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Abstract: The unclear division of ore-bearing targets in Qianjiadian uranium deposit and its surrounding areas has become a key
problem that needs to be solved urgently in current production and scientific research.In order to determine the ore-bearing strata
accurately, based on the stratigraphy, sedimentology and sandstone-type metallogenic theories, the identification characteristics
and classification basis are systematically researched by using lithology, well logging, paleontology and other means. Research
results show that the ore bearing target layer can be identified and divided into three horizons: Quantou Formation, Qingshankou

Formation and Yaojia Formation (traditional stratigraphic division classifies it as the Yaojia Formation). On this basis, the strata
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attribution and mineralization characteristics of different ore bodies in the region are redetermined. This study can provide a new

idea and geological basis for the progress of uranium exploration in southern Songliao basin. Further study of metallogenic

regularity under this new horizon system may really help to reveal the genesis of tabular uranium ore body.
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Table 2 Summary of previous studies on sporopollen fossils of Songliao basin
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HoA [) T8 B2 #E b i L A A GG
FRAE , 25 G Ve Bl 22 RS 88 AT HG o o i A 2 ) 3
FWRHEA
2.2.4 Lythraites—Aquilapollenites—Schizaeoisporites
AR (TEXM —EH—FEKRMA) 244614
J B AR 20 2 0 2 3 BT A 2 SRR AR R
O FAD A LR E 2 5 A LR IR
Z W ¥y Beaupreaidites, T J8 3 FF Z 4 T i 3¢ B
Lythraites, & ¥ ¥y Gothanipollis . = FLIH ¥ Tricolpo-
ropollenites, = {8 ¥; Tricolpopollenites %W 257 F
Ho 48T JE S8 By Lythraites 7 41 A B9 R 1E 4> 7 (&
4). QT H Y ARy L E B2 R Z s hi B ¥y Classo-
pollis & d i, W AR BE 2Z SR A W3 Pinuspol-
lenites F1 2= K2 ¥} Piceapollis ; @ BRZEHE W F DL 5 B
R B2 5 8 R Schizaeoisporites ¥ & J& B, K0S Rl
Z R 1 Cyathidites Ik Z . Hth & 1B ¥y Gothanipol-
lisplicus & W T H 1L 5 Hb WOV 21 — BH K 4 5 K ASHL T
JE Ky Lythraitesgiganteus F1 = f 45T J8 528 L. tri-
angulatus AL 53 A0 TN A< #0011 2 (181 4) , 2 3K
FE] A AT 23 i WG 1 9 1 Campanian B80T 20 (1) 457 1F 43
RS TS a7 | oz S N = B o N S /S
L Mo BT 2 AR Al A 2 4 (B4, 2005) -+ 43 4
L, AT LAXT L, 3 [ 8 S - O 8 A W A6 B 28 AL A
%, B8N TH LUK Beaupreaidites , T i 52
Lythraites, & B ¥y Gothanipollis, = 78 ¥ Tricolpo-
pollenites, = FLIH M} Tricolporopollenites 55 , H: v Il
T JE &M Lythraites F1 & % ¥y Gothanipollis ) 5 B
2 G R E O Y AR DL B2 R 2
SEPLAR B Classopollis & & fe i, Hop# L A4 38 A 4
BE R R B DR B — 20y QBRI
Y14 F LAV B B 2 A 38 B 1 Schizaeoisporites fi
S E A UL A N (] B A O
Ak A AT B R O B 8 Cleistosphaeridi-
umnenjiangense— Y i BR ¥ Leiosphaeridia 21 AL H
T E R, 5 5 S (K 4) LA SRR,
B HEC BT L o S T —
Be B ORTE HAb 2 b A B 8 T b Moy 1 AR
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4 HZ AR —#ELA
Fig.4 Representative palynological fossils and algal fossils of target horizon
1. 7 $6 BR AL Schizaeoisporites; 2. To 5 W BUAL Cicatricosisporites; 3. /N se PR ¥ ClassopollisminimusHerngreen; 4. 5 Hi 42 se BLAR 3 Classo-
pollisclassoides; 5. = Z I Polycingulatisporites triangularis; 6. /WK T Cyathidites; 7. =16 Nevesisporites; 8. BfL# Exesipollenites;9.

