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Abstract: To find out the metallogenic age and environment of Lunggar iron-rich ore deposit and its indication of regional iron
mineralization in Gangdese Belt, the petrogeochemistry, zircon U-Pb chronology, zircon Lu-Hf isotopes, and Ar-Ar dating of

phlogopite have been carried out. The results show that: (1) there are two stages of magmatism: Early Cretaceous granodiorite
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(116.3 Ma) and Late Cretaceous diorite (94.3—93.8 Ma). The “’Ar/*Ar isochron age of gold mica in the main orebody is 93.71+
2.96 Ma, indicating that the deposit was formed in the Late Cretaceous. (2) The diorite related to the mineralization is
characterized by low SiO, content (52.17% —55.32% ), enrichment of LREE and large ion lithophile elements such as Rb, Ba,
and Pb, and depletion of HREE and high field strength elements such as Nb, Ta, and Ti, which belongs to the High-K calc-
alkaline and metaluminous rock series. The zircon ey(7) is between 1.4 and 3.6, and the Mg™ index is very high (0.59—0.64),
suggesting that more mantle-derived materials are added to the ore-forming pluton, which has the characteristics of crust-mantle
mixing. (3) According to the ages of other iron deposits in Gangdese Belt, the iron mineralization can be divided into three stages,
including ~115 Ma, ~94 Ma and 50— 65 Ma. The Lunggar iron deposit suggests that it belongs to a new stage (L.ate Cretaceous)
of iron-rich mineralization in Gangdese Belt. (4) Compared with the multi-stage skarn iron mineralization in the Gangdese
metallogenic belt, it is found that there are obvious geochemical differences between the Lunggar iron ore-forming body and other
periods of iron ore-forming body. The intermediate-basic magma with more mantle-derived materials may be easier to form iron-
rich deposits than acid magma.

Key words: chronology; skarn type; iron-rich deposit; crust-mantle mixing; Lunggar; Gangdese; geochemistry.
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Fig.1 Distribution of major Fe deposits in the Gangdese belt, Tibet
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Fig.2 Geological map of Lunggar deposit
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Fig.3 Typical characteristics of intrusive rocks and ores in Lunggar deposit
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Table 1 Major elements (107%) and trace elements (10~°) of intrusive rocks in Lunggar deposit

B LORYT LORVTZ  LORNAS s a2 P2 65~50 Ma g™ 2 724 i
W INK A [ARNE=
Si0, 67.47 55.32 52.17 68.85 68.42
TiO, 0.61 0.98 0.98 0.45 0.53
Al,O, 15.50 14.60 15.38 14.61 14.72
Fe,O4 0.34 2.17 1.87 3.19 1.57
FeO 1.52 6.05 6.50 1.81 1.71
MnO 0.06 0.17 0.19 0.07 0.07
MgO 1.69 6.41 8.13 1.21 1.20
CaO 4.00 8.28 8.85 3.30 2.68
Na,O 2.77 2.09 2.34 3.46 3.21
K,O 4.57 1.81 1.69 3.24 4.46
P,Os 0.14 0.22 0.26 0.12 0.13
H,O* 0.89 1.53 1.27 1.24 0.83
CO, 0.17 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.08
LOI 0.96 1.01 0.67 0.93 1.46
TOTAL 100.69 100.73 100.40 101.31 100.76
c 2.20 1.24 1.77 1.74 2.53
A/NCK 0.92 0.71 0.71 0.96 1.00
Mg® 0.62 0.59 0.64 0.35 0.36
TFeO 1.83 7.98 8.17 4.05 3.11
DI 89.53 60.59 56.26 76.52 88.24
La 30.62 29.60 29.41 33.17 35.53
Ce 71.92 54.78 57.24 59.89 73.79
Pr 11.12 6.31 7.66 6.27 8.28
Nd 51.53 23.31 31.50 22.78 30.96
Sm 13.30 4.52 6.66 4.24 5.75
Eu 2.35 1.19 1.76 1.04 1.03
Gd 12.41 4.33 5.68 4.25 5.58
Th 2.05 0.74 0.85 0.72 0.85
Dy 10.67 4.19 4.44 4.32 4.72
Ho 2.06 0.85 0.85 0.88 0.94
Er 5.61 2.55 2.41 2.66 2.66
Tm 0.84 0.42 0.38 0.42 0.42
Yb 5.08 2.75 2.44 2.85 2.72
Lu 0.70 0.41 0.36 0.46 0.40
>REE 220.26 135.96 151.64 143.96 173.63
O0Eu 0.55 0.81 0.85 0.75 0.57
Rb 153.33 89.91 78.43 131.75 146.77
Ba 658.7 334.1 462.8 586.75 492.07
Th 10.84 7.67 9.15 16.22 21.80
U 1.74 1.05 1.19 1.75 3.48
Nb 9.26 6.38 12.49 8.50 12.99
Ta 0.63 0.46 1.22 0.77 1.16
Sr 235.9 321.4 425.1 258.00 391.56
Hf 10.4 4.5 7.7 3.39 8.42
7r 180.1 68.8 133.8 165.25 184.11

