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The Table 28 summarizes the basic statistics of the assayed iron in the 1955-1956 drilling (old 
holes) and the 2006 drilling (new holes). 
 

TABLE 28. 
BASIC STATISTICS Fe SAMPLES IN THE HISTORICAL AND NEW DRILLING 

 Number Minimum
Fe(%) 

Maximum
Fe(%) 

Mean 
Fe(%) 

Standard 
Deviation 

Coefficient 
of Variation 

Old Hole Composites in OIF 320 0.00 40.90 27.07 6.96 0.26 
New Hole Composites in OIF 399 11.43 41.10 29.46 5.12 0.17 
       
Old Hole Raw Samples 430 0 40.90 24.36 8.29 0.34 
New Hole Raw Samples 536 5.20 41.10 27.46 6.42 0.23 

Note: Old holes are %SFe and new holes are %TFe 

 
The results of this comparison for the OIF zone indicates that on average %SFe assays for the 
historic drillholes are slightly lower than %TFe assays in the new holes.  Results of this 
comparison are as expected considering that the SFe assays are partial iron, while TFe 
represents total iron. The results are comparable with other projects where WGM has 
encountered similar situations.  WGM believes this difference is not critical at this stage of 
the project and has elected to use the historical sample assay results as is without adjustment.  
WGM stresses that the chemical and physical characteristics of the iron concentrates, 
including the iron and silica and accessory-element grades such as manganese, and titanium 
are much more important for future stages of the Project than slight differences in SFe and 
TFe Head grades used in the Mineral Resource estimate.   
 
For iron assays in the SIF zone much greater difference would be expected between the 
historical SFe and the new TFe assays.  
 
Magnetite and Hematite Content 
 
The estimates of magnetite and hematite content were made using the method described in 
Section 13.  As aforementioned, the database for the estimation of magnetite and hematite 
was different and the amount of confidence that can be placed on the magnetite average also 
differs from the confidence level that can be placed on the estimate of hematite. 
 
Briefly, there is more confidence in the estimate of magnetite because for most of the 
drillholes there was some measure of magnetic iron for each of the samples in the drillholes.  
For the new drillholes, these determinations came from the Satmagan results and Satmagan 
results are available for all samples in every drillhole.  For the historical drillholes, most 
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samples had Davis Tube tests, however, no information regarding magnetic iron content is 
available for QCM drillholes 1 to 5 and 18 to 22.  Furthermore, the estimation of magnetite 
from Satmagan or Davis Tube results is straight forward, while that for hematite is more 
complex.  
 
The estimation of hematite content is more of an approximation but also relies on the 
Satmagan or Davis Tube results.  It is not as direct a calculation as the magnetite estimate, 
relies on a number assumptions and cannot be independently verified.  

 
17.2.7  MINERAL RESOURCE BLOCK MODELLING 
 
The Mineral Resources have been estimated with the Inverse Distance Squared ("ID2") 
estimation technique.  For comparison and cross checking purposes, Inverse Distance ("ID") 
and Nearest Neighbour ("NN") methods have also been used. 
 
Block Model Grid Parameters 
 
The Mineral Resources have been estimated in a grid of regular blocks.   The block model 
grid covers both the OIF and ZIF domains and is shown in Table 29. 
 

TABLE 29.  
BLOCK MODEL GRID PARAMETERS 

Direction Origin Size Minimum (index) Maximum (index) 
East-West 593,950E 25 m 593,950E  595,550E (64 columns) 
North-South 5,800,400N 50 m 5,800,400N 5,802,900N (50 rows) 
Vertical 800Z 13 m 397Z 800Z (31 levels) 

   
Grade Interpolation 
 
Inverse Distance Squared 
The principle Mineral Resource estimate model is derived from the “ID2" method. 
 
