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Fig.3 The aeromagnetic AT contour diagram and tectonic division in the Tarim craton
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I B 1 E A b X e g SR AL A A L S
= s B ST = F RN B Y
25 S F O A B 1Y KR R A AR % 1 SR i E R
DRIHE (K3, 5 - BLARTEH RS,

B A AR A ROE B 3 B AR 2 P IR LR
HEFEEWRHS W RET 1.96~1.91 Ga KB A
(Pl 3~4), n] fig & Lty oo i AR AE i 5 R 32 1 1 kg
ol RN R, M A R MIR T R E
1.96~1.80 Ga &3 4, &l oo by AR i W iy 1 — ke
P, T REAR R T ~1.90 Ga g b 1S B A M Bk 114
PEA 5 ~1.80 Ga B & M KB R A S 4 (Wu
et al.,2020). 3% % il 546 7 B B 235 1 v o fy i S
WA IEAE R T AR i B B R g —
FORAR AT REIE AT A6 L B KGR A . 28 B IR
T T 5T A3 HT, RS L AR K R R W R L e s
HEARARPE AL 5 — 3 B AR AR B
22 FBHEMEEIR

Wi fe 5 A, B LK Al B i R AR AR BRI DA
553 R A T AR A T X R R RS T YZ A3 A B R
X (BB Y64 , 2012; Yang et al.,2018) . f1 T8 = %
A 5 AT AR T R O R AR R IR B
Bif 18] 43 17 K (Zhang et al., 2013).

T AE G RN CE B S R B A U-Pb I AR B
5%, 220\ 3 K 4 b 8 — A8 3 ISP i 830~

700 Ma I [H] . %] A7 3 48 2 B 5 5 W B o AR A SR AR
%, FEAEEPI AR A UGR (K@ 45, 2014) . —J2
B] 52 5 5 T U ] LT 750 Ma, 29 AR IR
B 1) 35 2 33k 5 20 i 2 I 8 K i 24 AT G (K % AR
252012 5K M4, 2014) 5 — 2 BT T8 IR W A A b AR AR
J A & A AE 750~700 Ma, 42 X B R 8 il 0 38
TSP Y (Zhu et al. ,2011;Ge et al. ,2014) ;
— & 830~790 MatF AL —Fg K 1L 5 b3 HLUR 1S AL
W 7= 8 (Wu et al., 2022). BT sg 95 BEfE sk 5T
T I8 i A7 R 3R 15 29 850 Ma ., 7 800~820 Ma Y 4E
i 0 i, 5K i 3k 45 25 820 Ma 1 & {H , Zhu et al.
(2011) 387525 780~800 Ma FIE(E . L 4b , 75 g 15 HL
A B 25 DX 3 i 9 I 40 R A8 R i A A
F| T 25 780~800 Ma W {H 1 14 Ji5 B A1 48 I (2= £ AL
420213 Zhang et al., 2022) , 574 B ¥ 1L BT
A AR b 2 A M R (Zhang ez al., 2016). H
U Ay B, AR T kIR T R s U0 B R EOR R
780 Ma, 2% Jit = {1 & A 1) st [R] 4R BT RE B 780 Ma.
Zhu et al.(2011) DL e /INRE B 45 A1 4F i ~730 Ma
B ) 5 A T R4 % A R ER B R AT RE A (BB AN 5 £
TR J 4 A WG A2 0 30KG J3E ) 52 g, [R] B R R AT S 40
P Y 52 W, AR I (E AN — 2 ME 5 (Zhang er al.,
2013; 5K (45, 2014 ). [A] B}, Bof o0 95 b X L AR H A A
RS RNN QTR SEERI a8: Y = A R Y R P oY e el
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AR Y 750 Ma i 5 % i1 J& . 88 K Bl i AH OC Y
AR (W ez al.,2018) . 3X 55 43 M PN 3B & A< b Hi X
24 750 Ma 1y 24 4516 3l — B, i 224 B 30 [ 43 A A FR
(K 1a) , J¥ WL 4> 7 b 1) 728 53 A AT B P AR /)N . TR
By e 5 55 R A R T A B o B O W) 5 AH (He
et al.,2014) 9 AT BEPE AN K, — J2 Bl 5w O F 5 2R
&0 I JBUAT B 5 BE Y A M A 22 LA, T U
] f) 4 1 PR B8 AR TR (W et al., 2018) . 53 4b , 15 &L
AR L v FF A& DL 24 850 Ma K 92 Jit K i o T2 W IR
) VBT B TR, AN ] 1 B e 9 3 LA 24 800 Ma gk B Jit k.
B SRy 0 Rl 20 G O LR Al DL B ] e s B
R IR A G SR B AR B R Y 1]
A= BLBA DO AR TS AT B S RE 0 25 5w i R A i e
TR U 5K A 45 (2014 ) Xof BT 5 5 Fif o 56 1 2 8% 1)
B K 3R 15 29 760 Ma 1Y 4F %, 5 Zhang et al.
(2009) 45 21| 19 Ficdls — 20, Hoah A BA U 0 k5
W4k Y B S AR S H A SR AR SR TR R A
BT 5. 7 A ) P S B ) A I RIS B R B A U
P 4 % XF B 5 75 F A2 BT FH & A2 i I ] 42 1 R
WA (B EE MR SRR R R
B 9] Ly B ] 3 AR BR %2 7E 24 750 Ma(Xu ez al., 2009,
2013b; 8B )% # 45, 2012, 20165 Wu et al., 2019,