Y 54.43 24.38 23.09 27.34 26.50
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LGR-YT1 LGRYT2 LGR-YT3
B - - ~115 Ma kw5 7 ) E 65~50 Ma Bk BB -2 1
AE B TR N A
K 37974 15048 14 017 26 873 37011
Ti 3662 5844 5 848 2677 3190
Cu 4.34 53.31 13.41 3.44 13.50
Mo 0.22 0.27 0.63 0.48 0.68
Pb 46.98 87.81 98.48 50.80 45.22
Zn 46.98 87.81 98.48 50.80 45.22
Cr 7.27 367.60 393.50 7.80 12.03
Co 4.50 30.55 34.56 7.18 8.92
Ni 3.93 66.99 131.23 3.63 6.01

* :0=(K,0+Na,0)?/(Si0,—43) ; A/NCK=A1,0;/(CaO+Na,0+K,0) ;6Eu=FEu,/(Sm, +Gd,)*;Mg*=Mg?" /(Mg*" +Fe? (Total) ).
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Table 2 U-Pb LA-ICP-MS analyses of the zircon from intrusive rocks in Lunggar deposit
WTPh/#U H5ph/#U HTPh/#5U 2W5ph/#Y
W1 Th U Th/U
Ratio lo Ratio lo Ma lo Ma lo
LGR-YTI, £ N K
LGR-YTI1-1 384 389 0.99 0.122 6 0.006 8 0.0184 0.0003 117.4 6.2 117.6 1.6
LGR-YT1-5 178 236 0.75 0.1217 0.0103 0.0182 0.0003  116.6 9.3 116.2 1.7
LGR-YT1-6 210 297 0.71 0.1218 0.0099 0.0179 0.0004  116.7 9.0 114.1 2.2
LGR-YT1-7 369 345 1.07 0.121 6 0.0094 0.0183 0.0003 116.5 8.5 116.6 1.8
LGR-YT1-8 440 361 1.22 0.120 6 0.0079 0.0182 0.0003 115.6 7.2 116.1 1.7
LGR-YT1-9 259 302 0.86 0.142 7 0.0217 0.0183 0.0003  135.5 19.3 116.7 2.2
LGR-YT1-10 823 615 1.34 0.1217 0.0050 0.0182 0.000 2 116.6 4.6 116.4 1.4
LGR-YTI1-11 281 289 0.98 0.124 0 0.0138 0.0184 0.0005 118.7 12.5 117.6 3.1
LGR-YT1-12 217 237 0.92 0.1213 0.0114 0.0182 0.0003  116.3 10.3 116.3 2.0
LGR-YT1-14 217 242 0.90 0.121 6 0.0092 0.0182 0.0003  116.5 8.3 116.5 1.9
LGR-YT1-15 324 297 1.09 0.1215 0.0117 0.0180 0.0003 116.4 10.6 115.2 1.6
LGR-YT1-17 301 310 0.97 0.1215 0.0092 0.0182 0.0002 116.5 8.3 116.3 1.6
LGR-YT1-18 169 217 0.78 0.1219 0.0100 0.0182 0.0003 116.8 9.0 116.3 2.1
LGR-YT1-19 573 592 0.97 0.1196 0.0071 0.0179 0.0003 114.7 6.4 114.6 1.6
LGR-YT1-20 212 254 0.84 0.1200 0.0104 0.0182 0.0003  115.0 9.4 116.2 1.9
LGR-YT1-21 188 215 0.87 0.126 2 0.0338 0.0184 0.0004  120.6 30.5 117.5 2.8
LGR-YTI1-22 410 375 1.09 0.1215 0.0082 0.0182 0.0003 1164 7.4 116.5 1.8
LGR-YT1-23 203 225 0.90 0.120 8 0.0101 0.0181 0.0003 115.8 9.1 115.7 1.9
LGR-YT1-24 157 207 0.76 0.1227 0.0110 0.0182 0.0003  117.5 9.9 116.2 2.0
LGR-YT1-25 140 193 0.72 0.119 3 0.0130 0.0181 0.0004 1144 11.8 115.9 2.3
LGR-YT2, WK #
LGR-YT2-1 524 504 1.04 0.097 8 0.0073 0.0147 0.000 2 94.8 6.8 94.4 1.5
LGR-YT2-2 292 325 0.90 0.097 3 0.006 9 0.0148 0.000 2 94.3 6.4 94.4 1.4
LGR-YT2-3 475 493 0.96 0.096 3 0.0104 0.0145 0.000 4 93.3 9.6 93.1 2.4
LGR-YT24 407 405 1.01 0.097 7 0.0058 0.0148 0.000 2 94.7 5.3 94.7 1.5
LGR-YT2-5 452 435 1.04 0.098 1 0.006 0 0.0147 0.000 2 95.0 5.5 94.1 1.3
LGR-YT2-6 289 374 0.77 0.097 9 0.0076 0.0148 0.000 2 94.8 7.0 94.6 1.5
LGR-YT2-7 898 543 1.65 0.097 3 0.0053 0.0148 0.000 2 94.3 4.9 94.5 1.2
LGR-YT2-8 681 756 0.90 0.097 5 0.0050 0.0147 0.000 2 94.5 4.7 94.3 1.1
LGR-YT2-10 811 486 1.67 0.098 6 0.006 1 0.0148 0.000 2 95.5 5.6 94.4 1.3
LGR-YT2-11 593 696 0.85 0.097 7 0.0053 0.0147 0.000 2 94.6 4.9 94.3 1.2
LGR-YT2-12 1016 857 1.19 0.097 5 0.0040 0.0147 0.000 2 94.5 3.7 94.4 1.1
LGR-YT2-13 545 574 0.95 0.100 1 0.0084 0.0146 0.000 2 96.9 7.8 93.6 1.4
LGR-YT2-14 902 550 1.64 0.097 5 0.0050 0.0148 0.000 2 94.4 4.6 94.4 1.1
LGR-YT2-15 694 444 1.56 0.097 6 0.0075 0.0148 0.000 2 94.6 6.9 94.5 1.4
LGR-YT2-16 1835 827 2.22 0.097 5 0.0044 0.0148 0.000 2 94.5 4.1 94.5 1.1
LGR-YT2-19 548 481 1.14 0.097 4 0.006 3 0.0148 0.000 2 94.4 5.9 94.6 1.4
LGR-YT2-20 683 473 1.45 0.096 7 0.0059 0.0147 0.000 2 93.7 5.5 93.8 1.1
LGR-YT2-21 525 584 0.90 0.097 8 0.0053 0.0148 0.000 2 94.8 4.9 94.5 1.1
LGR-YT2-22 1444 2681 0.54 0.097 5 0.0033 0.0147 0.0001 94.5 3.1 94.3 0.9
LGR-YT2-23 766 813 0.94 0.097 8 0.0046 0.0148 0.000 2 94.7 4.2 94.7 1.2
LGR-YT2-24 1183 1655 0.72 0.097 2 0.0032 0.0147 0.000 2 94.2 3.0 94.4 1.1
LGR-YT3, WK #
LGR-YT3-1 417 259 1.61 0.097 9 0.0042 0.0148 0.0003 94.8 3.9 95.0 2.1
LGR-YT3-3 520 321 1.62 0.100 5 0.0075 0.0147 0.000 2 97.2 6.9 93.9 1.4
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2TPh /U 25ph/#8U XTph/#U 25Ph /5y
PSS Th U  Th/U - -

