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Abstract: In recent years, it has been suggested that a Grenvillian orogenic belt developed in the Tarim Craton. However,
associated magmatic and metamorphic evidence is absence. An orogeny provides massive detritus for the nearby basin, and hence
would be reflected in the detrital zircon records.In this study, seven Neoproterozoic sandstone samples were obtained in the Tieklik
area (Southwest Tarim) and the Qurugtagh area (Northeast Tarim), and studied through detrital zircon U-Pb dating. A total of
1 135 detrital zircon age data were obtained. In the Nanhua System, there are tillites in the Bolong Formation and Yutang

Formation in the Southwest Tarim. The maximum depositional ages constrained by the detrital zircon records are 693.2+3.3 Ma

BE&WHE : BEZE LRI H (No. 2019YFC0605501).
EEB N5 FIM1995—), 5 Wi AE , B NG A 37 5 i 2h 71 %05 . ORCID :0000-0002-5091-9029. E-mail: yiziyuan@pku. edu. cn
« BIRAEH BT A, ORCID:0000-0002-4981-8183. E-mail: zjguo@pku. edu. cn

SIAEK 5 T, B E S5, 5 A A, 2023, 75 HUA s i 28 5 ) M OMRORUR L2 B 7 ok B RE S B AR AR A I MR R, 48(4)
1405—1420.
Citation: Yi Ziyuan, Wei Guoqi, Guo Zhaojie, 2023.Did Grenvillian Orogeny ever Happen in Tarim Craton? Evidence from Detrital Zircon Chro-

nology.Earth Science,48(4) : 1405— 1420.



1406 HiEkF#  htp://www.earth-science.net 9 48 5

and 642.74-4.4 Ma, respectively. Therefore, the Bolong tillite and the Yutang tillite can be correlated with the Sturtian glaciation
and the Marinoan glaciation, respectively. Besides, previously published data were integrated to form a complete detrital zircon U-
Pb age database of the Neoproterozoic in the Tarim craton. It shows that the detrital zircon ages are mainly distributed in the ranges
of 700—900 Ma and 1 800—2 100 Ma, which is inconsistent with the age range of 980—1 250 Ma for the Grenvillian orogeny.
Besides, the provenances of the Neoproterozoic clastic rocks in the three outcrop areas, 1.e., the Aksu, Quruqtagh and Tieklik
areas, are significantly different. It indicates that there were more than one source regions during the Nanhua-Sinian periods, which
contradicts the hypothesis of a large-scale orogen across the craton. In brief, this study concludes from the detrital zircon records

that no Grenvillian collisional orogen developed in the Tarim craton.
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Pl a e b 2 B P b A ¢ R LA A7 VR 480 454 7 DO TR A 4 3

2 ARSIk

TE 85 BLR S HLIE (19 348 ool A Sk X, )
TE 5 b DX B 5 A AR IR RO 2 2 9E W B R (Zha
et al.,2011;He et al., 2014b; Ding et al., 2015; Wu
etal.,2018,2019; Vandyk ez al.,2019) , i Jig & i #%
#& Hi X (He et al.,2014a;Ren et al.,2020) F1 4k va B
52 i X (Wang et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016; Wu
et al.,2019) A ECHE W4 Ry A7 B, DAL AR R F 52 R %
XTI A M DX R AR R — R B BEAT BT X R SR
FE DAAR IS8 3% 1 3 LR v 38 T e oy A b )2 1Y 1
JB B AL SR

AW BILRET 8 A A, o 34
K H S SO B AR b X SE A% K T, 5 R B 2R e
e M KB 2N B T (D 3) . A T I S X,
QR19-3(87°47'50.0"E, 41°25'28.4"N) . QR19-4 (87"
47'37.0"E,41°25'35.0"N) ¥k H rg 46 2 b 3m i 41,
QR19-5(87°46'25.2"E,41°25'26.8"N) % [ % H & 4L
JEE FL R A . R Bk T L T X, XZ19-1(77°00'03.2"E,
37°08'00.1"N) . XZ19-2(77°00'38.1"E, 37°07'55.0"N)
A3 ISR H B R4l 2 BERn 4 By, XZ19-4(77°01'12.5"E,
37°07'45.3'N) R A W B P 4l , Xz19-7 (77°
01'33.1"E, 37°07'55.7"N) 5k A W ## 41 , XZ19-5(77°
01'41.4"E, 37°08'06.7"N) W >R H 7% H R JE /R K74l .

B AT 43 8 R TR B R R B T SRR A A0 W 4y
TEHE AR MR 55 A BR A A 58 k. e BT B AR B AR

W WIS e 8 i HO N R H R A B AR IS AR NN
THEAT PR o33 A B A A T BR ER B D O,
SR T B 05 T S DL K B R &6 (CL) B, AT
TE PRV A B 5E Ko A B AR 0 B A0 AT AR IS O B A
A 0 A DR e 5 9 A O S R, T AN R Sy T
A ArF-excimer ¥ #1 0 R 48 (36 [ ESIA | ) 1Y
Neptune £ % 32 1 I8 M & 5 85 1K 02 3% A (MC-
ICP-MS, 3% E ZE R WA R . R 0 5% o 07 50, 3
TR BE ) E AR 29 pm. I A Rk RE R R 3
3 NIST610 1F 2 T R £ 1E 1Y Sh AR, LA AR 1 85 A1
91500 P AL A% LA S A% TE [R) A7 28 43 1R AU g, o5 —
B85 41 Plesovice $EAE iy W45 H #F 8008 19355 A
Ab H# T Isoplot A & DetritalPy 5 Ff % 24 . A ¥k
W 5% T TR 20 IR ZE N A HE W RAFERN3
AN LL bR A7 AR I Y X Rk 2 o M 2 Y B R TR
AE#5 (Dickinson and Gehrels, 2009).

