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Table 1 Selection of evolution function operation mode, efficiency and parameter in genetic program-

ming

ZXEAEO FAR(M) HEEHEP) RGBS LR $(EF)

0.2—1. 0% 0. 05) 0.1 50 5 iz B3
&2 6 EREEEX
Table 2 36 specimen for model establishment

Ca Pb Zn Ag Mo w Bi St HAE & LERE 25
0.11 0.08 0.13 0. 05 0.17 0.13 0.3 0.3 1E 0. 435348 1
0.03 0.03 0. 06 0. 03 0. 09 0.1 0.3 0.3 iE 0. 440651 1
0.11 0. 05 0.09 0.03 0.09 0.1 0.25 0.3 iE 0.409979 1
0. 05 0.14 0. 32 0. 69 0. 08 0.1 0. 25 0.3 iE 0. 507152 1
0.3 0.11 0. 28 0.18 0.2 0.1 0. 25 0.3 1E 0.312431 1
0.42 0.01 0. 06 0. 08 0. 39 0.28 0. 25 0.9 iE 0. 151334 1
0.75 0. 03 0.07 0. 05 0. 04 0.1 0.25 0.4 iE —0. 588064 1
0.01 0.01 0.14 0. 03 0. 08 0.1 0.25 0.3 iE 0. 422135 1
0.23 0.01 0.26 0.03 0. 04 0.1 0.25 0.3 iE 0. 314633 1
0. 44 0. 07 0.14 0. 06 0.17 0.11 0.3 0.3 iE 0.141074 1
0.19 0.07 0.12 0.02 0. 08 0.1 0. 25 0.3 E 0. 377843 1
0. 02 0.01 0.08 0.03 0.2 0.12 0.25 0.3 E 0.422602 1
0.21 0.02 0.21 0.03 0. 05 0. 14 0.25 0.3 1E 0. 337119 1
1.0 0. 03 0.1 0.1 0.03 0.1 0. 25 0.3 1 —0. 828351 2
0.4 0. 02 0.01 0.03 0. 04 0.16 0.25 0.4 il 0. 174367 2
1.0 0. 06 0.3 0.2 0.22 0.15 0. 25 0.3 1 —0. 701470 2
1.0 0. 66 0.24 0.82 1.0 0.13 0.25 0.3 f —0.269267 2
1.0 0.16 0.21 0.32 1.0 0. 33 0.3 0.8 bl —0.577703 2
1.0 0.03 0.28 0. 36 0.52 0.22 0.3 0.8 hiil —0.716154 2
0. 07 0.17 1.0 0. 09 0.07 0.1 0.3 0.3 7 0. 520783 2
0.25 1.0 1.0 1.0 0. 38 0.25 0.3 0.5 jid 0.105774 2
0. 67 0.04 0. 07 0.18 0. 04 0. 11 0. 35 0.4 jid —0.312425 2
1.0 0. 03 0.15 0. 65 1.0 1.0 0. 45 1.0 bl —1.140495 2
1.0 0.01 0.31 1.0 0. 05 0.1 0.7 0.5 1 —0.758934 2
0. 81 0.43 0.53 0.16 0.11 0.11 0.3 0.3 1 —0.273977 2
0.07 1.0 1.0 1.0 0. 32 0.11 0.25 0.4 il —0.013301 2
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®E
0.47 0.13  0.44  0.06  0.49  0.47  0.25 0.3 il 0. 110512 2
0.24 1.0 1.0 0.35 0.3  0.13 0.5 1.0 i 0.247621 2
0.67 0.09 0.55 0.09 0.36 0.18  0.35 0.3 il —0.351176 2
1.0 0.11 0. 29 1.0 0.51 1.0 0.7 0.4 i —0. 596200 2
0.39  0.01  0.04 0.1 0. 05 0.1 0.3 1.0 il 0.177998 2
1.0 0.03 0.23 0.59  0.53 1.0 0.5 0.7 o1l —0. 852975 2
1.0 0.1 0.22  0.29 0.77  0.35  0.45 1.0 il —0. 623537 2
1.0 0.05  0.24 0.3 0. 69 1.0 0. 25 0.5 il —0. 690953 2
1.0 0.17 0.1 0. 99 0.83 0.2 1.0 0.9 il —0. 568808 2
1.0 0.05 0.3 011 0.13 0.12  0.25 0.4 i —0. 708280 2
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(FE.20="4",21=%—",22="%",23=%« /(1. 1+1)”,10= X }11=sin X ,12=tgX ,13= (X — e X)/2,14 = X,i =
0,—1,=2,,—n, BEBI A BAER
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Fig. 2 Tree construction
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Table 3 7 specimen for model establishment

Cu Pb Zn Ag Mo w Bi Sn R T A (KA KR (LR
0.16 1.0 0.3 .o 013 021 1.0 0.4 0. 200549 1 1
0.16 0.14 0.12 0.13 0.17 0.11  0.25 0.3 0. 443710 1 1
0.02 0. 04 0. 09 0.03 0.05 0.1 0. 25 0.3 0. 442610 1 1
0.1 0.02 0.11 0.03 0.31 0.1 0.25 0.3 0. 390856 1 1
1.0 0.1 0. 38 0.2 0. 44 1.0 1.0 1.0 —0. 554567 2 2
1.0 0.05  0.25 1.0 0.38  0.25 0.6 1.0 —0. 696643 2 2
0. 45 1.0 1.0 0. 87 0.6 0.13 1.0 0.5 —0.022916 2 2
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APPLICATION OF GENETIC PROGRAMMING ON PREDICTION
OF MULTIMETALLIC DEPOSITES

Cai Yudong

(Shanghai Institute of Metallurgy,Chinese Academy of Sciences,Shanghai,200050)

Abstract
Genetic programming was applied to the prediction of the gossan in the southeast of Hubei
province. The successful rate was high. The results showed that the performance of genetic pro-
gramming was good and therefore it might be referred as an effective assistant technique for pre-

diction of multimetallic deposites.



