46 4 Vol.46 No.4
2010 7 GEOLOGY AND EXPLORATION July,2010

(1. , 410083 ;
2. , 546400)
[ 1 , - ,
, , MgO. Si0,.TiO, .K,0 , . ,
. Sio, 42.68 ~50.63% ,
K,0 0.052 ~2.54% ,TiO, 0.326 ~0.63% ; Rb,Ba ,Ta Nb ,
SREE=27.56 ~52.36(10°) ,SLREE/SHREE=7.17 ~ 12.31,(La/Yb) y=2.48 ~8.17,8Eu
=0.93 ~1.43, , , OFu ; S 4.52 ~17.04%0, -
s ; N Duluth
[ 1 -
[ 1P618.51 [ 1A [ 10495-5331(2010) 04-0687-11

Liu Ji-shun, Yang Zhen—jun,Dou Song, Yin Li—jun,Kang Ya-long, Yang Li—gong. Analysis of the
geologic and gechemical characteristics and mineralization potential of Cu—Ni sulfide deposits associated
with overflow basalt: A case study of the Qingmingshan Cu-Ni sulfide deposit, Guangxi Province[ J].
Geology and Exploration,2010,46(4) :0687-0697.

1
- ( ,1993;
2001 ; 2007) X
< 1 ) o N
Duluth )
s Cu-Ni .

[ 12010-02-24;[ 12010-06-16; [ 1 B

[ ] (40072032) o

[ ] (1957 -), s s ,E-mail :2515180@ chinaacc. com,

687



2010

rogl/ X X |
wn RR]