Ratio lo Ratio 1o Ma lo Ma lo
LGR-YT3+4 679 405 1.68 0.0952  0.0042 0.0146 0.0002 92.3 3.9 93.4 1.5
LGR-YT3-5 564 444 1.27 0.0994  0.0044 0.0148 0.0003 96.2 4.0 94.8 1.9
LGR-YT3-6 1041 829 1.26 0.0979  0.0035 0.0147 0.0002 94.9 3.3 94.2 1.3
LGR-YT3-7 415 298 1.39 0.0986  0.0039 0.0147 0.0003 95.5 3.6 94.2 1.7
LGR-YT3-9 522 370 1.41 0.0937  0.0045 0.0141 0.0002 91.0 4.2 90.5 1.4
LGR-YT3-10 1385 647 2.14 0.0935 0.0032 0.0147 0.0002 90.8 3.0 94.2 1.5
LGR-YT3-12 445 274 1.63 0.096 8  0.0050 0.0146 0.0003 93.8 4.6 93.2 1.7
LGR-YT3-13 700 412 1.70 0.1017  0.0045 0.0148 0.0002 98.4 4.1 95.0 1.6
LGR-YT3-14 509 345 1.48 0.0949  0.0041 0.0145 0.0002 92.1 3.8 92.6 1.4
LGR-YT3-15 452 297 1.52 0.0962  0.0049 0.0147 0.0002 93.2 4.5 93.8 1.4
LGR-YT3-16 962 577 1.67 0.0909  0.0031 0.0147 0.0002 88.4 2.9 94.0 1.3
LGR-YT3-17 373 252 1.48 0.1009  0.0059 0.0151 0.0003 97.6 5.5 96.7 2.1
LGR-YT3-18 814 475 1.71 0.1008  0.0042 0.0148 0.0003 97.5 3.9 94.8 1.8
LGR-YT3-19 1173 602 1.95 0.0989  0.0045 0.0144 0.0002 95.8 4.2 92.3 1.3
LGR-YT3-20 459 283 1.62 0.1045  0.0053 0.0148 0.0003 100.9 4.9 95.0 1.8
LGR-YT3-21 585 366 1.60 0.0952  0.0044 0.0146 0.0003 92.3 4.1 93.2 1.9
LGR-YT3-22 461 342 1.35 0.0982  0.0045 0.0149 0.0003 95.1 4.1 95.4 2.0
LGR-YT3-23 676 378 1.79 0.0892  0.0047 0.0149 0.0003 86.8 4.4 95.5 1.7
LGR-YT3-24 442 254 1.74 0.106 6 0.0058 0.0151 0.0004 102.9 5.3 96.7 2.2
LGR-YT3-25 589 465 1.27 0.0980  0.0044 0.0144 0.0003 94.9 4.1 92.0 1.9
LGR-YT3-26 358 280 1.28 0.0986  0.0054 0.0149 0.000 4 95.5 5.0 95.2 2.3
LGR-YT3-27 358 258 1.39 0.0984  0.0049 0.0143 0.0003 95.3 4.5 91.4 2.1
LGR-YT3-28 525 409 1.28 0.0969  0.0042 0.0145 0.0003 93.9 3.9 92.6 1.7
LGR-YT3-29 394 401 0.98 0.0977  0.0042 0.0147 0.0003 94.7 3.9 93.8 1.9
LGR-YT3-31 478 397 1.20 0.0964  0.0045 0.0148 0.0003 93.4 4.1 94.8 1.7
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Table 3 Hf isotope results of intrusive rocks in LLunggar deposit

