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Fig 1 Smplified geology map of L udong and Jingdongwvei

Areas in northeast Guangxi
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L anprophyre dykes and number, 5—Strata Boundary; 6—Nomal fault 7—

Strata Occurrence; 8—Sample collection point and sample number
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Tablel Adjusted major elenents camposition of
lam prophyres in northeast Guangxi (Wg /%)

LDO1- 1LD02-1LD03-1LD04-2LD05-1 LDO06- 1

SO, 4350 60.67 3374 348 4814 38 04
TO, 0.20 0.84 0.41 2 80 2 99 0.56
AlL,Os 4 74 20. 83 8 79 1517 17 37 10. 77
Fe,03 1.11 0.56 2 39 4. 95 331 579
FeO 541 1.00 315 6 29 9 18 6 67
MO 1.00 0.02 0.68 0.20 0.13 0.99
MO 15 65 9 55 1814 2979 7. 16 13 52
CaD 27. 85 1.37 30. 62 4. 05 8 30 21.21
NaO 0.17 0.17 0.12 0.24 0.16 0.16
K,O 0.58 4 75 1.58 0. 60 220 1.59
P,05 0.06 0.10 0.12 0.75 0.72 0.38
M 8388 9448 91.21 8951 5841 78 48
AR 1.05 1.57 1.09 1.09 1.20 1.12

‘M =100 xN (Mg) /N (Mg +F&*); AR = (Al,O5 +CaD +K,0 +

N&O) / (Al,05 +Ca0 - K,0 - N&O) ( wt%)
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Fig 2 N(K) /N(Al) - N(K) /N(K +Na) diagran of
lanprophyres (After Lu Feng-xiang et al [71)
1—D01-1 ;2—LD02- 1 ;3—LD03 -1 ; 4—LD04 -
2 ; 5—LD05 - 1 ; 6—LD06 - 1 ;o — ;
1—Sampleof LDO1 - 1; 2—Sampleof LDO2 - 1; 3—Sample of LDO3 -
1, 4—Sample of LD04 - 1; 5—Sample of LDO5 - 1; 6—Sample of

LDO06 - 1, —Sodic lanprophyre;  '— Low-potassic
lanprophyre, —Potassic lanprophyre,  —U Itrgpotassic
lanprophyre, —Perpotassic lanprophyre,  —L amproite
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Table2 Transition elenent contents of lam prophyres in northeast Guangxi@sg /10 °)
LDO1- 1 LD02 - 1 LD03- 1 LDO04 - 2 LDO5 - 1 LDO6 - 1
S 369 12 6 5 39 135 14 4 7.31 9 35
Ti 0.12 0.51 0.24 1.68 1.79 0.34
\% 36.6 194 123 136 149 160 69 300
Cr 30.7 134 119 52 8 52 9 159 10 1757
Mn 0.78 0.02 0.53 0.15 0.10 0.77
Fe 4 99 1.17 412 8 36 9 45 9 24
Co 11.4 11.9 86 267 27.3 139 8 76
Ni 19 3 94, 5 37 44 1 50. 6 54 1 2 563
Cu 12 2 248 11.8 27.3 30.5 151 3 329
Zn 458 375 40.8 85 2 101 48 2 30 368
Sr 140 156 106 177 150 102 32 7275
Rb 14. 8 151 377 17. 9 59 425 4 950
Ba 45 7 792 66. 5 496 226 75 4 71 9024
K 0.48 394 1.31 0.50 1.83 1.32
P 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.33 0.31 0.16
u 22 6 01 379 222 1.75 362 3 33
Th 376 25 3 6 49 8 07 79 9 1 268
Nb 362 18 7 6 71 68 7 68 6 9 03 4 150
Ta 0.3 1.51 0.51 43 4 28 0.7
Zr 46 2 176 75 6 245 239 104 22 1645
Hf 1.24 4 87 2 02 5 73 5 67 2 77 5 28
,2003 11 Rock!2]
N - MORB ,
Sr- Ce . Ti-Ni .3
P- Sn
23 )
3 , [14 - 18]
: ,w (3 REE) :
( Y) (8144 277 09) x 10°°, :
w (LREE) (55 22 237 21) x 10°° ,w (HREE) 1) LLE
( Y) (22 82 47 03) x 10'6,w (LREE) / w HFSE,
(HREE) 211 595 : (201 ,MORB
el 2) W (YREE) ()

(La/Yb), =7.55
, (La/Sn)
2 42
LD0O5- 1
0.69 ,
=0.9 0.97

16 54;

( 6,

» =301 5 16, (Gd/Yb), =1.55

Eu
1.00
0.6

1.03

’
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LD0O4 - 2
0.51
0Ce

(81.44 277. 09) %10 °,w (LREE) /w (HREE)

(3) Cl F F
530 x10°°, CI 138 x 10 °,
[19]
(4) La/Sn - La
( 7)), Treuil™ ,
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g /10°°)

Table3 Rare earth elenent analysisreault of

lam prophyres g /10" °)

LDO1- 1LD02- 1LD03- 1LD04-2LD05-1 LDO06 - 1

La 131 60.5 19. 5 57. 4 49 9 255
Ce 24 3 112 38 106 9% 9 48 3
Pr 3 01 12 6 4 39 11 10.4 5 43
Nd 11.4 43 6 16 5 40.6 38 8 20.2
Sn 274 738 3 32 7 61 737 392
Eu 0.67 1.13 0.55 2 42 2 46 0.75
Gd 325 5 93 291 7. 03 711 37
Tb 0.52 0.7 0.41 0.95 0.99 0.54
Dy 27 4 03 235 52 5 49 327
Ho 0.49 0.82 0.47 0.98 1.02 0.68
Er 1.35 2 59 1.5 279 2 88 2 03
Tm 0.18 0.37 0.21 0.38 0.36 0.28
Yb 1.17 2 56 1.37 2 34 2 43 1.93
Lu 0.16 0.38 0.2 0.34 0.35 0.29
Y 16 4 22 5 13 4 24. 4 26 4 21.2
>REE 81.44 277.09 105 08 269 44 252 86 138 02
LREE 5522 23721 8226 22503 20583 1041
HREE 2622 3988 2282 4441 4703 3392
vv\\’,((hRRE:é)/ 211 5 95 3 60 5 07 4 38 307
,2003 11
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(5) V,Ni,Co V > Ni> Co
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(7) Nb/Ta 12 07
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Geocham istry and Orign of Lamprophyre n the Northeast of Guangxi
LU Kun', FENG Zwo - haf ,HOU Du - jie',L | Xiso - Fend’

(1 China University of Geosciences Beijing 100083,
2 Deparment of Resource and Enviroomental Engineering, Guilin U niversity of Technology, Guilin  541004;
3 Institute of M ineral Resources Chinese Acadeny of Geological Sciences Beijing 100037)

Abstract: The content of silicon dioxide in the lanprophyres in northeast Guangxi changesfram 33 74% to 48 14% ,which can be classified asbas
ic 0 ultra- basic, potassic o ultra - potassic lanprophyre of the calc - alkaline rock series The geochemical study demonstrates that the lanprophyre
dykes are characterized by significantL L E and LREE enrichment but a depletion in HFS elanents(Ta- Nb - Ti) , there ismoderate to strong fractionation
betveen the light and heavy REE  The study of elanent geochemistry and geological history shows that the lanprophyre fomed fran the magma derived
from partial melting of themantlewith metasmatisn of fluids rich in REE in subduction zone, and with contamination of crustal materials in rising p rocess
of themagna

Key words lanprophyres geochemistry, partial melting, crustal contamination, northeast Guangxi
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