2021).

25 TR M LRI RE R I T I R BB 22 O B T
AR A A A X, AR BT R IR R AR AT LB
il 75 29 780~750 Ma, A Hij 7 48 20 JE J 1Y 48 — 72 ot
SR (FE4), mT B e A 40 2448 10 1 IR w4 A G
23 FEkER

FE3E B S b AR Pk, bt A S — R AR R
A 8 TV AR A &, A9 o i AR A i B AR
B BLZR A i U R A OR[N TR (5 ok AR
2012).

WHIE R W], 7R e B A 1T A1 20 R A ek KR A
iz 3l , Ar-Ar [7] 07 F WAF 4 B 3 B 7E LA R
~420 Ma & E — B3 K RUBAL 1 — S P, OF 1 A
T AE Y CBR G RESE , 2012) . 15 15 B 4k v L o b [X 725 Jo
FREE KW (B 45, 2007) , S L — PRIt
1) 3% BLOR B B R 2k & AR R — Bl Al i (440~
380 Ma) F 4, iy Az 38 ik 5 57 2 ) A2 AR OB
BRI A7 % F2 )2 (0788 JBE A 43 AT B 2R 4 b IX A 1 i
T 25 460~420 Ma 728 o7 F 4 (R 8 45, 2011) , 7]
fiE 5 B 7K 42 VE B ORF o — P 5 A G . 38 LK 48 b g
W8 B A0 U-Pb 48 75 1 5 638 B HIL 19 /T RS
6 42 800~760 Ma [ 1 i — S /1 (Wang er al.,
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Fig.4 The geological map of the crystalline basement in the Tarim Basin
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2015; Zhang et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2019) ,) 2 k&
HHI AR A TA R LRGP, 7R R R B A T
R RATTENS, IS TR W 2 A BE R, T g
IS o A R B R 1 v — TR T B, O T
A R R AR R

Zr L prad , mg b B K b AR BRSO R
FiIC A 1.9~1.8 GaPf 5 T8 gt — i 35 BLR Al e
i N R TR AT P S T A
H AT Z e W KR R ] 780~750 Ma JE il 4t
— WY 7R T BRI , TE AR T B kS 1 7 A B AL AR T SR Y
TIMER A MR S5 KA TS B s
We , JE 52 2% 110 78 o BRI 45 4 (181 4) .

3 oo AU i M

LA A RE TR, B BRI S T 4 950~
900 Ma,850~780 Ma.760~720 Ma 1 670~610 Ma
B e A E I B (| 1) AR 23 8] 40 A6 E, 950~
900 Ma [ %5 3K 1% 2l & A= 7 85 K 4 [, 850~
780 Ma [ & 3K % 2l W) J A ) B ERLOR P AR A
760~720 Ma [ K B S A 28 35 BLR A, O R
B A (Xu et al.,2009) , 25 670~610 Ma
140 3 2 25 S 00 sl 32 o T B B R b R P AL A RS