3 sk

A RBEST AL RS 1 192 M4E I Bd (1 4) , 4
ZH AR KT 5% 5 20 % 22 K T 5% B 5K
A RO AT 11354 (1 5) . R Z 8085 A1 Th/
U HAE AR R T 0.4, 8 oo i AR 85 4 Bk | Th/U [k
EE . UeAh , CL MR o 85 A0 9o KB P 4544
AT, BT s A R O A O R A



5 4 1 55U B HE K L 2 A PR R i L3 2 7 1409
76° 40" 77° 00 77° 20'E
[ kseassmmman [ esomassve zue
37° 20Nt I 5 e - i
e sea NS
B s []wz
S MR AL REES
[o o
37° 10"
37°05'
0
e —
(a)
87°00 88° 00 89° 00" 90° 00'E
41°45N°
0 30km
aeopf [wer ElTEEn
Bl lyesr [ |
o) O bren [EEleas [x [Rees

3 SRR b DX b 5 7 ]
Fig.3 Simplified map of sample area
a. 3 VG g ko HL s i X (Wang ez al., 201518 850) sb. 35 A AU 122 G 5 5% 3 IX (5 He ez al., 2014at&2k)

3 $RERMEXESEEERER LS

W 0 T BORARE i XZ19-1 FP E JE S5 4 AR IR 2
BLOY A 7E 686~876 Ma, Horp i AR 52 14 3 Jl g 41 - 3
{4 693.24+3.3 Ma, #8718 T 12 19 & K UTFLAFE i .
T3 D AR A BUTE 1 507~3 035 Ma Z [A], 78
1785 Ma il 2 578 Ma & j 2 4~/ {H . ik e 41 70 Bt
B b XZ19-2 1 J8 85 A AR 8 01 i AE vh, 29 80 %% 1)
BT H 4y A 7E 680~808 Ma iX — X [a] , W {E K
746 Ma. i B AR R Y 5 RS 41 BN 689.7+
2.7 Ma, FEIR ZWH NS “Brre s —2% . wha >
R AT AE IR 3 A AE 1 751~2 528 Ma 22 |i] .

T OHL P 41 RE G XZ19-4, DL K §OUE 4H RE A
X7Z19-7 4845 55 XZ19-2 A AL %) 5 8 % A 4F % 43 A
22 B4 IS R 43 AR 72 700~800 Ma X 8] P, H. 3 4

% 7E 750 Ma £ 47 5 0 il oo i AR S L B R — A
2.0 GaZc A7 WU I . 1 A B i b B AR R Y 3 g 1
B350 691.143.6 Mafl 642.7+4.4 Ma.

AR FE B RARGE TV A RIE R KR
20 P 1 S8 AT AR 2 157 AN RO TR oA 704
ot AR AR IR, 4 A 7E 721~898 Ma, I {5
826 Ma; Hi AW /M Bl 7E 1 131~2 918 Ma Z [d] , &
49 A B 9% 75 1 500~2 006 Ma By X [d] , I {5
1 715 Ma; A 842 187~2 324 Ma WY 4E %, 14 4
2 572~2 801 Ma WY AF-#% , TE B P > TR AT s 1
32 EFERERMRHERRBEHEAERSH

FEd QR19-3 fil QR19-4 % [ B 1€ Z Bl i 8
WA, HowE e R A B P A A fE 693~
868 Ma, 1 716~2 126 Ma, 2 270~2 831 Ma, A it



1410 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

o548 %

0.20

by
Wpp/ANy

ppy

ppU
Wpp/Ay

Mppy

ppU
WppAy

P4 PR B AT U-Pb AR 5% 8 A
Fig. 4 U-Pb concordia diagrams of tested samples

QR19-3 Hh 4k F+ J& P A~ 45 % IX 8] 1 %5 A B B &
M QR19-4 oo s A bl =% @i E, W
AN FE a1 g5 R AR AR I g ) & 711.943.9 Ma Al
715.3£6.8 Ma, 7E 1% 2 3t [l 9 — 3 . Bl 4y 38 74) 26 T3
B2 1 A B AE W 65644 Ma(He et al.,2014a) , F
T b J2 DU SO 4 TO S B 22 Ll s AR IR 0 Ol 7254
10 Ma(Xu et al.,2009) . A W& W 5315 21 19 e KUTFR
AT BN PR KA AR Z ) UESE T B A
VA LB LA F Sturtian vk .

FUEE va 2 ALRE f QR19-5 B R T 4 1 4F % 43 A1
5 QR19-4 AHBL . 2 BUAF W% 43 A 75 736~896 Ma IX.
] P, 3 W AR %l 816 Ma, f 4F % i &% 41 AR I8
671.8£11.5 Ma,fH H A4 X — 4448/ T 700 Ma. it
A ,1799~2 073 Ma Hl 2 265~2 749 Ma 4F#% X [a] 4
A b B

4.1 EHEEKRENERER

P& IR AU o B A XN B P I BT B O b [X
WFE AR B, B R TR 2 AR B L b )2 AR
fE 2R B & 38 58 3% (He et al., 2014b; Wu et al.,
2021) , {H 8% 75 5 4k 5w L 5 b DX b 2 AR AR —
S g, H Y — > G B ) R 2 U e A R WE A
R 40 DK Tt 2 5 3 ol AR oK B A ek I O 2R R
FECAEBT T AR E BRI ER S A b, A BRI 1 KB
UK NAEAS 8] B 52 Sz N B A 1 22 vk TR 5, R
ST LN RE K F 4 WO BB vk Y, 43 51 R
Kaigas VK (~740~735 Ma) , Sturtian vk (~717~
660 Ma) .Marinoan 7K ] (~641~635 Ma) #il Gaskier
VK B ( ~584~582 Ma) ( Xiao et al., 2004 ; Xu



5 4 55T TR/ <M HLAC i 22 7 3ok M B i 1135 30 7 411

XZ19-5 ! i i
n = 157 i i |
JEIRFR A : g ' : 5

: ‘ 0
XZ719-7 : | | i : 25
n=24 : ' : : :
FEAL : : ; : :

I . i . 3 0
XZ19-4 I ' I i I
n = 158 : : . ; H 10
PEYiiti | . i i i
XZ19-2 : ! ' ; i fo
n= 62 e ! : : :

| £ é el -
XZ19-1 I ! ! ! =
n =171 : ' ' : 10
Bl /U —ﬂ—n_'_'_‘ |
QR19-5 7 ‘ : ! 0

= 109 h ' o ' ! 10
FLEE TR A‘ﬂ:ﬂ‘{ ;
- e il WY D .
QR19-4 : 1 | : : |
bolin = L
i : : ! : :
Mﬂ : fj\m ﬂyv'?ﬂ.ﬂrn A o 0
aRio e : ; o
n =115 ' ' ' 10
| , N ) PP\ SV .
500 600 700 800 900 1 000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
% (Ma)
PS8k M Ve X 15 66 O REAR Ml DCORT T SRS A R B B R JE B 0 U-Pb 4R %
Fig. 5 Histograms and kernel density estimate curves of detrital zircon U-Pb ages from the sandstones in the Tieklik and

Quruqtagh areas

et al.,2009). Hrp 1E Ry gl vk 20 8 57 2 BAK P69 Stur-
tian K 1 F1 Marinoan 7K 31 #8455 K, H 78 A [\ 1Y 50
$ir 38 1) VE B A S5 5F 25 (Zhou ez al.,2019) , 7]
1 S 1l J2 068 Lo Y B AR 4 . B AT, I e 20 R0 R 3E A
14 T 391 K i o Xk I B K S8 A R 3 AN T 0 W
1o AR AF (2013) 38 0o 25 & i JZ 8 B RRY TS A5 A fF
5%, N R % 20 55 T 0 A ) oK s a3 I BT Stur-
tian 7K i Fil Marinoan vK i ; 3 8} J8 5% (2013) 3 F 1k
2 WAL T8 £ (CTA) X HE L TA S 3 PR 393 vk st e 43 ol B
BT Marinoan VK 1 #1 Gaskier 7K # 5 1 Zhang ez al.
(2016 ) D03 4sk 7% J 425 A0 B9, A O 3k R 38 K ik o 17
XF N Kaigas 7K ] il Marinoan 7K 1] .

