

Table 6. Water samples to be judged
= 6. FFFIKEE

T Na* + K* ca?* Mg?* SO; HCO, Sfrgs R
1 1258.01 3.21 4.26 2.47 1715.19 1
2 930.41 421 4.86 3.09 1560.89 1
3 685.53 3.21 0.97 9.61 518.67 2
4 656.51 481 0.97 5.76 463.75 2
5 860.44 56.06 12.16 328.46 309.05 3
6 87351 26.03 17.02 304.24 279.34 3

VE: 1. 20 3 FHRERIGS SUAE 1.

4.1. RGRIFIFIREFIN A

HATIR S5, Bz Ward 325506 RAK KI5 1) € RORAREE T R G R R i e A b
AL, e X PR RO VERT 2 6 AR KRR HEAT MBI, DAV BB () n] S . BT fq ol & I
Kl 4~5 FioR .

HE 4 515 5 RCIRE, HEEERAREAKRA 3 MNE/KZERSEbREO T A, WAINERR 15 2 &
HN—K, 354EA—FK, 556 R N—2K, RIXFMIEXKFERIE R 734 #0045 R 57 6 RFRIK
FERT R /KIR R L SE A AR A . AT, E—20 U B RG R IE A 5 CIE R Ward ER 7K IE N B A 1R &
BIAER T, AT R RF RN R KR .

4.2. Bayes L FI BRI A B

$ 2 6 RARFHKFER Ca®* (Xo)s MO (Xa)15 HCO; (Xe) BT BEAE AR N B 3 2k, SRAG 40731 ek K £
TR B AF H G0 7 BT B SRR T 45 2R
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Table 7. Bayes step-by-step discrimination results of samples
= 7. #SEA Bayes RS FIRILER

2

Figure 4. Density diagram of centroid method

Bl 4. BulERRE
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20

25

5
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Figure 5. Ward method tree
5. Ward SRR &

5 Y1 Y, Ys SRk R TR 25
1 179.616 113.955 40.343 1 1
2 155.659 102.426 34.643 1 1
3 -15.922 14.148 -31.997 2 2
4 —24.194 10.408 —32.464 2 2
5 -20.998 30.406 63.035 3 3
6 -32.190 18.963 23.120 3 3
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P& 7 s, R TNKFE R Bayes 255 155 45 H-5 SE PR S5 RA ], X SRR 40 75 45 L 4 E 1
XARHIIET SPSS B IFR M Bayes 320 £ 111 553 RENE Xof o 5 45 S HEAT AR GF M AL 325 70 Wr , TAEAR KRR
b G RS JE B B R R ZE R DR, 04 I SRR U R ) B R e RO A 1 K ST A

5. &g

KM RGRIET A NEIE S HIEBREE. BolfiEns. RIZi gk, FUEN Ward V555 6
FPTREN TN X RACOKIEEAT 450, Forp B0z Ward VEHI M RCR S bF,  AEH T KK IR Rl
FREEHIRIANG, BOWREL, HRTNERH R4 RELS, WS RAOKIEHA R E S5

KRBT Mt BK & B 7 2 B BAT A, RS S EE. 1 Bayes 1B FI5E T AN
BHE R E A W, SRR A R HER . 20 AR R T IRIE, RWT Bayes BB FIHNEXTZERAOK
PRETFIRIBORAR YT -

ERER ELP AR T T R, Bayes 388 IR AR SRAOKISHER R IR m, AR, RS
RIAE PV BRI DL o RN BOZ A0 SRR IR ik Bayes 225 HII% o

SE 30k
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