W BAZ K Taxodiaceaepollenites hiatus; 10. K35 ¥ Ephedripites; 11. & ¥y Beaupreaidites; 12. 30T J# 3£ 8y Lythraites; 13.

=44 Deltoidospo-

ra; 14. = L8 Triporoletes; 15. = FLIH K} Tricolpopollenites; 16. W I = I8 ¥} Retitricolpites; 17. fJi 3¢ & ¥} Beaupreaiditeselegansiformis ; 18.
HP AN Abietineaepollenites; 19. WHFAKY Pinuspollenites; 20. Wil B ¥ B Cleistosphaeridiumnenjiangense; 21. % kA ¥y Podocarpidites

B T BRHIE 5 AL A O A — | B O
ﬁ Cleistosphaeridiumnenjiangense— /1N B 411 15 # 3
Dinogymniopsis minor 145 (= En AL LK 2, 1992)
AHAL, AT RAXT

Zig IR A A S A A JE L B UL 8 b BT
R 28}y 5 11 2 Santonian B 8] — Campanian -4 ,
EA MY T HOTH — B R a5 w H AR R
BB E AL
2.3 HAHHE
231 ETYASHME T AR 8Y K
B —E WAk R B A AT BE A7 AR — 0 Y U8, X
TEE A YA A FRAE B AR 25 i 14 B (35 48 Jap 1 2%
FEFE, 2008) . A L H 0 P 41 & RRAE B Y 25 S5 0T X
D3 A 1 2 A6 R 4 B A — i R S S, R

TE R DU 55 5 5 A T B, A ik 2 e TR
RS 5 X 43 00 5 AL b3 5 6B 5 K A FL i X
A B £ 165 4> F8 ) RE I R S8 b, K B TE] —
BifL AR 2B E A4l & ¥R — o R,
GiERM B R R AN ET WG FE R A+
AR A+ EERE Bk + BRI 2 Y
HTYWHESHN R+ AW TFA+EMHG
A RS ET WA G R B A R+ B K
A AT A (R 2) 53X 5 35 20 0 6 8 5k
it 19 )22 067 R 43 A AR GF I B2 G NI A A B SR i —
B T NI S B F B AT 19 )2 00400 43 5 6T L
232 EMHRMMEIRE  FEHTE X KM E G
X (9 S33.849.S17 .24 109, 2% 101, 2% 99 . 2% 105, 2%
117 S5 AL b ¥ 31— SE AR U FR W) A8 T8 4 3, 28
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2 A AR TE A 1 RN — B 45 5 (8] 5b,
5¢).S49 S33 S5 4 L b UL g2 B A Hi 5L R B AR UT
FRUAE) 365 Ay 572 FR D B 3, 0 e R/ AL 22K 2L
JEORANAE TR0 BE 40 AR 5K, 7R R ) T Ul R
S R AR Y 2 B S B0 Bk PR L
KR4 M A IR 2 (81 5d, 5e). 2% 10545 L &k &
14 £R Bk TR 2 HE BB G 02 1 45 R O [ 445 20 12 ol 7 2
M7 B 1) 0 4 7 28 1 sk R A 35 (BT 50D, Ff R £ 43
G2 0 A, A B AR R, R /N 25 R K, A 4B A
R P 58 4 PF B2 31— . BF 5% X RObR LR 5 b X Y 7B
BUAE LUK b A b s 5B mlle s o &, 1
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M T V0 380 e S8 O A AUASE BT, A A BT 2 A iR 2
5 8l AU W IXRR A 19RO B T i R B,
2 B 2 XM 2 0] o3 5 0 AR A T — AR
K