AYCHEFE R, B e AR 2 A R (XZ19-1,
XZ19-2) B fix K UL AR % 20 9 690 Ma. i bk 45
(2013) 1 Zhang ez al.(2016) #BXF i o 20 00 4 47 3
TR )8 £ A U-Pb AR 3, At 41145 21 /9 5 4F B i A
R IIAE 750 Ma 247, iX —4F % 5 Kaigas oK DL &
Sturtian 7K &R R 23 AH R AR S (2013)4Y
W T 17 W A 0 AF S, B 12 0 R T8 e

WA B E 85 7 s Zhang et al. (2016) % 3 e 41 ) 5
ASFE AT 0B B AR SE, 3 i RS T 64 RN 61
ZH B A AR DR B BN AT R R B — S AR Y 2
I3 1Y 2 (Vermeesch, 2004 ) . A< YAIF 58 19 35 B s 2
W I e 20 1 U0 AR 4K R T Kaigas vk, 7] B & 78
Sturtian 7K ] . 4> BR VK i 75 90 s B9 X LG A 5 B OR
Sturtian 7K 1 77 %1 43 R P9 A4S B Be, a3 IR IR T4
717 Ma 125 690 Ma(Zhou ez al.,2019) , 1fi % J. 240 1)
VKA 5 I BT 55 2 B B, AT 5 AR 8 Tl S X L
I IE 20 AR (XZ19-7) thdc 4R 28 3 T8 A0 1Y 1 1 48
Iy 642.74 4.4 Ma, fUF T R 5 410Kt 4 19 fe K UL
FUERS , 5 Marinoan VKA A .

T 14 T8 B A AR IS HORE R 8 B R UTRRAR %, 31
W A7 A H A X N 7 8, Gn SRR BE 4R T
Gaskier 7Kl , 55 642.7 Ma W UTFL T BRIFAF & . H
S EIR R SR A ST AR AR AR R A R E
8l W), A 45 Hubeisphaera, Fuschshania , Michys-
tridium , Pseudodiocrodium 45 , 10 F &5 #b 2 v W] 3%
AR BUAH DG ARy (S 55, 1989) , 45 7 Wi 3 41



1412 HERBLSE  hitp://www.earth-science.net 548 %
A P R 5 5
0 0 7 0
-
400 m ﬁ 200 m A 200 m
B K
5
584~582 Ma o 0l6=6Ma' 61555Ma’ R
F([j ————— i
EDA ——
]
7L
ieie =TT [
[ <642.7 4.4 Ma
I 6564 Ma ﬁ
Marinoani{j XZ19-7
640~635 Ma — 642.7+4.4 Ma
&
S <689.7+2.7 Ma
« % - i XZ19-2
725+10 Ma 689.7+2.7 Ma
<693.2+3.3 Ma
)
XZ19-1
—— 693.243.3 Ma

E—
Bk
]

fy ks
v

o

|

M ree

A

6 3% B TERE A [ 8 Sk DX BB el S )2 i
Fig. 6 Stratigraphic columns of Neoproterozoic in different areas in the Tarim craton
B R A 1. He ez al.(2014a) 5 2. Xu et al.(2009) 5 3. Xu ez al.(2013b)

N AR AR R (B SCH BR R 2 BLgE, T AR AR R ABTT
Jo XN B AR AR R ). DRI, I A oK e L RE FR
FE A BT Marinoan vK 3 . AH N L, B T3k e 4l 5
3 20 2Z 1R AE AR KO DT AR Y 5 T PG 40, I e 2H
HAE R & R IE LT B LAY Sturtian 7K (141 6) .
42 BEEBEARHNBREELH IEMHKE/RIIELL
iE3h?

s MO 2K 1 113 (Grenville Orogen) J2& b it [T
S AR SR R Y 3 LU 2 — R S RS AR

IR 1 LAY 2 38 97 18 K Bl 1 T 3 R AR 3 (B4 r
F Il #E Rodinia K Bifi 5 A 2 B v 55 0 At i B & AR
i — i 98 T2 7% A A 3 1L L A G A b 36 KB 1Y
R, — 4 BB A R Ll B B T
FAE L U 2 A i — R A AR — RS
BRI T RO AR B A 2 i Ay, o
FE AN (B AR R 0 S T oG AR KO R DI S 80
S5 K Bl R 38 4 (Rivers, 2015) . 5 5 — i 389 A= AU %
11 (Elzevirian 3& 111 #5 , ~1.245~1.220 Ga) 45 K J5 |
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Bl B S B3 4 W 0 A o A S T — AR R
T, 43 B Bk 4 Shawinigan 1] (1.19~1.14 Ga) , Ot-
tawan ] (1.09~1.02 Ga) Fl Rigolet # (1.00~
0.98 Ga) , H: " Shawingian #}] /& Elzevirian 1] 3% /= #4
L SR AE 2 e R BB T LA e g AR
H A B AE 1) Ottawan 3] Fl Rigolet ] #4 1 J2& 95 18 K
ili 5 7. T b w78 4 i — Bl A 9 A 7, B R A
BB RS MROEUR 3 1L (Rivers, 2015) . B 25y
ATFEIL IS, PO B R AR v 22 L X — A fif 3] 25
VO HF5E N L AN, 0 B b B 58 7 FR Y Sunsas i 1
i L % 1Y v S Y Sveconorwegian 1 1A AL 2
& AR IR & 1A B — 3 43 (Bingen et al., 2008 ;
Santos et al.,2008).