A search ellipsoid defined the "neighbourhood" within which the 3 m composites are selected 
to interpolate block grades.  Two search ellipsoids were used for all the variables in all the 
seams, both dipping 5° toward the east: 
 

- for the Indicated Mineral Resources -  250 m x 350 m x 50 m 
- for the Inferred Mineral Resources – 500 m x 700 m x 100 m 
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In addition to the search ellipsoid, WGM imposed a series of restrictions to the composite 
selection to optimize the interpolation as follows: a) The number of composites inside the 
ellipsoid was limited to 12, i.e., only the composites closest to the block centre were used for 
the interpolation; b) A block grade was interpolated if a minimum of 1 composite was found 
within the search ellipse; c) A maximum of 4 composites per drillhole was used; d) In 
addition, an octant search method was applied to the ellipsoid; e) The number of composites 
in an octant was limited to 4; and f) No restriction was applied to the minimum number of 
octants with at least 1 composite. 
 
Inverse Distance 
This estimation technique was used to provide Quinto with an additional comparison to the 
primary method of ID2. Again, both the OIF and SIF zones were interpolated with the same 
search parameters as ID. 
 
Nearest Neighbour 
This estimation technique was used to provide Quinto with an additional comparison to the 
primary method of ID2.  Again, both the OIF and SIF zones were interpolated with the same 
search parameters as ID2. 
 
17.2.8  MINERAL RESOURCE CLASSIFICATION AND REPORTING 
 
Inverse Distance Squared Model 
 
The Mineral Resources are compiled by a distance-weighted interpolation class of methods 
where the ID2 uses the inverse of the distance squared between a composite and the block as 
the weighting factor. WGM has generated the Mineral Resources at various cutoffs (Tables 30 
and 31). To define the Mineral Resources for this report, WGM has used a cutoff of 15% Fe.  
Figures 32 and 33 show blocks populated with %Fe, Magnetite and Hematite. 
 
As previously mentioned, the specific gravity used to derive tonnes from the block volumes 
were interpolated from the following formula calculated for each composite: 
 

SG   =   0.0309   x  Fe% + 2.541 
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TABLE 30. 

INDICATED AND INFERRED MINERAL RESOURCES AT  
VARIOUS %TOTAL Fe CUTOFF GRADES IN OIF ZONE 

%Fe Cutoff Tonnes 
(1000) 

Total 
Fe (%) 

SG MgO 
(%) 

CaO 
(%) 

Hematite 
(%) 

Magnetite 
(%) 

Indicated 
15.0 293,060 28.46 3.42 3.35 4.87 9.92 27.58 
17.5 290,361 28.57 3.42 3.34 4.86 9.96 27.62 
20.0 285,410 28.74 3.43 3.32 4.83 10.03 27.71 
22.5 276,674 28.97 3.43 3.30 4.80 10.16 27.84 
25.0 250,076 29.50 3.45 3.26 4.70 10.51 28.15 
27.5 178,764 30.76 3.49 3.13 4.46 11.56 29.19 
30.0 103,615 32.30 3.54 3.03 4.26 12.87 30.22 
        
Inferred 
15.0 1,638 25.03 3.28 - - - - 
17.5 1,491 25.86 313 - - - - 
20.0 1,266 27.13 3.36 - - - - 
22.5 1,208 27.45 3.37 - - - - 
25.0 745 29.26 3.42 - - - - 
27.5 436 32.00 3.51 - - - - 
30.0 391 32.36 3.52 - - - - 
        

 
 

 
TABLE 31. 

INFERRED MINERAL RESOURCES 18% MAGNETITE  
CUTOFF GRADES IN SIF ZONE 

 Tonnes 
(1000) 

Total 
Fe (%)

SG MgO 
(%) 

Cao 
(%) 

Hematite 
(%) 

Magnetite 
(%) 

SIF (Internal seams)        
Indicated 9,188 27.18 3.30 4.10 4.77 5.50 28.74 
        
SIF (basal)        
Inferred 2,602 23.49 3.30 5.24 8.48 5.76 22.46 
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WGM has classified the Peppler Lake Mineral Resources as Indicated and Inferred.  Since the 
distance of the drillhole DH-22-56 is greater than 260 m from the nearest drillhole, and the 
structure proximal to this drillhole us poorly known WGM decided that the Mineral 
Resources around the drillhole should be classified as Inferred.   
 
Comparison Methods To Inverse Distance Squared Model 
 
For comparison purposes, ID and NN grade estimation methods were used.  The ID method is 
a distance-weighted interpolation class of methods, similar to ID2.  ID uses inverse of the 
distance between a composite and the block as the weighting factor. 
 