WS (Ma)  WLo/HE  SYB/THE  SHI/YHI lo an0)  enl?) o vt From
(Ma) (Ma)

LGR-YT1, R IN K%
1 117.6 0.002 013 0.045 529 0.282 750 0.000 009 —058 1.6 732 1068 —0.94
2 114.1 0.001 805 0.044 129 0.282 719 0.000 011 —1.9 0.5 772 1138 —0.95
3 116.6 0.001 741 0.042 268 0.282 723 0.000 011 —17 0.7 765 1128 —0.95
4 116.4 0.001 359 0.030 877 0.282 738 0.000 011 —1.2 1.2 735 1092 —0.96
5 117.6 0.001 485 0.034 895 0.282 713 0.000 014 —21 0.4 774 1148 —0.96
6 116.3 0.001 072 0.027 998 0.282 722 0.000 011 —18 0.7 753 1128 —0.97
7 116.5 0.000 996 0.023 151 0.282 711 0.000 011 —22 0.3 766 1150 —0.97
8 115.2 0.001 493 0.035 584 0.282 749 0.000 010 —058 16 722 1068 —0.96
9 126.7 0.001 618 0.038 550 0.282 742 0.000 011 —11 1.6 735 1078 —0.95
10 116.3 0.001 516 0.035 213 0.282 717 0.000 011 —1.9 0.5 768 1140 —0.95
11 116.3 0.001 184 0.028 919 0.282 681 0.000 010 —32  —08 813 1220 —0.96
12 114.6 0.000 947 0.022 856 0.282 724 0.000 009 —17 0.8 747 1122 —0.97
13 116.2 0.001 153 0.026 934 0.282 708 0.000 012 —23 0.2 774 1160 —0.97
14 116.5 0.001 897 0.044 158 0.282 739 0.000 011 —1.2 1.2 745 1093 —0.94
15 115.7 0.001 456 0.034 804 0.282 716 0.000 011 —20 0.4 769 1142 —0.96
16 116.2 0.000 934 0.212 702 0.282 745 0.000 014 —10 15 718 1075 —0.97
17 115.9 0.001 374 0.033 068 0.282 680 0.000 012 —32  —08 818 1222 —0.96

LGR-YT2, N K%
1 94.4 0.001 065 0.024 814 0.282 765 0.000 014 —0.3 18 691 1043 —0.97
2 94.7 0.001 808 0.046 548 0.282 787 0.000 009 0.5 2.5 674 997 —0.95
3 94.1 0.001 052 0.024 469 0.282 771 0.000 008 —0.0 2.0 682 1029 —0.97
4 94.5 0.001 919 0.051 127 0.282 785 0.000 009 0.5 2.4 678 1001 —0.94
5 94.3 0.001 068 0.025 712 0.282 760 0.000 010 —04 1.6 698 1054 —0.97
6 99.1 0.000 845 0.021 332 0.282 790 0.000 010 0.6 2.7 653 984 —0.97
7 94.3 0.000 815 0.018 782 0.282 781 0.000 008 0.3 2.3 665 1007 —0.98
8 94.4 0.001 101 0.027 640 0.282 782 0.000 010 0.3 2.3 668 1005 —0.97
9 94.4 0.001 557 0.040 275 0.282 785 0.000 010 0.4 2.4 673 1001 —0.95
10 94.5 0.000 765 0.018 513 0.282 793 0.000 013 0.7 2.8 647 979 —0.98
11 94.5 0.002 458 0.063 302 0.282 786 0.000 010 0.5 2.4 687 1001 —0.93
12 107 0.000 774 0.018 516 0.282 808 0.000 009 1.3 3.6 626 937 —0.98
13 94.6 0.001 285 0.031 264 0.282 755 0.000 011 —0.6 14 709 1066 —0.96
14 93.8 0.001 081 0.025 561 0.282 798 0.000 008 0.9 2.9 646 970 —0.97
15 94.5 0.001 156 0.029 935 0.282 790 0.000 010 0.6 2.6 657 987 —0.97
16 94.3 0.001 323 0.032 217 0.282 789 0.000 009 0.6 2.6 663 991 —0.96
17 94.7 0.000 842 0.019 491 0.282 795 0.000 010 0.8 2.8 645 975 —0.97