8([) X x
0 200 400km| ..ecccrriiioee
1 X b
Ptw| 1 Pt; | 2 S (% 3 Bu | 4 —r|s

1 ( 1:5 )
Fig 1. Geological map of the Qingmingshan Cu—Ni deposit in Locheng county, Guangxi Province
( modified from 1:50000 regional geological map of the Luocheng—Baotan area)
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) °
@D, (1667 +247Ma, Rb-
2 Sr) ( ,1987) N N
2.1 . N N ) N
_ , 3 ~655m”,
, ) ,
s , 10km, 50 ~ X °
300m, , 35° ~50°, - 2.3
(928 +21Ma,Re-0s) ( 2.3.1
,2001) , , (1 ’ ~ si0,
42.68 ~50.63% ,Al,0, 6.62 ~17.54% ,
) : Fe,0,+FeO 7.92 ~12.37% ,M/F 0. 80 ~
2.03,MgO 6.88 ~25.12% ,K,0 0. 052
' ’ ~2.54% ,TiO, 0.326 ~0.63% ;
’( ) . ’ . MgO , Ti0, .K,0 .
Si0, 50.14 ~
° 55.31% , Al,0, 9.08 ~15.26% ,MgO
’ 3.44 ~8.08% ,K,0 0.03 ~0.99% , TiO,
R ’ 0.4 ~0.83%; Ti0, .
s o ’ ~ Kzo’
°
1 (%)
Table 1 Major chemical components of mafic rocks in the Qinmingshan deposit( % )
Si0,  TiO, AlLO; Fe,03 FeO  MnO MgO  CaO Na,0 K,0  P,0s Total
GXQ5 75.13 0.041 13.18 0.523 1.2 0.084 0.176 0.488 3.26 4.82 0.12 0.724 99.7
GXM6 76.71 0.053 12.46 0.825 0.936 0.047 0.201 0.337 2.73 4.78 0.158 0.632 99.9
GXQ2 49.17 0.63 11.62 2.14 7.99 0.211 12.41 7.03 1.24 2.54 0.061 3.885 98.9
GXQ4 50.63 0.617 16.74 2.85 5.74 0.319 6.8 9.45 2.36 1.36 0.058 2.305 99.3
GXM3 51.73 0.511 9.58 1.76 8.06 0.2 16.15 6.63 1.02 0.658 0.05 4.393 100.7
GXM5 50.99 0.556 17.54 2.04 5.88 0.208 6.99 7.66 2.74 1.94 0.052 2.617 99.2
GXQ3 45.03 0.442 7.85 2.5 9.05 0.23 21.61 6.03 0.152 0.052 0.041 5.451 98.5
GXM2 45.84 0.52 10.58 1.23 11.02 0.219 17.87 6.88 0.75 1.19 0.071 5.591 101.8
GXM4 42.68 0.326 6.62 4.3 8.07 0.233 25.12 3.98 0.265 0.12 0.033 6.797 98.5
7K2-242 51.23 0.63 15.15 1.83 6.61 0.16 8.08 9.17 3.32 0.5 0.06 2.4 99.2
7K2-30? 50.14 0.4 9.08 1.97 0.99 0.15 3.44 18.28 0.69 0.03 0.04 14.63 99.8
4556-18% 55.31 0.83 15.26 0.99 9.19 0.186 7.06 7.1 2.83 0.99 0.163 99.9
3257-57v® 53.46 0.74 14.6 3.16 7.24 0.75 7.58 8.56 2.62 0.44 0.115 99.3
:GXQ .GXM , s ZK (2);4556-18 3257-57 @,
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Table 2 Trace elements abundances of mafic rocks in the Qingminghshan Cu—Ni deposit (unit;107)
GXQ3 GXM2 GXM4 GXQ4 GXQ2 GXM3 GXM5 GXQ5 GXM6  GXQl GXMI JP19 SM-54 GX-4
Cu 40.2 1380 111 43.2 83.4 117 37.4 6.2 44.8 2590 18400
Pb 1.97 12.3 40.8 44.8 42.3 7.55 7.04 10.8 17.8 6.3 67.5 12.08 26.4 5.37
Zn 632 200 245 385 212 136 161 63.4 38.5 70.7 878
Cr 2460 1540 2800 293 1010 1430 291 17.9 14.3 317 653 734 399 1358
Ni 619 2740 581 74.6 569 240 66 6.09 11.9 99800 79400  20.03 26.8 359
Co 83.9 134 103 27.3 54.4 58.6 35.6 1.06 1.26 1400 1180 35.47 43.6
Rb 4.77 71.3 12.4 92.4 179 36.7 133 806 463 4.39 37.8 143.3 14 24.6
Sr 9.24 23.5 19.5 135 182 34.7 240 9.02 10.2 1.69 36.7 149.5 145 57
Ba 5.31 152 15.6 201 387 109 888 44.8 23.9 3.58 140 433.5 282 77
v 158 173 141 181 212 193 174 1.51 2.95 107 96.8
Nb 3.4 3.54 2.37 4.69 4.84 3.46 4.16 17.6 11.3 0.2 1.53 4.73 3.85 2.94
Ta 0.33 0.32 0.24 0.41 0.46 0.33 0.36 5.06 3.22 0.05 0.16 0.41 0.35 0.19
Zr 39.8 73.9 29.9 69.1 59.8 50.7 61.4 47.9 50.8 1.67 19.2 63.53 67.9 37
Hf 1.23 2.12 0.9 2.05 1.81 1.55 1.82 2.9 2.69 0.05 0.57 2 1.94 0.98
Se 0.046 0.13 0.26 0.12 0.072  0.064 0.15 0.23 0.14 8.91 10.3
U 0.51 1.03 0.62 0.92 0.88 0.68 0.83 26.6 18.6 0.1 0.38 0.82 0.89 0.36
Th 2.4 2.76 1.67 4.04 3.49 3.07 3.55 12.4 10.4 0.2 1.97 3.86 2.2 0.96
Zr/Ba 7.5 0.49 1.92 0.34 0.15 0.47 0.07 1.07 2.13 0.47 0.14 0.15 0.24 0.48
Ta/Nb 0.1 0.09 0.1 0.09 0.1 0.1 0.09 0.29 0.28 0.25 0.1 0.09 0.09 0.06
Zr/Hf 32.4 34.9 33.2 33.7 33 32.7 33.7 16.5 18.9 33.4 33.7 31.8 35 37.8
Th/Nb  0.706 0.78 0.705 0.861 0.721 0.887 0.853 0.7 0.92 1 1.288  0.816 0.57 0.33
.GXQ .GXM , ;JP SM .GX (2003)
2.3.2 6~9 ;Ta/Nb=0.28 ~0.29, 2-~3
( 2) ;Zr/Hf=16.5 ~18.9, ;Zr/Ba=1.07 ~
1) ,Sr ,Rb 2.3, 1~4
,Rb.Sr Ba o
o 5)
2) Cr.Ni,Co,Cu.,V - ( 2).
’ 9 o -
3) ,Zr Nb . Ta Hf U ( 2)
, K.Rb.Ba , Sr ;
s . Cr ; Th , Nb.Ta P,
sNb . Ta Hf .U o Ti.Yb . o
4) - Nb/U s s
=3.44 ~6.67,Ta/Nb=0.09 ~0. 10, Zr/Hf=32. 4 ~ (Zr
34.9,72r/Ba=0.15~7.5, 2.3.3
- [e] - N A}
,Nb/U=0.6 ~0.7, . ( 3)
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Table 3 Rare earth element abundances of mafic rocks in the Qingmingshan Cu—Ni deposit (unit:10~)