The second comparative method used was NN.  In this technique, the grade of a block is 
estimated by assigning only the grade of the nearest composite to the block.  In a 2D situation, 
this would be equivalent to a polygonal estimation.  In a 3D spatial environment, it is similar 
to a polyhedral estimation.  Table 32 summarizes the results using the three methods. 

 
TABLE 32. 

COMPARISON OF MINERAL RESOURCE ESTIMATES WITH 15% Fe CUTOFF USING THREE 
DIFFERENT METHODS  

Method Zone Tonnes 
(1000) 

Fe (%) SG 

Inverse Distance Squared OIF:        Indicated 293,060 28.46 3.42 
  Inferred 1,638 25.03 3.28 
     
Inverse Distance OIF: Indicated  297,602 28.33 3.41 
  Inferred 1,841 25.34 3.33 
     
Nearest Neighbour OIF: Indicated  291,624 28.67 3.42 
  Inferred 1,456 26.34 3.36 
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18.  INTERPRETATION AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

 
• The Peppler Lake Deposit consists of a doubling plunging synclinal structure.  An east-

west anticline truncates the deposit in its southern part and a north-south anticline cuts its 
eastern margin.  These two structures separate respectively the Main Zone from its 
southern extension and its eastern extension.  The main part of the deposit extends 
approximately 1.2 km east-west by 3 km north-south and has been the locus for just about 
all of the historic and Quinto drilling; 

 
• The syncline is comprised of a basal member of biotite-garnet schist or gneiss, succeeded 

upwards by silicate and lean iron formation and then by oxide iron formation.  The iron 
oxide formation deposit is mainly magnetite, with lesser specular hematite, and is 
approximately 100 m thick (in basin centre).  Gangue components include carbonate, iron 
silicate and manganese carbonates or silicates.  Some mineralogical work needs to be 
undertaken to characterize the mineralogical content of the rocks.  At the basin edges the 
units diminish in thickness so that the deposit has a nested bowl-like structure; 
 

• Oxide iron formation that is only hematite is rare, however, there are some members that 
are dominantly hematite.  Some internal silicate iron formation bands are also present 
within the mainly iron oxide sequence, but these can not always be correlated at the 
current drilling density between drill cross sections.  The hematite-rich, magnetite-poor 
members help to elucidate an internal stratigraphy, but this stratigraphy has not yet been 
clearly defined and will require additional drilling.  A comprehensive analytical scheme 
that includes Satmagan or Davis Tube testing and Soluble and Total iron determinations is 
helpful for providing the data necessary for discriminating between and mapping hematite 
and magnetite iron formation; 
 

• Albeit the oxide iron formation domain includes intermixed silicate iron formation and/or 
other lithologies it for most part is well segregated from the silicate iron formation 
domain.  The OIF domain sits stratigraphically and structurally above the silicate iron 
formation facies and the two domains are also readily visually distinguishable.  These 
features will simplify mining of the oxide iron formation members; 
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• Subsidiary north-south and east-west fold structures also influence the overall and internal 
structure of the deposit. Such structures have created rolls in the stratigraphy.  One dome-
like structure caused by the intersection of the north-south and east-west fold systems is 
evident and other areas of thickening and thinning can be identified, but at the current 
drilling density these structures are not well mapped and correlated; 
 

• Drillhole geology does not precisely match surface geology as mapped by QCM.  This is 
likely due to poor locational control originally available to QCM for geological mapping 
in the 1950s.  This creates some difficulties/uncertainties for geological interpretation for 
purpose of Mineral Resource estimation, but generally WGM’s interpretation for the 
Mineral Resource estimate employs a compromise between outcrop mapping and drillhole 
geology.  The resultant uncertainty only has a small effect on estimated tonnage.  If and 
when, in-fill drilling is completed on the Peppler Lake Deposit areas of concern where 
geological conflicts are more apparent should be drilled during the next infill drilling 
campaign on the Peppler Lake Deposit; 
 

• Despite the above statement, Quinto results largely validate historic results documented in 
the public domain by QCM and Quinto’s recent work facilitating the building of a 
coherent geological model for the deposit; and 
 