SR A L A% MR R 38 LU R A S A AN TR
T2 B2 Iz A, 7 I [A] 5 25 (8] ]2 24 M . A )i, AR
8 U A% MR R W13 11 4 (Grenvillian orogen/
Grenville—age orogen) "k £ ik X Fiz fh iy & X, LA
57 B SR AR R L A X A R R
— ULy PE I 5 | R i 3 AR R 3 e e R Al A
AU 1l HCJR) A e ] T B AR, G H 2 0 E AR
ARS8 56 3 I, AR ME R Al 1 1 Ll B B 5 ARl B B
X A3 FF A, B A o B AR A2 45 T — IR R 2L ) 52
A e, PRI AR 22 I i A bRl 2R B8 25 Elzevirian 1 A7
Shawinigan 4 & H v . o5 — J7 10, 55 16 KBl £ Ro-
dinia A8 K i 1 2 PR BB TR AL E (Li ez al.,
2008) , M & B T Rodinia # K il 5 & 13 72 59 4% O
R T LA 5 B Rodinia #8 KBl 384 10 AR R,

PR I A AR K B 38 1 AR 22 B4 BV 46 #E Rodinia 8
Bt 3R A ak B O A 1 L ORI S b A AR
Ja R 3 3 1L A 45 2R 7 % (Fitzsimons, 2000) L K
F] W (Cawood and Korsch, 2008) . fE /5 (Li et al.,
2008) 4% vi $738 PIBEIA 5 Rodinia i#8 K it A 47 56
(9 — 5B oo A T L R AR AR R B9 3 1 is
B — i) H R AL 5 55 S, B4R 7R Rodinia #8 K bl (9
A LR b Y Bl — i il 48 3 132 B

EHEBM TR AR ER O RO KRN
TR RS A B, n e AR Uk RIE 9 A9 3 1 B HiE L A5 31 56
ASHE Y 5 288 S JE 85 A1 1Y U-Pb 4 8% B dls (%
1) X SR A 5 1 ISV R B PU AL RS AR ALy 3
53k DX R AR RO HUR AT DU 3 BLOR B 38 B
JC T AR B A U-Pb 45 i 4 A3 6 57 2 1 A IR
HARE R, 31X LRI A B PR A AR IR 15 - 700~900 Ma
() 0%, A1 1 800~2 100 Ma [ R I (& 7).3 159 4~
AEIE V& 7E 700~900 Ma Ry X 8] Y, o5 B[4 59.7 % 5
1 091 AN 4E#A 4b F 1 800~2 100 Ma Y X [8] , /5 & 44
[ 20.6 %6 . Jorp 7ty Tl £ 4 4T % 05 1T RE S B T RS L
AR T 38 X RF AR LY R it 2R e R (X er al.,
2013a; 3 F PR, 2020) AHH oo b AR A9 4R i 0 B 32
B AR 06, TR BB 55 AT AT 8 K i 3 A AH 56 1Y 42 Bk
PE I LU S5 PR 0, SRR E B T A% bR R R 1 3 L
RS Z A W L 2 ) R LT B S A A
R AT L )4 G, B 24 1.25~0.98 Ma By R%JE &5 £
itk

Rodiniaie A il Gondwanak KKt T
‘ l N ; it k250
| iy 3 i
! o, N B .
] I ‘ I o
B A 8
| 1/ N | |
B A M ]
600 700 800 900 1 000 1 100 1 200 1300 __--1400
EIY (Ma)
| BEBUR SR T e [ 500
| =5 288 ; | | -
| | AR R A | e
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GRY )

7 B HUK SEALIE BT T SRR B A1 U-Pb AR I Y SRS T
Fig. 7 The overall distribution of the detrital zircon U-Pb ages of the Neoproterozoic in the Tarim craton
MR 9155 32 A 300 3 LA 9 I 5 B B8 2315k A Rivers(2015) Al Meert(2003)
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P& FLOK 5 7 38 BT 00 o SR AR A R B AR IR
Sy 5 P N A KR AW A (Wu e al.,
2022) JFHB T ARBEAEEKEE-ERRR
BF R IR DO, DU W R R ik 1 v
A, B TR i A O 0 Il Al R U R B A
P4 A 4% 4 A AT DS M R B R i E AR B %

I3 B SRR B4 M B3 s v 2D R bR R R A
SRR B 3 AT RE S R T S ol i A 4 SO A
FH 0 oA T o A5 B4 Y B SR AR R R 4 L T 2 TR
A A OGP URAE S DR LA
25 E , BB HLR v 137 38 A I B AT K A M AR i 2R 38
A

®1 BEARHEHRTHEREESESD U-Pb ERHELS

Table 1 Summary of detrital zircon U-Pb age data of the Neoproterozoic in the Tarim craton

&k X AR FE S 2= HURE S &y R R
10W07 PN L (TR A 77 He et al.,2014a
10A03 i 3t R AT T 5 4 87 He et al.,2014a
10A04 piN RS oA | 74 He et al.,2014a
WSL4 I e A s 2 79 Lietal.,2015

—_ Y37 i 3t R A L e 4 86 Wu et al.,2018
07A-33 PiN ERTE O] 57 Zhu ez al.,2011
07A-34 piN- RSO aT| 60 Zhu et al.,2011
SA19-5 I i B A v 2 149 Yiezal.,2022
SA19-7 I A AT L vE 2H 148 Yietal., 2022
YN19-19 iR TE AR 146 Yietal., 2022
YN19-16 PV e 146 Yietal.,2022
YN19-21 JUIR S v 126 Yietal., 2022

R 10W06 JUIR S8 v 76 He et al.,2014a
13A01 JEIR A o4l 73 He et al.,2014a
Y-YB1 JUIR 9 vi 91 Vandyk ez al.,2019

B e, 75 b X YR-1 TR LA 80 Ding et al., 2015
15A14 X4 61 Luetal.,2017

10WO01 X4 70 He et al.,2014a

10W05 KR4 70 He et al.,2014a

QE-3 A= 62 Ding et al., 2015
YN19-18 KR 116 Yiet al.,2022

10W04 HCE WA 73 He et al.,2014a

QE-2 LrE s 75 Ding ez al., 2015

MR 10W03 AR TG BATHL ve 20 79 He et al.,2014a
YN19-13 7 15 B 4 v 4 121 Yietal., 2022
YN19-27 75 77 140 110 Yietal.,2022
YN19-9 PG 7 Ll 41 124 Yietal.,2022
YN19-6 75 J5 L 4H 152 Yietal., 2022
YN19-5 [y iEl 164 Yietal., 2022
QE-1 iy piIEEl 46 Ding et al.,2015
Q72 [ iIE:) 83 Wu et al.,2018
KL-24 KR AL 92 Ren ez al., 2020