GXM2 GXM4  GXQ3 GXQ2 GXQ4 GXM3  GXMS5S GXM6 GXQ5 GXQ1 GXM1 ZK2-24 7K2-30
La 9.26 6.38 7.53 10.3 7.41 8.24 9.84 6.14 3.76 0.98 11.1 11 3.83 0.3
Ce 18.8 11.9 15.5 20.3 15.1 16.6 20.2 15 10.4 1.55 20.2 22.6 8.52 0.84
Pr 2.35 1.45 2.06 2.59 1.97 2.13 2.57 1.89 1.36 0.17 2.34 2.71 0.95 0.12
Nd 8.93 5.59 8.17 10 7.57 8.16 9.88 6.28 4.54 0.58 7.92 11.2 4.41 0.58
Sm 2.01 1.27 1.9 2.34 1.91 1.91 2.28 2.2 1.85 0.12 1.49 2.7 1.12 0.21
Eu 0.63 0.37 0.29 0.83 0.74 0.55 0.81 0.049 0.032 0.055 0.4 0.8 0.34 0.07
Gd 1.9 1.21 1.75 2.17 1.72 1.79 2.1 1.8 1.46 0.12 1.53 2.64 1.36 0.32
Th 0.38 0.25 0.35 0.46 0.37 0.37 0.42 0.52 0.48 0.021 0.26 0.52 0.3 0.05
Dy 2.37 1.53 2.1 2.8 2.27 2.27 2.52 3.6 3.14 0.1 1.47 3.36 2.11 0.31
Ho 0.48 0.31 0.43 0.57 0.48 0.47 0.51 0.68 0.54 0.023 0.27 0.69 0.47 0.07
Er 1.35 0.89 1.2 1.59 1.35 1.33 1.44 1.99 1.49 0.061 0.72 1.88 1.34 0.21
Tm 0.25 0.16 0.22 0.29 0.25 0.24 0.26 0.42 0.32 0.01 0.12 0.33 0.26 0.03
Yb 1.65 1.1 1.46 1.96 1.69 1.62 1.68 2.93 2.28 0.072 0.77 1.94 1.76 0.17
Lu 0.24 0.16 0.22 0.29 0.25 0.24 0.24 0.38 0.3 0.01 0.1 0.25 0.26 0.03
Y 13.1 8.38 11.8 15.8 13.3 12.5 14 19.2 16 0.65 7.81 18.4 12.6 1.8
SREE 47.11 30.26  40.08 52.36 39.54 42.49 51.13 38.16 27.56 3.72 46.98 58.2 23.4 2.88
EEI;IRPEZE/ 8.18 8.17 7.66 7.73 7.17 7.67 8.21 4.78 3.9 13.09 12.31 7.07 4.52 2.82
(La/Yb)N 3.18 3.29 2.92 2.98 2.48 2.88 3.32 1.19 0.93 7.71 8.17 3.21 1.23 1.76
La/Sm 4.61 5.02 3.96 4.4 3.88 4.31 4.32 2.79 2.03 8.17 7.45 4.07 3.42 1.43
(Gd/Yb)N 0.61 0.58 0.64 0.59 0.54 0.59 0. 66 0.33 0.34 0.89 1.06 0.72 0.41 1.88
dEu 1.13 1.05 0.56 1.29 1.43 1.04 1.3 0.09 0.07 1.61 0.93 1.05 0.97 1
:GXQ .GXM ;ZK @,
1) - , ,0Eu ,
> REE = 30. 26 ~ 52. 6 (10°), > LREE/
> HREE=7.17 ~8.21,(La/Yb),=2.48 ~3.32,
8Eu=0.56 ~1.43( )e . 3 ’
OEu s ) -
( 3. 3),
s \OEu
( 345.6)
o ,
o
2) (1) .
, , SEu ’ ’
; s SEu
’ ’ Gd Yb .
3.72x107°, 1/12, , (2) ’
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SEu 5 N
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2.4