H :end())=10 000X {{("HI/"Hf)s— (*Lu/"Hf)s X (e— D/ [(HI/ T H)enur, o— (Lu/1"HDenur X (e —1)]—1}. tpu=1/4 XIn{l+
[CV7SHE/VTH) s— (CSHE/VTTHD) by ]/ [C7 Lu/ TTHE) s — (CSLu/Y THD)pyll. towS=tpm— (tpm—1) X [(feo—
Frorn)/ (fee—Ffou) ] fron(TLu/TTHE) /(TS Lu/ T TH ) cpue— 1. H T, A=1.867X 107" a~(Saderlund ez al., 2004);(°Lu/"Hf)s Fil
(SHI/YTHIDs R BE I E 8 L/ T H D equr=0.033 2, (TSHI/"H)cyuk.0=0.282 772 (Blichert-Toft and Albarede, 1997); ("Lu/"""HI)py=
0.038 4, ("HE/"TH),,=0.283 25(Griffin ez al., 2000); (*Lu/"H)pen erue=0.015; fie="[(Lu/ " H)peun erue/ L0/ H) o] — 1 fou=

[(7°Lou/" H o/ (" Lu/ T H eno] — 1 2 45 43 45 i ]
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Table 4 "Ar/?Ar dating analytical results of the phlogopite from Lunggar deposit
. . ) . A +2c OAr(r) PArk)
B2 % Ar(air) STAT(Ca) BAT(CI) Ar(k) OAT(r) ! K/Ca +2c
(Ma) (Ma) (%) (%)
WOt g T = 0.014 653 52 + 0.000 073 27
3.5% 16.936 52 109.564 85 1.192 501 8 11431.797 3 357.802 7.77 +0.19 39.78 26.46 40.4 + 0.8
4.0% 11.763 75 78.111 40 0.698 180 2 8699.483 11 584.580 34.95 +0.22 76.63 20.13 43.1 + 1.1
4.6% 11.749 74 57.765 79 0.575945 4 6 825.008 12 868.444 49.28 +0.29 7850 15.80 45.7 + 1.4
5.2% 9.725 54 35.163 14 0.327 648 4 4095.457 8 487.223 54.10 + 0.38 74.45 9.48 45.1 + 2.1
5.8% 9.195 56 25.156 04 0.250 340 1 3 384.985 9 425.300 72.32 + 0.45 77.39 7.83 52.1 + 2.4
6.3% 6.630 20 15.657 42 0.172732 5 2 330.636 6 613.159 73.67 +0.47 76.91 5.39 57.6 + 3.5
7.0% 8.943 81 12.847 56 0.142 083 5 2 048.308 6 818.304 86.12 + 0.65 71.82 4.74 61.7 + 3.9
8.0% 11.627 56 8.618 53 0.113799 5 1718.415 6 286.448 94.43 +0.93  64.40 3.98 77.2 + 9.4
9.0% 8.486 03 5.962 75 0.085071 3 1040.074 3813.411 94.64 + 1.13  60.06 2.41 67.5 + 14.4
10.0% 5.036 62 4.705 48 0.073 941 6 517.877 1 897.500 94.57 + 1.38 55.77 1.20 42.6 + 8.2
12.0% 3.391 94 3.223 56 0.064 627 2 341.200 1251.758 94.69 + 1.36 55.26 0.79 41.0 + 15.1
14.0% 2.472 48 2.608 48 0.077 0359 222.441 819.414 95.07 + 1.68 52.59 0.51 33.0 + 12.4
17.0% 1.635 20 5.141 59 0.018 629 1 157.901 581.147 94.99 + 1.96 54.33 0.37 11.9 + 3.6
20.0% 1.450 74 2.014 61 0.000 000 O 128.310 474.092 95.35 + 3.28 52.24 0.30 24.6 + 15.5
25.0% 1.618 99 1.662 25 0.049 537 8 151.819 560.841 95.33 + 2.12  53.69 0.35 35.3 + 22.1
30.0% 1.121 08 0.701 43 0.019 130 6 112.679 407.913 93.47 + 1.64 5491 0.26 62.2 + 147.2
5 e SE LRGN AR RN 5 1 5 41 LA-ICP-MS U-Pb

50 NEHE=H%RTEHR

BEM IR A EZ 7 TR KK A L
b N N A 5 B 4K e 2 Y kg B
fil i ¥R B AW R AR L, (00K (Fe2)
i 15) T N 5 A B Al iR Az, 3 A R B TR
1B = A FIAE B N CA L R & A 3 BRI
(Fel). MR 45 %1 9 X & 2 A5 &5 A0 U-Pb 4F % (9 1)

AL 35 4F 8% 43 0 O 116.34+0.8 Ma (MSWD=
0.44) | 94.34+0.5 Ma (MSWD=0.06) #l 93.8+
0.6 Ma(MSWD=0.73) , Ifi 7 & (Fe2) £k 1 N
& = BEYAT/Y Ar S I AR 93.71£2.96 Ma, iX
—AEIE 5T XN A BT AR I 8 4 — B0, T L
DX 2 AT BT W 1 (PR 4 b T Ak R AE AT
I BERS IR R R MR % BE TR R A FAE X
I A YR B L 5 R bl b R B AW R Ak
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Table 5 Geochronology of magmatic intrusions and mineralization from major Fe deposits in Gangdese belt