201

Bifi Jo 2 7 (5 B e A TR

N TR A L AV S S 1S
BT A, B s AR AR B A 2 L A X 92 5A
B EM IR (HREE) B, &M Lo
(LREEs) Fli , %% & %% o6 & (HFSEs)Nb, Ta, Sr,
P f1 Ti(Zhang et al., 2013; Ge et al., 2014 ; Xiao
et al.,2019;He et al.,2019) . 76 ¥y & F 50 & -, JLF
A AR &30 T O SICR S 3 A L R 200 T
B2 F Wi B 38 (W er al.,2021) , 500 oA 56 4538 4 —
XSS R S T B4 A (& 1), AT g
5 W B IR ZE K BUCA R AE A O RS
A1 (830~610 Ma) LA b Bk £k 27 1 [ A5 1k 45 K i 7 Bt
LR A T R R O Bl P A R B
(Xu et al.,2009,2013a;Zhang et al.,2013) . fH )&, &k
BEFR — MEE R A A (820~735 Ma) B A A Xt
LREE #9-F-#1 REE 82X, B i ) Nb. Ta.Sr.P F1 Ti
M5 R e (o) 8 (1~ —11) F1 8 & 1 %)
16 ¥Sr/*Sr HAK (0.706~0.710) , 3 B J2& 52 b 5¢ ¥ 5t
15 U 1 5 0 e A 6 1 X R A FRAE (Chen et al.,
2017). 3% SEAR I A /AR 1) R A% T — B R B T A
A1 55 R G A A OGS A A — 2 A S R X
A BRI 2 B 2 R (Wu et al.,2021).
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Fig.5 Plots of &,(7) versus U-Pb ages of 1 100—500 Ma detrital and magmatic zircons in the Tarim craton (after Wu
et al.,2021)
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Gt e KW (Wu et al., 2021) , 85 H K g B
1 100~500 Ma %% 1 # e (2) {H7E —46.4~+14.43
2 la) 5 B0 AL A A AR 4k (BT 5) e (O fEH 7E 1 100~
800 Ma £ W it T P& i ¥, SR i £E 760~600 Ma &2 3
TR X B e, () B A AR fh R 0T BB S e TR A
b5 B b A B I AR Ak, T R HA 3 B b 5 i
T VR 3 5 T3 n A B3 WY T A= b e AR R,
3 i s A T R ART v AR G vl o I e AR kg R Y
b 7 > 5 5 4G 0 K R vh R G v b XA
PR BT Bk 3G I — 3% (Wu e al., 2021). % F 780~
750 Ma 5 SUE T A0 ol 3 A 8 108 LR B B 4
— i 75 J IS, 800~760 Ma 1 ¥ & %% 4 1 (Wu
et al.,2021) n] BEATS AL T i & AR w3 (181 5) , i e Aff
S A R AR T CRIVRS 300 b ) 51 & T R A 22 K Bl
FEEVER A B, B ELOR F MR e AR R R —
Je SRS ) A i B B R 20 FE 760 Ma, 12 4 1 )
N 243 760 Ma (1) % 3t J& 308 A Bl 24 £

L5 R R R BT, B B AR R B T AR &
760 Ma % 4 193 1) i J — J JRUORT ofo A4 325 5 [l i AR 22
B JEJR S TR 5 I LS SO R R AR R KR A
23 g Al e gl g A AL TS 2 2 e A AL

4 ool AU i Ak

RGO HORE E LR M s AR & T Yy
760 Ma % 46 S B 1 J'e — Ji5 4000 o AL 3 E [l 9B W 1
T2 R 20 A8 I, OF Bl A S O ol O R T s h A
P2 2 L AL (R 6, BT 7).

e NS 2 el i s e o U e STV A N
(1 050~1 021 Ma) %5 f1 U-Pb 4 % ¥t #& (Zhang
et al.,2013) i & A 5 % il Je W8 K Bl 10 3 9
& MROBLR 1 111528 Bl A 6 . (H K BB AT I (10 K5 B 1 (75
P EE I ELIX 86 5 A ol = 1 Bk Ak 2 K40 ok el W HE A
T . RRE R R O RS & ) rhooo ol AU B A i
At 3 TR AY 950~900 Ma AR 2 1H , 18 A
k5 % 3l Je S K Bt 19 8 5 3R A % (Zhang et al.,
2013;Xu et al.,2013b) , H &% W 5 3 06 B S 55 , i
IEE ) RS0 NPTEI = & i 28 7 31 S Nt s | o | S R
908~903 Ma % L1 77 43 A1 48 715 IFF 1 AH OC Y 12 SR B
(He er al., 2019) , B /K 45 #b IX i 5% (19 2 940~
900 Ma I 4E 4 5 2 [) B B fige B o 48 75 37 2 K Bl 4
Zx(Wang et al.,2013) , 3L FEHE B Ml He U307 o0 1 A%
B A B A R b AR A, 950~890 Ma S UFI
SRAAE 1 5 2T fig 5 % il Je W R BRI A 1