• Metallurgical testwork for production of iron concentrates for determining weight 
recoveries, and concentrate chemical and physical characteristics, is requisite before infill 
drilling on the deposit is undertaken. 
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19.  RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

WGM makes the following recommendations: 
 
• The Project operator should prepare a technical report at the conclusion of each phase of 

exploration providing full description of the work program parameters and results with 
recommendations; 

• During the logging process, the logging geologist should add a summary unit code (such 
as MHIF) to supplement the more detailed descriptive code (such as M(H)C(S)IF).  This 
lithological unit coding can be the same as already developed for the project, (units 1 to 
13), but in WGM’s opinion, a code-based descriptive terms such as SIF, OIF, MIF etc. are 
better; 

• Geological mapping should be directed at certain parts of the deposit in an attempt to 
rectify discrepancies between the existing geological map of the deposit and geology as 
interpreted from drillhole logging; 

• QCM’s drillhole collars should be DGPS surveyed and the features at each site should be 
documented; 

• External check assays by a secondary laboratory is required as a routine part of a QA/QC 
protocol; 

• QA/QC protocols should also include the submission of field Duplicates  and Blanks; 

• Samples need to be submitted for specific gravity determination.  Iron assays are required 
on these same samples so that variations of SG with iron content can be modelled; 

• Drillhole cross sections should be prepared in the field as drilling progresses.  Such 
sections will assist the geologist in deciding where to terminate drillholes and also to 
assist the geologist in appreciating and understanding the structure of the deposits for 
planning future drillholes; 

• Samples shipped to the laboratory should only be labelled with sample number.  Drillhole 
and footage identifiers should not accompany the samples; 

• Quinto should improve its assay database project information system to incorporate all 
results including QA/QC data so all data is readily recoverable.  For its 2006 program, 
COREM’s internal QA/QC results are all tied to lab numbers and the Project assay 
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database needs to reference these lab numbers.   Assays also need to reference certificate 
of Analysis IDs; 

• A metallurgical testwork program, including mineralogical studies, to develop an ore 
beneficiation flow sheet and determine the chemical and physical characteristics of the 
resulting iron concentrates is required and should start as soon as possible; 

• Sample rejects and pulps from COREM should be secured and saved to be available for 
further testing as required.  A group of these samples should be run through the lab being 
used for Quinto’s 2007 program to ensure analytical results are consistent; and 

• In the absence of metallurgical testwork performed on a sample by sample basis to 

complement the sample analytical program, an analytical program that facilitates 

estimation of hematite on a sample by sample basis is useful. 

 
Quinto, in conjunction with WGM, has developed a work program named Phase II and Phase 
III with a budget to advance the Peppler Lake Property.  The proposed Phase II program 
consists of: 
 
• Drilling program to test extensions to the Peppler Lake Deposit.  Approximately 1000 m 

in 10 drillholes; 
• Trenching program to enable collection of bulk samples for an ongoing metallurgical 

testwork program; 
• Initial metallurgical testwork program currently underway at Midland Research Center, 

Minnesota consisting of preliminary flowsheet development and characterization testing 
of selected intervals from the main iron formation; 

• Environmental baseline studies to cover vegetation, wildlife and water chemistry; 
• Mineral Resource estimate and NI 43-101 report (if warranted based on drilling results); 

and 
• Scoping study or Preliminary Assessment. 
 
WGM understands that this program as outlined above is in progress. 
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Phase III work will be carried out contingent on results of Phase II demonstrating acceptable 
metallurgical recoveries and economic grades are achievable on the main Peppler zone 
material using conventional beneficiation technology: 
 
• Second stage metallurgical testwork; 
• Mine Planning; 
• Tailings, Waste, and Geotechnical Studies; 
• Logistics and Transport Study; 
• Marketing Study; 
• Power Supply Study;  
• Access Engineering Study; and 
• Pre-feasibility Study. 
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TABLE 33. 
PROPOSED EXPLORATION PROGRAM, PHASE II PEPPLER LAKE PROPERTY 
Phase II Cost (C$) Total (C$) 
Drilling & Trenching   
Contract diamond drilling, mobilization, demobilization and consumables 
approximately 3000 m 