REE KL-20 Rtk 78 Ren et al., 2020
KI.-37 FLEE s fE 4 100 Ren ez al., 2020

i 5 8 4 QR19-5 FLEE s ft 4 109 A3
QR19-3 ] 8y 32 ¥) 2. 115 A3

—_— QR19-4 ] 8y 32 ¥) 2. 114 A3
11K24 ] 8y 328 ¥) 2 40 He et al.,2014b
11K26 ] 8y 328 ¥) 2. 77 He et al.,2014b
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g1
kX EIR Ffwh 5 b iR e B S 5
10K07 Iy 51 e 1) £ 93 He et al.,2014b
6. 512 K " 10K09 Iy 5 e 99 4 73 He et al.,2014b
11K19 UL P 76 He ez al.,2014b
09DPL25 DU SCTG 2R 81 KB 4F L 2011
R X719-5 PEIR R e 157 A3
X719-7 iR 249 A3
X5 [5E 101 Wu et al.,2019
2013TRO8 e L 4 69 Zhang et al.,2016
X719-4 SR 158 A3
X719-1 BT 21 171 A3
B v L ol X R X719-2 W T 4 62 A3
X3 e e 4 96 Wu et al., 2019
2015D27 W e 64 Zhang et al., 2016
2015D28 W 61 Zhang et al.,2016
X1 TR 81 Wu et al.,2019
10TK-75 1 50 B v g s R 96 Wang et al.,2015
12TK-14 6 98 T g ) v B 67 Wang et al.,2015

55— 1, 7S TR 52 47 38 P, Rodinia #8 K il
A A I S B A — R (Li ez al., 2008) , AR
A BLOR TR R S A AT RE TE B 1 R I A S
AT Bl — Bl Rl B 2 ARER T Rodinia #8 R il (9 B 4
it 4 52 BWE (Zhao et al.,2021) 70 IAR 4 7R3 HLOK
XFE— /NP A R AR A — A B B s hE
BT LA BN B A SR E YRR S DR
BEYPUR. 3 LAl 00 A E A A [ TR, SR
i 188 S DX (BT 5 I b X/ 28 65 o 35 46 b IX /K e L o
H X)) AT B AC (R 4R /52 5L ) K G 3T 19 B o 28
(E18), SR 5 B T A [R) 88 3k X [R) s AR b 23 1) 1 TS
B AT A3 A 00 ARARURR BB ke 0 BT 395 LR o i 3 7
B AR AR — A KA AR N G — Y
TRt

Bl 5@ I M IX g A F RS A A 4E I 4R R AR
800~900 Ma X [a] , W A 7€ 850 Ma 72 47 , H.4F % 5l
U 850 Ma R BOMHR . I B v 5 A% Hb X 37 o ol AR
ATAFE IS AR T R AR % B2 TP AE 750~850 Ma Z 1], 4
B0 811 Ma, H HAZ %5 BEAG Tl 28 2 0 25 . [
JE 6 v B b X R A R A R R R AR — il e
A AR R OB ST U A Y AE 1 967 Ma AN
2 587 Ma 1 W A~ 4F iy g B v L o 1l X (1Y) R AR R AR
Ji8 5 A1 AF I8 o3 A v 8 oe i AR AR I 0 E — 2P ) AR 5%
7 B 5, 4 7E 720~840 Ma, I (B 4E % 762 Ma,
%2 ik T P 4 B AE I A Bk o L 5 b X R AR AR

W AEAEFR 5307 Kb A — i oot AR S 5 4, o
I F HA A X2 ]

B e 3 b X 52 L3R 0 B DS B A AT I8 081 A
A F B AR I 18, 4 S FE 730~900 Ma 1 1 700~
2 100 Ma; 8 A W A4S W2 19 4 0% 16, 43 93l #E 570~
730 Ma #1 2 100~3 100 Ma. i & 55 15 k% M X 5% H &
TR Ji8 45 A AF 07 1) 43 A1 DX J] 55 ] e 93 il DX A AR,
B H ol RS A A 7E 720~870 Ma
DXIR] A, BT 2 1 B A 2 253 A 78 1 800~2 050 Ma [X.
] Pk v B o b XA HL AR A A IR AT R
XZ19-5, HAr A ffiE e ik

Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S ) f&#; K 9 A~ 43 1 2
a] A5 L) #2 B /) — B O s (Vermeesch, 2013) , &
14 26 36 AR 2 2 SRR AR (FE ) ok B Rl — AN HER 43 A
(VEIX ), 4 p{E/NTF 0.05 0, M 7E 95% B EAFE T
S 0 BB AS ST, BT AR AR (R ) oK A R[]
() AE % o3 A (UR X)) 76 6 L Al b, 2 4 1 5E b
(Multidimensional Scale, MDS ) ¥ #£ 7 [a] (19 A#H bl 2
JEE AT A AR SRy 2 ST TP ) B IR e ) R AR Y
AL M (Vermeesch, 2013).

K-S 42k ) 25 5 R, 34 8 3k X 1 B 1 R
Jo& 45 41 53 A Z 18] p {H ¥ 3 /N F 0.05, 78 B &R 2 4n
(3% 2) . X IR E , AS 7] 58 Sk DX [R) B AR 7 i 2
ANTR] B U8, 33X 54 5 5 B B AT R i 4 A A i
1) A% % Ak T b 2 DL B TR 22 S AR AF O MDS
fiff At R W, AN [m] 6 Kk X g A R B i 1 0 O 5 A A AT
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n = AP SR CRE B0

*2 AEMREMREREBHEE U-PbFER2HK-STXER

Table 2 K-S test for detrital zircon U-Pb age spectra of coeval samples from different areas

Ppa
K-S g

BITOHR MR FEGIEMBEER SO EE R

BIsEor B EEITEHREER  BOUHEEAER

BT 32 9 7 1 B — 0
R SRR F R AR 0.331 69 —
B L v g R AR 0.503 64 0.333 00

[RP NS E A - -
PR v M LR - —
B YO RE B R - —

- 0.129 33 -
- 0.260 42

0 — —
0 — — _

0.000 19 0
0.000 51
0.190 68 -

Z IR B WK Y DX 43, ok TR — A b DR R 2y
ZH B — A DX, DX PN A B A T X e ] A
At I PR B K R LR R R Y XA TR R R R
3 AR SRA IR IX 43 (181 9).