AW FE N R i 2E R 2 i b Rl 5 8 BLOR Bl B g
i N — 1K (Huang ez al.,2017) , 1% 5 970~780 Ma
o R i AR SR b v L is B — B0 (Ge et al.,
2014) XA PR I BT JR 4 H A 55 3 LR A B i A
TS R AFTE G, 5 29 950~900 Ma fif wh A K (1 4
A R AR A B R M e 340 2% J LA L (&) 6a) .

FE 3 HLR VU M 2%, oo i AR08 T Y ok 2 v AR
325 900~870 Ma 4k /1 U-Pb 4 8% , TA k2 il P4 24
S E B 7= ¥ (Wang et al., 2015). {H Zhang et al.
(2016) TN Ay 3 26 304 =X 1l AT 58 ) 2 29 860~
830 Ma, JE B T ] Fig If o 48 18] & & 09 905 45 4t . (H
HER b 2% 0 R SR A A M R 2 IS A 3R B
(Wang et al.,2015) , 1 HARF sh PR EE T 19 bl 9 2445 1E
FH A 0] BB 2 O6F AR oh AE DG A R Y e B (Merle,
2011). ¥ HOR P AL B 5 oo A A il s E
860~840 Ma £ ixi 5 Bk A1 I AH N B 16 T % A U (B
(He et al.,2014; Wu et al.,2018) . 3% %6 5 9 4 4E 5
FIE BT MR W B R B (Wu ez al., 2021) 3% 58
LR 0 K W0 b A — 2 (B 6b).

B R A B 830~780 Ma ik B it 4 1tk F W K
VRICH R BT A0 0T Bl Bk b 2 R IE 5 % 0 X
B RL, T A5 I Ry O S e AT A OC 1 A AR
H (Zhang et al.,2013;Xu et al.,2013b) . {H & , Bk &
JoT 25t R0 B T R A R — AN, B A A B 4
O L) 2R BE T — 2R B B A A 2 B 5 Ik ilUs
Hb R A 2= REAE I A6 B A S R S e E R
B A T B R — B0(Wu et al., 2021) . Al B, B i
TG 2 R [R) A 28 B8 A BT R B R BE A R R A2 TS
e A0 vh % BRA K 2 Ok B B (Zhang et al.
2016; Chen ez al.,2017) , T HLEE /N B 45 86 5 B ]
il 5 00 o 21 35 v B kLl R 1 A G (Zhua ez al., 20115
Ge eral.,2014). 5 & 5 B, 820~800 Ma 3 HL K ¢
PLIE N & B A )T Hb g A B ) 245 23 b

B Ak, bR 5 3R W R i R A TR
Iff w3 1 (He ez al., 2012) 8% % & @& 1t (Wu ez al.,
2022) f kB T HL VG b b X B T SR R I A
FE G TR — 1R A IR R (Zhu et al., 2011 ;
S 2014) , AN [] 48 2 1L A4 B 2% DT AR
fiE . &5 G 85 FLR M B Ak 1 iy 2 A o 1 5 7 B 1) TA
WAL, 27 G HE T B LR B B AE 29 820~800 Ma i
AT R SR b 301 (R 6¢) , R o A 11 R 3 % & 10 461
TR F A AR A S KRB 27 A E R
Fhth . BRG] & T R i A A PR S e (A
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Fig.6  Schematic diagram of the Neoproterozoic showing advancing and retreating subduction evolution of the Tarim craton
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A BTz B RE T, A S i R i B A S R R s e ~760 Ma % ) 5 SO o, 3 R b 0 A B b oS O 7R B R BB R A T2 Y

MV LR E )RR R — R AR Mt

il , T B BE A B 1R A5 M AE B S TR AR
F 8 % 4 (Zhang et al.,2013;Ge et al.,2014) , 3 &
AR v JE A PR BT T RS #EHb (Ge e al., 2014;
Zhang et al., 2016 ; M BB AR £ HK , 2020) .