IR WK it Xt 4 Mty 2 AE % (Ma) LR IR
RN ) AR K AE A #ifi La ICP-MS  JIACFE59.72+0.55 Gao et al., 2019
W HMkZ &R B )
e TR AT R 1z Bk Ar-Ar AR 59.2240.61 Gao et al., 2019
AR A La ICP-MS  IACF- 66.8340.72 ZENI R, 2011
Hal kAR L 2R B ‘ ‘ M
TR B i La ICP-MS A 67.4240.80 ZEI R0, 2011
nz
- WwRARY L& REY rfoRLRE AL B A A La ICP-MS  JIACF50.941.8 FEIp,2011a
Jnp WRANgkZ BT A IN KA i1 La ICP-MS A 63.440.5 {8145, 2013
A6 B A La ICP-MS  AF-1760.6940.98 WA, 2015
HIAE %] WrEMEZ &Ry PASIAR S A La ICP-MS  IAF- 58.6940.68 W45, 2015
e HEAAH Re-Os SRR £R AR 62.2840.66 %A, 2014
BERZRIER A i La ICP-MS I 116.340.8 AL
= INK A i La ICP-MS  JIACE794.4+0.9 A
G e Bk - )
N i La ICP-MS  JIACE793.8+0.6 A3
T AN R 4=t ArAr FEAE A 94.59+1.04 A
. B4 LasICP-MS A4 115.8+£1.8 &S, 2015
_ ) L e i Ak = )
Je ik W R ke i LaICP-MS A 112.6+1.6 FF I, 2011a
AL N K i La ICP-MS  ACEY113.6+1.2 FE i, 2011b
A WA AT A IN KA A LasICP-MS  MAECE#111.3+1.6 TEIE, 2019

ML, 27 G N R B R0 X (A i) & 7 5
(~116 Ma) I i 11 <t (~94 Ma) W 159 2k 1 i 15
FH, Hord~94 Ma i 54 78 53 5 399 &k i 7 v
FHEHE T (~116 Ma) 5 X 38k 2 H 1Y 2 e 3% 1
bR i R R IR A T (S I = B 7 R
(~94 Ma) 7€ X3 b i & & B, 8 F KR 0y — 9
B R L A

B T RS IR IR, 26 IR il 18 & B A K it
MY ERB IR, O A BIF 5T GO R BT, 33X 28 07 IR 1Y 8T B
FRAT LR S W . ~115 Ma #il 50~65 Ma(#£ 5).
~115 Ma W BR B IR 224 Je I 3% A0 855, 5
AH AR 85 47 U-Pb JINBCT- 24518 43 318 115.8+
1.8 Ma( &)l 5:,2015) F1111.34+1.6 Ma(F T i 45,
2019) , 3 B2 40 A 16 H A7 5= MR 1 H R R .50~65 Ma
WD IR 2 A NP0 H0E X8 B 2
B T R TR AR, 50T A OGS RS A U-Pb
EWS o BE Ar-Ar AR I R A BT Re-Os 4R 1% 28 b T
50.9~67.4 Ma, F & fii T 58~63 Ma ( 2= L #] 55 ,
2011; F £ 0 4%, 2011b; £°F 58 45, 2013; 4% %% 5%,
2014 ; Gao et al.,2019; T 45, 2019) , 3 B 40 1 78
[RE A R N N R L SR A T RN e S VAN I
b FRTE T ~94 Ma B BERS /R ER T IR, 2B E 4% X
JE M Bk R0 AR L E A 3 ] . ~115 Ma .
~94 Ma 1 50~65 Ma( & 9). R 4 P4 & [ 36 X i 2

BB IR R A 4 (2008, PR A ) P R A
A DB HL S B B e e R T X A BT 4 4 (2010,
P ER R ) CTE R A A X E T BRI X
JE A A% S A (2011, BB 45 ) 48 T AT, ~94 Ma
B OR & O s (BE A% R 2 TFe60.66 %~
62.67%) , ~115 Ma %k & JK Ik Z (JE Hff : TFe~
52%~60%) , 3% W 1 g i IR b A e e ER A I
M 50~65 Ma 8k W IR ¥ A8k 2 4 )8 0 K, 8k il 67 A1
AL (W B . TFex42.76%; ¥ & K| . TFex
55.27% ) ARAE AR A 55 £ 00 A A 0 (AR 4H ) o8 2 3R
IR AL TRV N
5.2 ERKE S 1ER R