AR RO B B S E A5 1 25 R AR R A a6
2, W HAE 820~870 Ma & A= T il — Bifi lf 8 51 i Y
KA 11135 30 (8 15 Zhao et al., 2021) 6 7= A K
) 820~870 Ma 5 1 , I H iZ i 1L 4 25y B A s hir
30 TR DX AR A A TR R 3 LR o 7 38 oS oy A Y

3 L ER Sk DX HUA ) 5 g b DX 1Y) e AR R R
A7 4 % 4E v AE 800~900 Ma, 5 i A I 42 1% 114 fif 1
o NN TR s i K A TS I N N P A R [
“IE LR R e g L T Bl R Sk X e R S
Ol TN N T - S P i e A Y = s N N O R 7
LU HR =R R IR, 25 7 B L AR
A R TR B A0 SR T AN SRR ES BLOR v R aE 4
ik DAt — Bl Al 48 Sy A 3 00 4 RORLUR 9 3 12 g ik

— R,



5 4 1 55T TR/ <M HLAC i 22 7 3ok M B i 1135 30 7 1417
(a) 08F ()
0.6 ° L
° ° o 0.6 .
0.4+ o ©
010 ° 04 b A
0.2 o e \ 02} ° °
& o © o2 o - o g
2 oof ° S 0of ° °
o o © °
-02 F g o S -0.2 |
o® ° °
° -04
_044 -
R R o o o . .
= k= o (= o
il , ©o 0.6 . &
L 1 I I I I 0.8 b I 1 I I L I
-0.75 -0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 -06 -04 -02 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Y YERz1
O AR ST RS A% B o By HLn AR o [l g S5 AF
® &I AR ® By Lk ® [ e B
PO A [m] b X [w) Ak AR & 3 1 5 47 U-Pb 42 i 4347 (19 2D-MDS [
Fig. 9 2D-MDS diagrams for detrital zircon U-Pb age spectra of coeval samples from different areas
5 Z5ig v31i1/005

(DA LA-ICP-MS J7 i, % 6w 55 4% Hh X 1
Bk e B T M BT e B AN RD AR L AT T R
A7 U-PhiE4E, 3018 7 1 135 1N R 8 55 4 4E 0, &2
B4 A 4E 700~900 Ma #1 1 500~3 000 Ma ¥ 4> IX.
] Py

(2) 38 33 5 45 A A0 i A5 21, 55 74 R Ok e 41 Fn
T 38 241 K st A A9 B R UT BLAR % 49 1) J& ~690 Ma #ll
642 Ma. i BLAE I, 9% T 4008 B T Sturtian 7K 9 , R
P I W T Marinoan vk .

<3)@1?%%9@%@1@&@%%#%@}?
B A A B P A3 A SR A A I 0 —
700~900 Ma [ 3 U , i AF i DX [] A F 4% RO 7R ﬁﬁ
AW 2 E 5 —4 1 800~2 100 Ma A ¥k 1%, n] fE
SRR AR L it 2R A 1 e

(4) 35 HUA v i A [R] #2 Sk DB ot i 5 049 4 IR
XA 3% 22 5, LR p e A X S AT R ik
[El A A TR R T ARl DR ST N /R i

R I8 5 A W LT A MR EUR AR 8 VE B A o #%
A 390 3 L 3 30 % LK T A Y R AN B
A BRI AT RAMK IR E RSN

References

Bingen, B., Andersson, J., Soderlund, U., et al., 2008.

The Mesoproterozoic in the Nordic Countries. Episodes,
31(1): 29— 34. https://doi. org/10.18814/epiiugs/2008/

Cawood, P. A., Korsch, R. J., 2008. Assembling Australia:
Proterozoic Building of a Continent. Precambrian Re-
search, 166(1/2/3/4): 1—35. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.precamres.2008.08.006

Chen, H., Lin, X., Cheng, X., et al., 2019. The Late Neo-
proterozoic Sedimentary Sequences in the Yutang Sec-
tion Southwest Tarim Basin and Their Tectonic Implica-
tions and Hydrocarbon Perspective: Insight from Basinol-
ogy. Precambrian Research, 333: 105432. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.precamres.2019.105432

Chen,H.J., Wu,C.L.,Lei, M., et al.,
Implications for Neoproterozoic Granites in Kekesayi Ar-

43(4):

2018. Petrogenesis and
ea, South Altyn Continent. FEarth Science,
1278—1295(in Chinese with English abstract).
Dickinson, W.R., Gehrels, G.E., 2009. Use of U-Pb Ag-
es of Detrital Zircons to Infer Maximum Depositional
Ages of Strata: A Test against a Colorado Plateau Me-
sozoic Database. Earth and Planetary Science Letters,
288(1—2):  115—125.  https://doi. org/10.1016/j.
epsl.2009.09.013
Ding, H. F., Ma, D. S., Lin, Q. Z., 2015. Age and

Nature of Cryogenian Diamictites at Aksu, Northwest

et al.,

China: Implications for Sturtian Tectonics and Climate.

International Geology Review, 57(16): 2044—2064.

https://doi.org/10.1080/00206814.2015.1050463
Fitzsimons, 1. C. W., 2000. Grenville~-Age Basement
Provinces in East Antarctica: Evidence for Three Sep-
arate Collisional Orogens. Geology, 28(10): 879—882.

https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(2000)28879: gbpiea



1418 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

o548 %

>2.0.co;2

Gao, L.Z, Guo, X.P., Ding, X.Z., et al., 2013. Nanhuan
Glaciation Event and Its Stratigraphic Correlation in
Tarim Plate, China. Acta Geoscientia Sinica, 34(1):
39—57(in Chinese with English abstract).

Ge, R. F., Zhu, W. B., Wilde, S. A., et al., 2014. Neopro-
terozoic to Paleozoic Long-Lived Accretionary Orogeny
in the Northern Tarim Craton. Tectonics, 33(3): 302—
329. https://doi.org/10.1002/2013tc003501

Gu, P.Y., Ji, W.H., Chen, R.M., et al., 2020. Petrogene-
sis of Neoarchean Ananba Quartz Diorite Gneiss in
Southeastern Margin of Tarim: Implications for Crustal
Evolution. Earth Science, 45(9): 3268— 3281(in Chinese
with English abstract).

Guo, Z.J., Yin, A., Robinson, A., et al., 2005. Geochro-
nology and Geochemistry of Deep—Drill-Core Samples
from the Basement of the Central Tarim Basin. Journal
of Asian Earth Sciences, 25(1): 45— 56. https://doi.org/
10.1016/}.jseaes.2004.01.016

Guo, Z.J., Zhang, Z.C., Wang, J.J., 1998. Sm-Nd Iso-
chron Age of Ophiolite Belt in the Northern Margin of
Altun Mountain and Its Tectonic Significance. Chinese
Science Bulletin, 43(18): 1981—1984(in Chinese).