BT e R b X B MR — R B RZ T, B 5
IR A M s AR T o R A%, RN R R 2 2
T & A 3 8 B R A AR T2 AR FH (W ez al., 2018) . FE
3 b P S M A ) Lt D 3 56 2 i 28 ik 20 R
T 4G T (BRYEHE S, 20165 Ma et al.,2022) . HARIX
1AL 15 32 B 9 B 18] ot X LA o B 0 A2 (EL BT e 95 FE Y

T4 8 5 A AF W% PR 22 1 3% Wk T 780 Ma, 1 750 Ma LA
KRBT AES KRAEMNER (Xueral,
2013b) , LA K [F) 199 24 4% 43 1 2 6 48 7 ] o 5 o 1
A5 s 1A] AR 7T fE LT 750 Ma. R, 780~750 Ma &
AT A AR B WA IR S AR R (& 6d)
2% i e ST o 1 G 0 I B, 45T AR R Y B
B S

M Z R, 25 750~720 Ma () %5 3% /8 F 5 b
A 56 243 18 A — 2 (B 6e) , 29 760~750 Ma 1
4% i A A VR B R A2 750~720 Ma i1 % it & i
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Fig. 7 A tectonic-sedimentary evolution model of the L.ate Neoproterozoic Tarim rift basin

HEHRARVIBEMHE PR EHES (Xuet al.,
2009; Zhou ez al., 2022). SR 1M , 3X Ff s A A0 5C 1
ZE45 8 AT LLAE AR o 35 5 R B i (Merle, 2011) . Fifi
25 AT ol %) S 480 AR 1 [l S8RORT TR I 1Y) JS RS BT M
SEI SR ZU R X E — B LR R T e R
b A R i M e o R AR 55 S DR 1 5 R (1A
6e). I I, 750~720 Ma Ay 24 45 2 7T BE 5 i JRe —
S AT b 5 45 R O, AT REAE R s AL RIAE R 30T
H5E 0 AR I 1 b 0 A (9 3 B, IFAE R b S b
e A AL A VR R B B AR A b, % 8l ) A
Y55 i e — J5 W i AR H (Ge ez al., 2014) Fl HE
i A A 56 A R B0 77 24 33 B2 (Zhang et al., 20135 Xu
et al.,2009,2013b) A ¥ , IT g G PHEAR B85 BL R BT
TR A B LA S5 i — DTAVERAE (Zhou et al.,
2022).

TE 670~610 Ma i[RI VE 35 LR Jb % & A= 178 i
FIE S (B D). 85 4 U-Pb4E IS 8 78 T 4 660~
640 Ma.635~625 Ma £l 620~600 Ma 1) 3 ] & 3 i
B, 55 %% /N IR 9 K T RN BR B A R OC L AE
B 28 F2 R R AR M Y A0 L JR S A R
PE AR op A G 42 A TS & 19 52 W (Xiao et al., 2019).
TEPGILTE , 249 620~610 Ma AR 4 w5 3 I 1k % ik
TE BT ki N AR BR8P (Xu ez al., 2013a) . RAE X 88
A 55 1K 3 K Pk 24 i 30 8] 1 b g A KL P R 5 B
BEA & BATIRAEE T IE BT 660~620 Ma fiif ol i A9
RAEH (Xiao et al.,2019) 11 H e (2) 5035 87w [
A 5 SR WY R0, 5 S O e VR R R A AR
FHARL(Cawood ez al.,2016;Wu ez al.,2021).

o ST A L N8 LY [ L AEZ TR L L
249760 Ma [ HIF & — 5 SO0 o iE [m1, i e A R AR T 5
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(1) F b 55 LK Hb e 7 5548 Lh 8 K i v 2R
B1.9~1.8 GaPF B I g — m s R B, 35 BLA
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% 3l JE WV # K it 24 i 5] 780~750 Ma JE 48— 1Y A8
TS, IF 4 05 2 WK 1 — IR R, R i 2R
P AR 5T IR 454

(2) 8 HLOR M e oo o A8 & I 950~900 Ma,
860~840 Ma,830~800 Ma . 780~750 Ma % £ 1] if
Jee XA o VR, AS DB 348 s 194 i Jee A o VR I B T
FiT 1 2R 728 R RS B S 750~720 Ma 4 I $ 0 b
TERIE T B R KB R A KR ,670~610 Ma &
Az 3 1% =S O vh AR L S SO0 b i A R 4R b
g AT AL ) R AR R KRl AR A b 0 B B 3l ) A
B .

(3) 3% HLOK Mz He B ool AR & D5 e e I 7E 2
760 Ma F 1T & — 5 T b 44 3 5 [, S [] - 28 i g
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