C$305,000  

Assaying and sample transport 123,000  
Geologists 39,000  
Trenching to acquire bulk samples for pilot plant testing, 3x100 tonne samples, 
total 300 tonnes 

40,000  

Field crew, manager, cook, labour 49,000  
Site Facilities (rent & operate) 95,000  
Camp infrastructure improvements 50,000  
Other Camp 46,000  
Road and Site Development 50,000  
Local Transportation 10,000  
Airfares 25,000  
Subtotal C$832,000  
Contingency - 20% 166,400  

Total   C$998,400 
   
Mineral Resource Estimate update and NI 43-101 report C$70,000 C$70,000 
If warranted based on testing extensions of deposit   

   
Environmental and Permitting   
Environmental baseline Studies C$53,000  
Flora 10,000  
Wildlife 10,000  
Water Chemistry 20,000  
Consultation 21,000  
Permitting 20,000  

Total  C$134,000 
   
Metallurgical Testwork   
Phase I testwork-Supervision & Consulting C$50,000  
Phase I testwork-Laboratory Costs 200,000  

Total  C$250,000 
   
Scoping Study   
Tabulation and analysis of expected costs and revenue projections and options C$200,000 C$200,000 

   
Land Holding Costs C$20,000 C$20,000 
   
GRAND TOTAL PHASE II  C$1,672,400 
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CERTIFICATE 
 

To Accompany the Report Entitled 
"Technical Report on the Peppler Lake Iron Project, Québec 

for Quinto Mining Corporation" dated February 29, 2008 
 
 

I, Michael W. Kociumbas, do hereby certify that: 
 
1. I reside at 420 Searles Court, Mississauga, Ontario, Canada, L5R 2C6. 
 
2. I am a graduate from the University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ontario with an Honours 

B.Sc. Degree in Applied Earth Sciences, Geology Option (1985), and I have practised 
my profession continuously since that time. 

 
3. I am a member of the Association of Professional Geoscientists of Ontario 

(Membership Number 0417). 
 
4. I am a Senior Geologist and Vice-President with Watts, Griffis and McOuat Limited, a 

firm of consulting geologists and engineers, which has been authorized to practice 
professional engineering by Professional Engineers Ontario since 1969, and 
professional geoscience by the Association of Professional Geoscientists of Ontario. 

 
5. I am an independent Qualified Person for the purposes of NI 43-101 and have 

extensive experience with iron deposits, a variety of other deposit types, Mineral 
Resource estimation techniques and the preparation of technical reports.  

 
6. I am responsible with co-authors Richard W. Risto and Dorota A. El-Rassi for Section 

17 of the report. 
 
7. I have not visit the Peppler Lake Iron Property. 
 
8. I have no personal knowledge as of the date of this certificate of any material fact or 

change, which is not reflected in this report. 
 
9. Neither I, nor any affiliated entity of mine, is at present, under an agreement, 

arrangement or understanding or expects to become, an insider, associate, affiliated 
entity or employee of Quinto Mining Corporation, or any associated or affiliated 
entities. 
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CERTIFICATE 
 

To Accompany the Report Entitled 
"Technical Report on the Peppler Lake Iron Project, Québec 

for Quinto Mining Corporation" dated February 29, 2008 
 
 

I, Richard W. Risto, do hereby certify that: 
   
1. I reside at 22 Northridge Ave, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M4J 4P2. 
 
2. I am a graduate from the Brock University, St. Catherines, Ontario with an Honours 

B.Sc. Degree in Geology (1977), Queens University, Kingston, Ontario with a M.Sc. 
Degree in Mineral Exploration (1983), and I have practised my profession for over 20 
years. 

 
3. I am a member of the Association of Professional Geoscientists of Ontario 

(Membership Number 276). 
 
4. I am a Senior Associate Geologist with Watts, Griffis and McOuat Limited, a firm of 

consulting engineers and geologists, which has been authorized to practice 
professional engineering by Professional Engineers Ontario since 1969, and 
professional geoscience by the Association of Professional Geoscientists of Ontario. 

 
5. I am an independent Qualified Person for the purposes of NI 43-101 and have 

extensive experience with iron deposits, a variety of other deposit types and the 
preparation of technical reports.  