Hawkesworth, C., Cawood, P., Kemp, T., et al., 2009. A
Matter of Preservation. Science, 323(5910): 49—50.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1168549

He, J., Zhu, W., Ge, R., 2014a. New Age Constraints on
Neoproterozoic Diamicites in Kuruktag, NW China and
Precambrian Crustal Evolution of the Tarim Craton. Pre-

44—60. https://doi. org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2013.11.005

He, J., Zhu, W., Ge, R., et al., 2014b.Detrital Zircon U-
Pb Ages and Hf Isotopes of Neoproterozoic Strata in the

cambrian Research, 241:

Aksu Area, Northwestern Tarim Craton: Implications
for Supercontinent Reconstruction and Crustal Evolu-
tion. Precambrian Research, 254: 194—209. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2014.08.016

He, Z.Y, Zhang, Z.M., Zong, K.Q., et al., 2012. Neopro-
terozoic Granulites from the Northeastern Margin of the
Tarim Craton: Petrology, Zircon U-Pb Ages and Impli-
cations for the Rodinia Assembly. Precambrian Re-
search, 212/213: 21—33. https://doi. org/10.1016/].
precamres.2012.04.01

Li, Y.J., Sun, L.D., Hu, S.L., et al., 2003. “Ar-*Ar Geo-
chronology of the Granite and Diorite Revealed at the
Bottom of Tacan 1, the Deepest Well in China. Acta
Petrologica Sinica, 19(3): 530—536(in Chinese with
English abstract).

Li, Z. X., Bogdanova, S. V., Collins, A. S., et al., 2008.
Assembly, Configuration, and Break-Up History of Ro-
dinia: A Synthesis. Precambrian Research, 160(1—2):
179—210.

Li, Z., Qu, N.S., Chang, J., et al.,2015. Precambrian Evo-
lution of the Tarim Block and Its Tectonic Affinity to
Other Major Continental Blocks in China: New Clues
from U-Pb Geochronology and L.u—Hf Isotopes of Detri-
tal Zircons. Precambrian Research, 270: 1—21. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2015.09.011

Lu, Y.Z., Zhu, W.B., Ge, R.F., etal., 2017. Neoprotero-
zoic Active Continental Margin in the Northwestern
Tarim Craton: Clues from Neoproterozoic (Meta) Sedi-
mentary Rocks in the Wushi Area, Northwest China.
Precambrian Research, 298: 88—106. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2017.06.002

Ma, S.P., Wang, Y.Z., Fang, X.L., 1989. The Sinian at
North Slope, Western Kunlun Mountains. Xinjiang Ge-
ology, (4): 68—79(in Chinese with English Abstract).

Meert, J.G., 2003. A Synopsis of Events Related to the As-
sembly of Eastern Gondwana. Tectonophysics, 362(1—
4): 1—40. https://doi. org/10.1016/S0040-1951(02)
00629-7

Rainbird, R., Cawood, P., Gehrels, G., 2012. The Great
Grenvillian Sedimentation Episode: Record of Supercon-
tinent Rodinia’ s Assembly. Tectonics of Sedimentary
Basins. John Wiley &. Sons, Ltd., Chichester, UK,
583—601. https://doi. org/10.1002/9781444347166.
ch29

Ren, R., Guan, S.W., Zhang, S.C., et al., 2020. How
did the Peripheral Subduction Drive the Rodinia Break-
up: Constraints from the Neoproterozoic Tectonic Pro-
cess in the Northern Tarim Craton. Precambrian Re-
search, 339: 105612. https://doi. org/10.1016/j. pre-
camres.2020.105612

Rivers, T., 2015. Tectonic Setting and Evolution of the
Grenville Orogen: An Assessment of Progress over the
Last 40 Years. Geoscience Canada, 42(1): 77—124.
https://doi.org/10.12789/geocanj.2014.41.057

Santos, J. O. S., Rizzotto, G. J., Potter, P. E., et al.,
2008. Age and Autochthonous Evolution of the Sunsas
Orogen in West Amazon Craton Based on Mapping and
U-Pb Geochronology. Precambrian Research, 165(3/
4): 120—152.  https://doi.  org/10.1016/j.  pre-
camres.2008.06.009

Tong, Q.L., Wei, W., Xu, B., 2013. Neoproterozoic Sedi-
mentary Facies and Ice Age Division in the Southwest

Margin of Tarim Plate. Scientia Sinica (Terrae), 43(5):



5% 43

55 U < 35 LA R 2 A e L3 B 2 1419

703—715(in Chinese).

Vandyk, T.M., Wu, G., Davies, B.J., et al., 2019. Tem-
perate Glaciation on a Snowball Earth: Glaciological and
Palaeogeographic Insights from the Cryogenian Yuer-
meinak Formation of NW China. Precambrian Re-
search, 331: 105362. https://doi. org/10.1016/j. pre-
camres.2019.105362

Vermeesch, P., 2004. How Many Grains are Needed for a
Provenance Study? Earth and Planetary Science Let-
ters, 224(3—4): 441—451. https://doi. org/10.1016/j.
epsl.2004.05.037

Vermeesch, P., 2013. Multi-Sample Comparison of Detrital
Age Distributions. Chemical Geology, 341: 140—146.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemge0.2013.01.010

Wang, C., Liu, L., Wang, Y.H., et al., 2015. Recognition
and Tectonic Implications of an Extensive Neoproterozo-
ic Volcano-Sedimentary Rift Basin along the Southwest-
ern Margin of the Tarim Craton, Northwestern China.
Precambrian Research, 257: 65—82. https://doi. org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2014.11.022

Wen, B., Evans, D. A. D., Wang, C., etal., 2018. A Posi-
tive Test for the Greater Tarim Block at the Heart of Ro-
dinia: Mega—Dextral Suturing of Supercontinent Assem-
bly. Geology, 46(8): 687—690. https://doi. org/
10.1130/g40254.1

Wu, G. H., Xiao, Y., He, J. Y., etal., 2019. Geochronolo-
gy and Geochemistry of the Late Neoproterozoic A-—
Type Granitic Clasts in the Southwestern Tarim Craton:
Petrogenesis and Tectonic Implications. International
Geology Review, 61(3): 280—295. https://doi. org/
10.1080/00206814.2017.1423521

Wu, G.H., Xiao, Y., Bonin, B., et al. 2018. Ca. 850 Ma
Magmatic Events in the Tarim Craton: Age, Geochem-
istry and Implications for Assembly of Rodinia Supercon-
tinent. Precambrian Research, 305: 489—503. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2017.10.020