1) -
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Table 4 Sulfur isotope data of Cu—Ni sulfuide deposits
33*(%o)

GXQ1 4.52

GXM1 4.55

GXM2 5.16
4598-16 +17.04 (2001)
B-37 +16.8 (2001)
D19 +6.3 (2001)
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Fig.8 Cross section of exploration line No. 14 in
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Table5 Comparative analysis of Cu—Ni sulfide the Qingmingshan and Duluth, USA deposits
Duluth complex
( Naldreet,1999)
_ (Naldreet,1999) -
( N N ) N ( N N )
1.12Ga( Re-0s,Ripley et al. ,1999) 1667+247Ma ( Rb-Sr) ( ,1987)
( ) 1238wt,Ni:0.2% ,Cu:0.33% ( ,2007) Iwt(Ni;0.2 ~0.5% ,Cu:0.1~0.3%)
s ( Naldreet, 1999 ) , s ;
Si . ~50.63% .
Si0, :40.51 ~47.18% , Al 0, 8.82 ~17.88% ,MgO :20217 su 42M6i) 20-6 2’8}:20235 120/6
. ~17/. © g . ~ . o
3.32 ~8.34% ,TiO, 0.33 ~3.85;K,0 0.32 ~1.09 K,0 0.052 ~2.54% ,Ti0), 0.326 ~
(Patridge River Intrusion) ( Edward et al. ,2007)
0.63% ;
3348:-1.4 ~ 10. 5%0( Edward et al. ,2007)8'%0:5.2 ~7. 4%o( e
Edward et al. ,2007) 87%S:4.52 ~17.04%o( ,2001)
0.33%, 0.2%( ,2007) .
( ,2003) ; 4. 2
, . (1)
Duluth Cu-Ni ( 5), . ,
Duluth Cu-Ni , ,
b Y
’ N -
- - ) ’Cu_ ’ -
Ni s 1238wt, N
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TiO, ; N -
(2)
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AT . =-45 , 17 ~ 66500
, 220 ~ 3032 , 2km,
12km, , , (
9) ) o
(3)
YCu 127x10°°,
276 x107°; Ni 158.4 x107°,
200 x10™° .Cr 192.6x107°,
300 x10°°;Co 42.9 x107°,
53.8x107°;Zn 122 x107°,
139.7x107°,
- Cu.Ni . Cr.Co.Zn
1500m, 560m( 8),
; Duluth ( 1238 )
( ,2007) ;
- 1000km*,
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Noril* sk Cu—-Ni ; Keays
(1995,1997) Cu-Ni
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Abstract ; In the Qingmingshan Cu—Ni sulfide deposit of Luocheng county, Guangxi Provinc , mafic—ultramafic volcanic and intrusive rocks are widely

distributed , closely related to each other in space and time,both of which are rich in MgO, and poor in SiO, ,TiO, ,K,O. They have same characteristics of

abundance of the chemical composition and trace elements rare earth, with the relation in causes and the characteristics of sequenctial evolution. The ore

—bearing mafic—ultramafic rock contains Si0, :42.68% ~50.63% ,Al,0;6.62% ~ 17.54% , Mg0:6.88% ~25.12% ,K,0:0.052% ~2.54%,

TiO, :0.326 ~0.63% ,respectively,with trace elements enrich in Rb and Ba, and lossing in Ta and Nb. Rare earth elements have medium—- grade abun-

dance of SREE, SREE varying from 27.56(10°) t0 52.36(107®) ,SLREE / SHREE from 7. 17 to 12.31,(La / Yh) y from 2.48 t0 8. 17 ,5Eu from

0.93 to 1.43, enrichment in abundances of LREE, right—leaning on distribution patterns,no 3Eu negative anomalies, 3 S value from 4. 52%0 to 17. 04

%o. Mafic—ultramafic rocks and nickel—copper sulfide ore mostly originate from the mantle material and mixed by crust,have some geological and geochem-

ical characteristics comparable with Duluth copper—nickel sulfide deposits in the United States. Thus it should be one new domestic Cu—Ni sulfide deposit

related closely with overflow basalt in cause,representing a giant potential of resources.

Key words: Copper—nickel sulfide deposit, mafic—ultramafic, basalt, Qingmingshan

697