233 FFEBRACH AT ST DXCOBUE M X AL RE Ah
R —FLE SO0 Y, 250 W T RS S XA B
— M N AR ) 3R RO HDREAR |
RGP, AN I, WKL Y 300 2 O IR AR B BROR
WURAR | 25 T8 6, JC 480 A0 B, B0 (0 5 TRk 1 | 2
@ PR, T ORL R A — |, A e (5 KL fiE
LB 75 B 1) 2 85 47 0o P ARG, O M K BORLRRAE 5
T 2 A AR, o AR B (36 3) . a2 i — 25 £ D) i
NGRS, FLTE 1987 4F KA 1L 4 3 v 40 20 Sk 2 b
Homt K BT SR BB, o A LB iz R R A
0, LR ) 4 = A U T S R N LR 4R e i
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Fig.5 Typical structure of event sedimentology
a. IR DRI 2L, K (& By b P 4, s335b. AL 42 BE, K (0 YR JBUMY BV 45, 335 ¢ WAL AN 3 , K (0 Y MY B0 2, 2% 995 BRAL A 3G , IR €2 e T 120
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2 /0 32 LR IR G A 7™ M 15 1) (B350, 1987) . 1 2
e e 98 7 e O R R e R 1) A A Ik 0
AR Z WA NTURRA R, m a8 & B i X
HRAL T PR AT = T SR P T % 8
5 TR A b R T ORDRL A2 A [R) O 5 s gk r
fiff 41 ZERRET AR ERAT AN R A SR A AR AR
R AR B A R R ) e i (L AR R
A 5 B — PP A O AR AR RWIE S A DU X A
B £ 885 40 ) HE— A0 e IE T 3% IX R Sk 4R R
FAA YA 3 R4

3 WX E T BUZR AL E E

T UL B R AR S M PR Bl A NS [
DX Y B L AT B ) 40 % IR X B, 0 A0 T E
ISEL AN CIR NG EPIE N T S N AN ¥ |
M) B &0 2L A 5 (& 6).

W 7 BT XY & TR BE 3 i 57 T 565~585 m
MWW, R 15~20 m, ZAHE Bk A T B, &8
BA R R, LUK A B Aa o Rk E K
Sgtah — 4P A AR e, WK A S A, R
0 UL it e T RN R K R BR A A0 WA £ WL
SUEE PCREHE . Tz b T S
il Je F 1R Ak Z 8K )2, 328 R AR
Gy RE RS R — . AR EE O AL
EMD A MEERD A E)Z R4 8 m, T AL L
i A AMub £, R R R E A S EY
6m. FTNIRAEMRKZERE, R&RIFMT—2—k
gt .

B 5 R e L XR E TR B R 2 A
JE& AR R AL Be o 32, R I B X0 35 1 O R 3 o
1 280~300 m 22 45 ; &k Ml Je iy X 0y & 47 IR FE — iy
360~410 m; &k IVE AR V Hew X B £ 2 A4k &
Z R Z R AR A IR — Bl 240~
270 m #1310~350 m, FETHRKIHE kKA T B, T
B ARIH)E T WL E 4w e LA XA A ]I Lok
VLB RV e X, T R ) HR B Y T A

WA A PR (Ol RS fr 4 MRV 3, RS
R E e ) AHE e I X 7 4030 i R R ), M
JZ M S R R e R AL R B R —
4 250~310m, H 764 DX 3 [ P 5% 300 B A b UL 7%
FE R IR, FEBEN L B L O AL B Xk
FEMERA A Tk bz BT R 2 2R
AR GEBBR AT, T A BB KA — 4l S
Je Y TR A A BB, BB, Tk b
F 10 2480 (1 2%t 4 i K itk KA oG R % 1)

KRB XS WERK,ZMHEF LA
H HFEL THEST)Z, FEST EHRE &
7 500~530 m, FE & )2 EE N 570~600 m, X
BWONRE B ERLr, BAEE QAL m S0 IR E
B R R R LT A LD IR 2 20 m, B4R
R NE L, ZBHCRABER . S0 AR E
ML, LUK IR e — HLAD A R 32, e 2 D TR 05k
LR BT A A TR R A A RBUR R
IR &0 Rl EUAAEME AR LESY R X
FIARE  EEERE, TESTTIRE — KR
720~750 m, EALIHJE N SRR S0 A LUK K
FE b R IO RERS &
JE T E R B AR

g5 B AR R ST XN A L RLET IR (Y 5 T2 AL
JABR TGN Bk R AR B, Hohlg 8 VR R
JERA IR L X E R EEHE R T, K
AR X A A2 T YL R X AR R Rk
NN TR N M S N R o = R A R N7
Wiy, 7 J2 57 1k SR AL AE R X 1 R 1 iy b SR DL
AU, B A B 9 Y0 O U0 B R R A 5 o DU ok 5 4L
WA 3 B A7 P T R 0T A TR g