B A% R AT DX A i) DN A R 3 1 S0, 3 it
1% (43 5 M 67.47 % F152.17% ~ 55.32% ) , 1£ B4 1A
KERTRMEAER NKER P hHEER H Y
TR A B TN K MgO Fil TFeO & 15 (40 51 0
6.41%~8.13% M 7.98%~8.17%) , K,O & & N
1.68%~1.81% , 43 S+ 8 FUAR (DI=56~61) , W # 1
w % LREE K& Rb.Ba. Th.U.Pb % K& T % f1 T
., 5 Nb. Ta. Ti.HREE% & m i %, )8 T 5
B T R AR T A R, A M R b A R AE
N B A A SRR T R A (2019) B S B A R
WX ~115 Ma il 3B =& K AE K A FAE B IN KA
TR T A A MR A 2F FRAE B 5T, & 3L S10, . K.0 |
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59.22 Ma/Ar-Ar Al 154 @ 65~50 Ma Ze(HrEEH) ™ (110)
. 94.59 Ma/Ar-Ar ™ .- Lt @ ~94 MakkHi™(11)
£ %'""'“'""~'~‘-‘-:::¥’§:-1-“'53M”3'PbQ'fSig'MagU.'pb """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" @115 MakkF"(D)
= L .
z .
s B
oeenn02:2 Ma/Re-Os
= T U634 Ma/U-Pb
#® 30° ,"’ """""""""""""""""""" EJ)J[].‘\ """""""""""
66.83.Ma/U-Pb 539 Ma/U-Pb g
g i
..................................................................................... I?j%o
1?; i
QH
29° i 5 Dl g

P9 R R R TE AR 23 A (B 51 A 2 5)

Fig.9 Formation time of the major Fe deposits of the Gangdese belt (data quoted from Table 5)

Na,0.ALO; MgO 4§ & &5 , TiO, . P,O; & # 1L,
J& T — S R A R RS AR L S
AR SCAE 5 TN A I 5 S R — B0 RS R X K
B A N K A i o8 %= Th/U A ok 6.23~
7.69, B & & F N #5E# Th/U H A& (6.00; Rudnick
and Gao,2003); La/Yb lL{ M 6.03~12.06, #iE T
W M5 B HOAE (R b 5E R 10,7, F Hi7Eh 5.3 ;5 Rud-
nick and Gao, 2003) . AN [\ 1) A 3R U8 X 2 A7 22 M1
HI A7 2 41 AL, — M IN R e (2) 15 AH U8 B 25 1A B A
B A7 %5 22 1) 2 D ) JoT SR B AR M S A T
enr( ) BN T B A AT o B 252 B 0 5 5 32 5 Ml o7 (52
R ICAE, 2007) , B IR AE 1 TN A RN 8 1 5 A
e (0) B2 TEAR, 43 500 728 4k 8 Fil 78 0.3~0.5 F 1.4~
3.6, Xt 7 Y B B B HI AR 28 AF 1 () 20 504 T
1 068~1 222 Ma #11937~1 066 Ma, 7% 1k 74 Fil %) %5
JIN U B A VR DX AT A 22 ) e VR ) I kR B 2 b 5T
VI . 53 iR S 56 5 A 2 a5 R KR A T o
P25 Bl 77 2R R Mg® << 0.45( Rapp, 1997 ), Mg i
K 0.50 T 35 BH A2 2 T 3 W B i A (5 46 T
85 ,2002)  BEMS RAE R IN K A RINK A BEA &
Mg" & % (0.59~0.64) | Cr (7.27X 10 °~393.5X
107%) Fl Ni(4.5X 10 °~34.56 X 10°°) & & , U H 2
N/ Cr NI & i i s (B 10b) , 8550 XA X N
KA R A B2 N AR B E 1R BEA% R
1RSIV A R E R A A B g
IR A FHE .

C A B R W], XS HT 4 ~115 Ma Bk i 45 K
FENBR KK A ALK NK S, SIO, &
AL T 65.58%~71.71% (-7 68.85% ) , v 45 4y
SR B (DI 4E R 77) & T v 45 55 1 1 v 4 T 9K
A, Mg 722 4k T 0.24~0.42(F- 44 0.35) , 85 £

B e (O M AE(—7.1~—2.1), BB B HIE R AR
1 (o) 728 46 K (1 157~2 200 Ma) (3K 5 25,
2010; F E 4%, 201 1a; I , 2015).50~65 Ma £k
W B R EBEAEKNKE KBRS A
B BE A4, SI0, B i A8 F 56.81%~78.05% (FF-
1 68.42%) , B4y AR EU(DIE-¥1{E R 88) , )& T i
B B M — B HEGR BT — 4R W) Bl T AR R
L Mg M 28 46 T 0.18~0.50 (- 44 0.36) , &5 £ 1Y
ene (O A FNTG By Bt HI B 204 18 (fome ) 28 1k 78 [
1 35 8 K (—9.1~+4.3;742~2 368 Ma) (2= i #
452011 ; T E M4, 2011b; 158 45, 2013 ; 4 B 45
2014; Gao et al.,2019). 5 ICAH LE , BEAR R A X AE X
DN 5 1 3R AL 27 R AE 5 XIS 72 ~ 115 Ma 8k B
W A AR B AR AL, E Mg™ (il RN e () BN AE— E 22
5t (K 10a, 10c) , BEA% IR DN 2 02 5 XD 37 4y 3
b 9 390 4k A AR ) i BR Ak 2 R AE X B B Y
25 ONEI A FoRF, KR = BB 5
IR X S B e IR A R AR, b ~115 Ma Al
50~65 Ma £k B 5 14 AT B R I8 T e i b 7 i
TR By (5K B AF 2%, 2010; T £ 0b 4%, 2011a,
2011b; £} 38 %5 | 2013; Gao et al., 2019) , i ~94 Ma
BRI 55 AT e SR R T 55 08 A HLAE . AR 4l Misko-
vi¢ and Schaltegger(2009) () HI [F] 3 28 A& $L 31 55 24
A5 B (8 R 57k % —=100— 100 X /.., X 8 811/
(12 761—foX (12 761—8 811)) ), H v £
(1D i (D manie) / (€116( ) crus = €118 manite) s €15( 1) mamte ™
18.8) , €4i( 1) = —20.5) , K Hr 47 = HA Bk L™ 7 1A
14 5 R BT R R 38 A (1 10d) , A A T 868 O B
Forh ~94 Ma Bk B 4 1 s (B4 {H 2 66.95%0) ,
50~65 Ma ik Z (¥} 60.73% ) ,~115 Ma f ik (1
B0 57.27%) . Bk IR X Ak EZONINK A,