 
6. I visited the Peppler Lake Iron Property from September 28 to 30, 2007.  
 
7. I have no personal knowledge as of the date of this certificate of any material fact or 

change, which is not reflected in this report. 
 
8. I am jointly responsible with co-authors for Sections 1 to 19. 
 
9. Neither I, nor any affiliated entity of mine, is at present, under an agreement, 

arrangement or understanding or expects to become, an insider, associate, affiliated 
entity or employee of Quinto Mining Corporation, or any associated or affiliated 
entities. 
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CERTIFICATE 
 

To Accompany the Report Entitled 
"Technical Report on the Peppler Lake Iron Project, Québec 

for Quinto Mining Corporation" dated February 29, 2008 
 

 
I, Dorota A. El-Rassi, do hereby certify that: 
 
1. I reside at 70 Portsdown Road, Scarborough, Ontario, M1P 1V1. 
 
2. I graduated from the University of Toronto, Toronto, Ontario in 1997 with a B.A.Sc. 

in Mining Engineering (Honours), and in 2000 with an M.Sc. in Geology and 
Mechanical Engineering and have been practicing my profession since 1997. 

 
3. I am a Professional Engineer licensed by Professional Engineers Ontario (Registration 

Number 100012348). 
 
4. I am a Geological Engineer with Watts, Griffis and McOuat Limited, a firm of 

consulting geologists and engineers, which has been authorized to practice 
professional engineering by Professional Engineers Ontario since 1969, and 
professional geoscience by the Association of Professional Geoscientists of Ontario. 

 
5. I am a Qualified Person for the purposes of NI 43-101 with regard to a variety of 

mineral deposit types, with Mineral Reserve and Mineral Resource estimation 
parameters and procedures and with those involved in the preparation of technical 
studies. 

 
6. I have not visited the Peppler Lake Iron property.   
 
7. I am jointly responsible with co-authors Richard W. Risto and Michael W. Kociumbas 

for Section 17.  
 
8. I have no personal knowledge as of the date of this certificate of any material fact or 

change which is not reflected in this report.   
 
9. Neither I, nor any affiliated entity of mine, is at present, under an agreement, 

arrangement or understanding or expects to become, an insider, associate, affiliated 
entity or employee of Quinto Mining Corporation, or any associated or affiliated 
entities. 
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APPENDIX 1: 
ANALYTICAL RESULTS 
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 Attn : Richard Risto

 
 Suite 400, 8 King Street East
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 November 22, 2007
 

 Date Rec. : 23 October 2007
 LR Report : CA03318-OCT07
 Client Ref : Project QUM REV
WGMQU-1 to 6
 

  
 
 CERTIFICATE  OF  ANALYSIS

 Final Report
 
  Sample ID fraction

weight
g

BulkDensi Specific
Gravity

Fe3O4
%

SiO2
%

Al2O3
%

Fe2O3
%

MgO
%

CaO
%

1: WGMQU-1 A 1070.5 3.67 3.50 46.5 37.6 0.26 54.8 1.24 2.64
2: WGMQU-1 B 6813.9 --- 3.47 45.2 38.0 0.42 50.1 2.00 4.30
3: WGMQU-2 A 770.0 3.21 3.18 28.0 50.5 0.10 30.9 3.37 8.10
4: WGMQU-2 B 6329.8 --- 3.22 28.8 47.2 0.73 34.0 3.64 6.83
5: WGMQU-3 A 998.8 3.69 3.48 31.7 36.2 0.07 51.0 1.19 2.06
6: WGMQU-3 B 6900.2 --- 3.38 16.0 38.4 0.04 45.5 2.44 4.35
7: WGMQU-4 A 933.8 3.52 3.30 0.41 43.3 0.14 44.6 3.76 3.07
8: WGMQU-4 B 7461.0 --- 3.32 0.30 43.2 0.22 45.6 3.84 3.00
9: WGMQU-5 A 783.2 3.00 3.23 20.0 71.7 0.11 21.8 1.64 2.76
10: WGMQU-5 B 6358.5 --- 3.18 33.3 54.9 0.22 35.0 2.56 4.30