4 ihie

bl R TR B T8 i A2 22 RS FL
7 b 2 07 B9 RS Wt JHE S 2 O 8 4% 30T A B Sl 4
RN BEMERA JEE ) EBUZ A7, B A AR ™ A 5
KA HE H A, 2100 i 29 36 nr™ e Al £ 0 (Y

*3 HAERSSAUETETEARNEESNR(%)
Table 3 Mineral component of green phosphorite in typical samples (%)

FE il 5 Na,O SiO, FeO  CaO MgO ALO, TiO, K,0 MnO PO, B
$17-3 0.08 54.44  16.72 / 6.41 4.41 / 9.71 / / 91.77
$49-6 / 53.57  17.01 / 3.74 643 0.05 10.08 0.04 0.04  90.96
$33-2 0.08 54.88  14.80 / 6.71 5.12 0.09 9.85 0.05 91.58
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i — 50 (W TE4E,1999).

A C R S, WF 90 X&) b S 0T
AR B — B R AR 2L 2% ()= OR SR — Wk 41D, th
Thr & Z AU, JE A LB R o 5 X)L, AT
b2 Bl ™ 4R RTS8 A Rk B b )2 48 0 T Bk
FA, R o Bk PR R 2 T I ok G R Y X
— R AR I DA B0 TR b )2 0 R A R AR B
L 23 X 4R AT T5 i) ST L B4 BIF 5 A R B R
AR 2 07 1 T BOE ] T U Z AT LG O
R IR Sk AL I ARk S AL L R T R
F 5 DX 22 X8 BE | R il P14 2 ) RBIE 5, 3R X A
AL 4 F A AR IR AT R e S PR
(D MJEAL EY™RALF 23 18] 5 (2) FF 5 X A0 133531
brabde DL R AL 2R ()2 B —E MUY R @0 1
AT w0 A R A e AN A o0 A HE LA
I 2 A A B R K A AT RE 5 s o A AL
0 T TN A o3 H 2 (3) R X R AT i B A
ARBRT B PR R AR FiCRE A T R Y B R
3B 5E— R 4518, X SEBF S S 22 T 5 07 2 R
TR AKX —INVFORTT R, AR & 07 2 2 5 2 A
(9, 8 2 DL _E B DA R FT RE A7 7 fi 22 . R UG, 4 e
B FR T IR R A R B B R B 5T, A
BT 47 AR B 9 2 E AR
5 45

(DBl &5 HARE B R R BN 2
B DU, e Pk A B B £ B4 DX P 5 - 1R
W53 Fer SR Sk g A P R RO R AL AR R S
EARGRILE RN =l P R SOk I CR g R AN I
AR Z e b T 2 R R R R s
H PR Z A I R B WA A R e
7 DX b AR AR (BR R A Hu X LAAE 5 35 1
AR A ER L), AR A v B B KD AL T Y
TS I 2 A R

(2)38 i R G A R0 A A &0 B AR JZ A
N AT 3 RS D) Schizaeoisporites—
Nevesisporites—Abietineaepollenites—Pinuspollenites
A (AR AL — =LA — BB — XUR AR ) Ay
FLLLBR B M W A8 b g 0 A s 5 b Al B
Nevesisporites—Cyathidites—Pinuspollenites 1G5 ( —
PEA — AR — BURAM K ) 0 3, DLBRZE AP 96 5 Ak
TV AENS R RIS F T o L3, B
BRI KA L Gramineae—Chenopodiaceae—

Pinus HA4H ORAB— R — W@ ) b £ 8 A e
Wit U HYER AR /D I

(3)il it % ZHET YA A FRIE AEVF5E XK
MR A DX R IR T R A 3 52 DA KWL M
DARBR 36 PR 1) — &kl 0, 33— 2D T A
WA 2 FH W] o B B2 M 5 i

(4) 753 1 1 )2 DGR 00 20 B e FLR 45 TR
[F A DX (U 7 VB RN 08 L CROMORI B 52 ) %
W2 A A RE 5N TR D VR A E e Ll
WX ST REFEHERRATERGENIIAEAZ
2 2 R LR D) KRS XS 0 2 i i A
HWEN XG0 ZE R R

AR I LW =R TE LHE,
EHRARZALK RBE SRE FRAKER.
FHEFRABHFTAARE L L = OB A AR
HFE IR AL LET R G AT ARt
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