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Natural Water Hydrochemistry Classification and Hydrochemistry
Rule Research Based on Rectangle Hydrochemistry Diagram
SUN Ya qgiao's QIAN Hui', ZHANG Li’, ZHANG Qin’

(1. School of Environmental Sciences and Engineering, Chang an University, Xi an 710054,

Shaanxi, China; 2. NingxiaGeological Survey Institute, Yinchuan 750000, Ningxia China)
Abstract Based on Piper and Durov diagram, this paper proposes a new hydrochemistry diagram rectangle dia
gram, and describes the division principle of rectangle hydrochemistry diagram. Through analyzing the groundw
ater hydrochemistry in Yinchuan region it is proved that the diagram can define hydrochemistry type of groundw
ater; and has a good meaning for studying hydrogeochemistry rule.
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Tab.4 Water Sample Analysis
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