 
Sample ID Na2O

%
K2O

%
TiO2

%
P2O5

%
MnO

%
Cr2O3

%
V2O5

%
LOI

%
Sum

%
S
%

1: WGMQU-1 A 0.08 0.01 0.07 0.04 2.08 0.02 < 0.01 1.48 100.3 < 0.01
2: WGMQU-1 B 0.05 0.03 0.32 0.06 2.71 0.02 < 0.01 2.62 100.6 < 0.01
3: WGMQU-2 A 0.03 0.02 0.12 0.03 1.52 < 0.01 < 0.01 6.06 100.8 < 0.01
4: WGMQU-2 B 0.04 0.02 0.82 0.10 1.79 0.01 0.01 5.74 100.9 < 0.01
5: WGMQU-3 A < 0.01 < 0.01 0.04 0.03 6.77 0.01 < 0.01 2.90 100.3 < 0.01
6: WGMQU-3 B 0.07 < 0.01 0.06 0.02 4.87 < 0.01 < 0.01 4.65 100.5 < 0.01
7: WGMQU-4 A 0.07 < 0.01 0.02 0.07 2.02 0.02 < 0.01 3.43 100.5 < 0.01
8: WGMQU-4 B 0.02 < 0.01 0.14 0.05 1.80 < 0.01 < 0.01 3.54 101.4 < 0.01
9: WGMQU-5 A 0.05 0.01 0.04 0.02 1.18 0.02 < 0.01 1.94 101.2 < 0.01
10: WGMQU-5 B 0.03 < 0.01 0.12 0.08 1.50 0.02 < 0.01 2.41 101.2 < 0.01
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Sample ID fraction
weight

g

BulkDensi Specific
Gravity

Fe3O4
%

SiO2
%

Al2O3
%

Fe2O3
%

MgO
%

CaO
%

11: WGMQU-6 A 985.8 3.46 3.45 4.65 45.2 0.05 42.5 1.91 2.74
12: WGMQU-6 B 7284.2 --- 3.50 4.23 37.9 0.01 48.2 1.90 3.05
13: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-1 7884.4 --- 3.47 45.4 38.0 0.39 50.7 1.90 4.08
14: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-2 7099.8 --- 3.22 28.7 47.5 0.66 33.6 3.62 6.97
15: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-3 7899.0 --- 3.39 18.0 38.2 0.05 46.2 2.28 4.06
16: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-4 8394.8 --- 3.32 0.31 43.2 0.21 45.5 3.83 3.00
17: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-5 7141.7 --- 3.19 31.8 56.7 0.21 33.6 2.46 4.13
18: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-6 8270.0 --- 3.49 4.28 38.8 0.02 47.5 1.90 3.01

 
Sample ID Na2O

%
K2O

%
TiO2

%
P2O5

%
MnO

%
Cr2O3

%
V2O5

%
LOI

%
Sum

%
S
%

11: WGMQU-6 A 0.07 < 0.01 0.10 0.03 4.09 < 0.01 < 0.01 4.08 100.8 < 0.01
12: WGMQU-6 B < 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.03 4.02 0.01 0.01 4.24 99.4 < 0.01
13: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-1 0.05 0.03 0.29 0.06 2.62 0.02 <0.01 2.47 --- < 0.01
14: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-2 0.04 0.02 0.74 0.10 1.76 0.01 <0.01 5.78 --- < 0.01
15: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-3 0.06 <0.01 0.06 0.02 5.11 < 0.01 <0.01 4.43 --- < 0.01
16: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-4 0.03 <0.01 0.12 0.05 1.82 < 0.01 <0.01 3.53 --- < 0.01
17: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-5 0.03 <0.01 0.12 0.07 1.46 0.02 <0.01 2.36 --- < 0.01
18: Weight ratioed results WGMQU-6 < 0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.03 4.03 0.01 <0.01 4.22 --- < 0.01
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 Nicole Mozola, B.Sc. (Eng)
Project Coordinator
Mineral Services, Analytical
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 Data reported represents the sample submitted to SGS. Reproduction of this analytical report in full or in part is prohibited without prior written approval.  Please refer to SGS

General Conditions of Services located at http://www.sgs.com/terms_and_conditions_service.htm. (Printed copies are available upon request.)
 Test method information available upon request.
 