Wu, H.X., Zhang, F., Dilek, Y., et al.,, 2022. Mid-
Neoproterozoic Collision of the Tarim Craton with the
Yili-Central Tianshan Block towards the Final Assem-
bly of Supercontinent Rodinia: A New Model. Earth-

103989. https://doi. org/
10.1016/j.earscirev.2022.103989

Wu, L., Guan, S. W., Ren, R., et al., 2017. Sedimentary
Evolution of Neoproterozoic Rift Basin in Northern
Tarim. Petroleum Research, 2(4): 315—323. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ptlrs.2017.03.004

Wu, L., Guan, S. W., Ren, R., etal., 2021. Neoproterozo-

ic Glaciations and Rift Evolution in the Northwest Tarim

Science Reviews, 228:

Craton, China: New Constraints from Geochronologi-
cal, Geochemical, and Geophysical Data. International
Geology Review, 63(1): 1—20. https://doi. org/
10.1080/00206814.2019.1700399

Xia, B., Zhang, L. F., Du, Z. X., et al., 2019. Petrology
and Age of Precambrian Aksu Blueschist, NW China.
Precambrian Research, 326: 295—311. https://doi.org/
10.1016/].precamres.2017.12.041

Xiao, S.H., Bao, H.M., Wang, H.F., et al. 2004. The Neo-
proterozoic Quruqtagh Group in Eastern Chinese Tian-
shan: Evidence for a Post-Marinoan Glaciation. Precam-
brian Research, 130(1—4): 1—26. https://doi. org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2003.10.013

Xu, B., Xiao, S.H, Zou, H.B., et al., 2009. SHRIMP Zir-
con U-Pb Age Constraints on Neoproterozoic
Quruqtagh Diamictites in NW China. Precambrian Re-
search, 168(3/4): 247—258. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
precamres.2008.10.008

Xu, B., Zou, H.B., Chen, Y., et al. 2013a. The Sugetbrak
Basalts from Northwestern Tarim Block of Northwest
China: Geochronology, Geochemistry and Implications
for Rodinia Breakup and Ice Age in the L.ate Neoprotero-
zoic. Precambrian Research, 236: 214—226. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2013.07.009

Xu, Z.Q., He, B.Z., Zhang, C.L., et al., 2013b. Tectonic
Framework and Crustal Evolution of the Precambrian
Basement of the Tarim Block in NW China: New Geo-
chronological Evidence from Deep Drilling Samples.
Precambrian Research, 235: 150—162. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2013.06.001

Ye, X. T., Zhang, C. L., Wang, A. G., etal., 2018. Early
Paleozoic Slab Rollback in the North Altun, Northwest
China: New Evidence from Mafic Intrusions and High-
Mg Andesites. Lithosphere, 10(6): 687—707. https://
doi.org/10.1130/1732.1

Yi, Z.Y., Guo, Z.J., Wei, G.Q., 2022. A Two—Stage
Plume-Induced Rifting in the Neoproterozoic North
Tarim: Evidence from Detrital Zircon Study and Seismic
Interpretation. Tectonophysics, 838: 229503. https://
doi.org/10.1016/].tect0.2022.229503

Zhang, C.L., Ye, X.T., Zou, H.B., et al., 2016. Neopro-
terozoic Sedimentary Basin Evolution in Southwestern
Tarim, NW China: New Evidence from Field Observa-
tions, Detrital Zircon U-Pb Ages and Hf Isotope Com-
positions. Precambrian Research, 280: 31—45. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2016.04.011

Zhang, Y.L., Wang, Z.Q., Yan, Z., et al., 2011. Tectonic

Formation in

Setting of Neoproterozoic Beiyixi



1420 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

o548 %

Quruqtagh Area, Xinjiang: Evidence from Geochemistry
of Clastic Rocks. Acta Petrologica Sinica, 27(6): 1785—
1796(in Chinese with English abstract).

Zhao, P., He, J. Y., Deng, C. L., etal., 2021. Early Neo-
proterozoic (870— 820 Ma) Amalgamation of the Tarim
Craton (Northwestern China) and the Final Assembly of
Rodinia. Geology, 49(11): 1277—1282. https://doi.org/
10.1130/g48837.1

Zhou, C. M., Huyskens, M. H., Lang, X. G., et al., 2019.
Calibrating the Terminations of Cryogenian Global Gla-
ciations. Geology, 47(3): 251—254. https://doi. org/
10.1130/g45719.1

Zhou, T., Ge, R. F., Zhu, W. B., et al., 2021. Is There a
Grenvillian Orogen in the Southwestern Tarim Craton?
Precambrian Research, 354: 106053. https://doi. org/
10.1016/j.precamres.2020.106053

Zhu, W.B., Zheng, B.H., Shu, L.S., etal., 2011. Neopro-
terozoic Tectonic Evolution of the Precambrian Aksu
Blueschist Terrane, Northwestern Tarim, China: In-
sights from LA-ICP-MS Zircon U-Pb Ages and Geo-
chemical Data. Precambrian Research, 185(3/4): 215—
230. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.precamres.2011.01.012

Bt Hp 32 B % STk

MRELAS, Ak, Sk, %, 2018. FE Pl /R 42 bl e Bl 52 554K 37
g6 i ARG B A R IR B b B R S M ER B AR 43(4):
1278—1295.

AR, FROEEE, TN, 4, 2013, hE B B R R
BLVK 1 B L 2 X L M ER S IR , 34(1): 39—57.
SEEPH, TScqk, BRBLUT, 45, 2020, 85 HUR H B AR R 2 K
AR R A B DR R S 4 R B X il e v A 1

Jaus . HIERBLSE, 45(9): 3268—3281.

AN, KB, TEHE, 1998, BI/R 4l db g g 4 4 iy
Sm—Nd %5 I 28 45 i Be H ok i b i 3 . Bbepam 4z, 43
(18): 1981—1984.

ER, INVIETE, WIEEY, 45, 2003, 35 UK 5 2 1R
AL 4 N KA I CA-TATAE R TR L A A R 19
(3): 530—536.

IHES, VEER, FEE, 1989, IR Slidb B 0 & . #
ST, (4): 68—79.

W e, DL, R4, 2013, B HLACHR B v w2 oc A AR 0
FUAH A0 ok 1 %0 4 . b B OBE S Hb BR BL 2, 43(5):
703—715.

KR, Totl, FEIEE, %, 2011, 6 v B K I e i AL
DU SCTG 2 f R 3 PR O R S MR AL 2 IR AR L S
f4,27(6): 1785—1796.