t
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R 15 A A SE BHE B Zha ez @l (2011) sHou ez al.(2015) 57 $7 5%

=H HH

FEEHE Zhu et al.(2011). ~115 Ma £k 80 51k (Je 1 3% 75 %) %k

RG] A 3K B A5 25 (2010) 5 T E 0045 (2011a) 5 @ il 52 (2015) . ~65~50 Ma 2k 0 47K Cn 24 8 & S0 im0 4& XD % 51 [ 28 w8
Z2(2011) ; T ENEE(2011b) 5475845 (2013) s 4 5% (2014) ; Gao et al.(2019)

AR5 IR R RS R R IR I B A AR
AR —HO—15,2013) , 58 £ 1 IR B A KA
KEMBETRMIERE SRy EXEE, A0/
MgO & i .\ TFeO {6 Mg {8 Fl TIE W & &0, &=
K,O & # .K,O/Na,O fi .LREE/HREE {H . 4 & 1§
(DD WA F I BLE & #5555 R TR k£
LSBT .
53 REERTEX

MIEHT K BAKZ MR (ZEE)T IR, HER
TR HEZ AN, HoAh 1 R R Y oA 3 3] A B A
LR A7 AH X BRI . RS R AR IR R i AT — DL
B i S BE R TR (TFeA60.66 % ~62.67% ) , i R #1
R T K (5 R i 4 039 7 1), 38 A R A A i)
(~94 Ma) 7R HJ& F KR iy — W87 19 & 2k i
VB, BT A EL A A i ) 35 R 2 vy 1) g )R
DUHR R, X R AE 5 AT N C 81 ~115 Ma fil 50~
65 Ma P9I &k i 1E FH B A 7e W e 22 % 48 s i T
~94 Ma ] & 20 B 0 2l kR L A, BEAK R R

A 7 XD S e R Y e ) — BEAK IR LK, 3% X H AT
JE VY AR 0T R B b AR P 4 AT M B, BE RS R
~94 Ma W] & 2k B VB A 4008 AALE & T KUK B
AR T AR T 6 AE XIS A 1 A — R AR R
WX FHRFERAFET IREAEEZERAGEER
SC, AT LA — 25 Bl O 1 B — WA JR R BT e
5 5 5 T & TP A .
6 Z5ie

(DBEMRET IR EE TR KN
HOERINKE NKAES TR KA 2 3 fih
AL, Z B b A, S A RO R
SRR BLE  0 R ISR R B R A A Bk A
e (TFex~60.66 % ~62.67 % ) , & X Ji 37 i 4 #5¢
SR i B ARTK

(2) BEMS IR X AL 54 TN K 25 85 40 U-Pb i AL
YJAE I M 116.34+0.8 Ma(MSWD=0.44) , [N 7144
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A U-Pb IALF 24 4 % 2 94.3+0.5 Ma(MSWD=
0.06) 1 93.840.6 Ma(MSWD=0.73) , £ 1A 4 =
BEOAr/Y Ar ST LR AR I 4 93.71 +2.96 Ma, iR %
W IR F0 R BT e i, 5N KA M S5 4
DX 3 At A PR ™ IS ARG o DX 38 2k 1™ FH 40
E N =] ~115 Ma ., ~94 Ma 1 50~65 Ma; H
~94 Ma B8 IR J& T X JiC 57 45 80 — B 00 5 2k il
TEH .

(3)BERE IR ™ W N KA SIO, & #E K, 8 T
o B PR R AR T A A R AL A e (O B R IE
{H, Mg B A 55, 3 26 REAE 55 X1 G HrH JHL Al B 109 2K i
R ER N R SR TP =8 N R LN A S R A 0]
B M A, B e IR G R 5 A s MgO &
it TFeOfH Mg H R FIE BUE 28, M KO & it
K,O/Na,O fi .LREE/HREE{#i .43 48 % (DD #] T
TS SRR SR T E MR Z &Y, B R
W IX B 7 A 358 22 1 e T 400 T o N 0 S
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