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Petrogenesis of Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit in Xinjiang
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Abstract

Three main ore-bearing mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit of Xinjiang were investi-
gated for major element, trace element and platinum group element (PGE) compositions. MgO content of the
parent magma was estimated by Fo values of the olivine and chemical compositions of the whole rock. The re-
sults show that different types of rocks in the three intrusions show a systematical variation of major oxides with
decreasing MgO contents, which is characteristic of basaltic magma crystallization, whereas SiO, contents dis-
play rapid increase in the MgO contents range of 10% ~ 15% . The three intrusions exhibit similar Primitive
Mantle (PM) -normalized distribution patterns of trace elements and rare earth elements, and significant Nb and
Ta-depletion. The No. 3 intrusion is enriched in large ion lithophile elements (LILEs) and LREEs with the
(La/Yb)y ranging from 6.8 to 9.2, relative to the No. 1 and No. 2 intrusions, and shows a slight negative
anomaly of SEu. The No. 3 intrusion shows a simultaneous content variation between SiO, and Cu-Ni as well as
some other ore-forming elements at the depth of about 460 m, and exhibits similar PM-normalized distribution

patterns of PGE to the No. 2 intrusion. It is inferred that the three mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke Cu-Ni
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sulfide deposit were probably formed by different stages of intrusions derived from the same source, and that
their parent magma with MgO contents of about 9.3wt% underwent crystallization differentiation, crustal con-
tamination and addition of a Si-rich oxide component. The main factors responsible for sulfur oversaturation and
sulfide segregation might have been the addition of a Si-rich oxide component and the fractional crystallization.

Key words: geolchemistry, mineralization, magmatism, mafic intrusion, Cu-Ni sulfide deposit, Kala-

tongke, Xinjiang
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SX50 15 kV 25
nA 20 s 3
Cr Ti Ni 100 nA 50 s
1x10°* 3.1
AXIOS-PW4400 X 1
LiB,O; 1%107°6 ~ 2
100 % 0.05% S LOI 100 %
VarioEL2-CHNS Li 2001 Barnes 2005
1 800 C 850 C Tao 2008
S He 100 %
CHNOS S 18.5 % 3 SiO,
Thermo-X7 54.54 % ~62.93 % 1 2
ICP-MS Si0, =43.53 % ~51.08 % MgO
ICP-MS AlLO; 2.84 %—~16.12 % 9.48 %
PGE Agi-  —18.43 % 1 2 MgO=6.57 %
lent 7500a  ICP-MS ~20.46 % ALO;=10.52 % ~18.82 %
3 K20+ Na20 TIOZ
1150 C 2.31 %~6.47 % 0.54 % ~1.33 % Mg”
HCI 0.38~0.73 0.58 MgO
3 MgO
ICP-MS Pt Pd Rh Ir Ru  Os Si0, K,O+ NayO ALO; ~ CaO
Os Ir Ru Pd 0.3x10°° Pt Rh MgO 10 % —15 %
0.06x10° SiO,
1
Table 1 Compositions of major elements from mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit
w B %
m
SiO,  TiO,  ALO;  Fe,0;  MnO  MgO  CaO  NaO KO PO LOI
KT1-5 Nrt 45.41 1.03 15.09 14.07 0.14 10.10 6.65 2.51 1.25 0.43 2.21 96.69 650
KT1-13 Nrt 49.12 1.27 18.09 9.26 0.13 6.32 7.34 3.70 1.49 0.36 2.13 97.08 710
KT1-14 Nrt 48.45 1.18 17.78 9.08 0.13 7.07 6.88 3.31 1.81 0.50 2.59 96.18 710
KT2-3 Nrt 36.60 0.99 9.38 18.47 0.14 13.14 4.46 1.29 1.16 0.29 15.09 100.99 510
KT2-6 Nrt 42.87 0.78 14.68 18.23 0.16 7.84 6.41 2.70 1.22 0.29 3.32 95.18 510
KT2-7 Nrt 42.53 1.11 11.25  16.66 0.16 14.41 5.16 1.44 0.96 0.35 4.95 94.02 510
KT2-8 Nrt 40.25 0.82 9.21 19.21 0.16 17.91 4.37 1.29 0.74 0.27 5.12 94.22 510
KT3-1 Drt 55.38 1.22 16.89 8.46 0.13 2.74 5.54 3.74 2.50 0.59 1.75 97.18 224.3
KT3-3 Drt 53.95 1.07 16.51 9.57 0.12 2.94 6.60 3.61 1.82 0.71 1.65 96.90 278
KT3-6 Drt 53.07 0.76 17.75 8.96 0.14 4.25 6.96 3.42 1.70 0.23 1.78 97.22 356
KT3-10 Drt 53.83 0.51 8.86 10.83 0.19 15.06 3.72 1.66 1.63 0.22 2.75 96.50 462
KT3-14 Nrt 51.51 0.54 10.07 16.10 0.16 10.04 3.30 2.17 1.90 0.24 3.44 96.05 515
KT3-33 Drt 54.63 0.59 12.22 8.52 0.16 9.71 6.90 2.44 1.74 0.22 3.04 97.13  393.2
KT3-35 Drt 54.75 0.6l 10.90  9.40 0.16 11.43  3.99 2.38 2.03 0.28 2.69  95.93 443
KT3-38 Drt 53.87 0.70 12.01  11.73 0.16 8.75 3.% 2.45 2.17 0.36 3.33 96.15 460
KT1 KT2 KT3 1 2 3 Nrt— Drt—
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Table 2 Electron microprobe analyses of olivine from mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit
w B %
xFo % Nil0®
Si0, MeO FeO MnO Ca0 NiO
KT1-10 38.6 35.74 24.28 0.67 0.23 0.2 99.73 72.09 1541
KT1-10 38.6 35.89 24.43 0.73 0.11 0.2 99.95 71.88 1548
KT1-10 38.74 36.12 23.82 0.69 0.2 0.2 99.78 72.64 1572
KT1-10 38.56 35.94 23.93 0.81 0.22 0.2 99.66 72.37 1564
KT1-10 38.53 35.93 24.16 0.77 0.21 0.19 99.79 72.18 1493
KT1-10 38.81 36.16 24.06 0.67 0.14 0.21 100.05 72.4 1627
KT1-10 38.72 35.75 23.88 0.76 0.18 0.17 99.46 72.29 1328
KT1-9 38.62 37.25 23.4 0.39 0.15 0.18 99.99 73.77 1376
KT1-9 38.58 37.29 23.31 0.38 0.17 0.17 99.9 73.9 1352
KT1-9 38.78 37.56 23.1 0.45 0.09 0.19 100. 18 74.07 1501
KT1-9 38.52 35.25 25.42 0.45 0.1 0.18 99.91 70.93 1423
KT1-9 38.31 35.89 24.55 0.39 0.06 0.19 99.38 72.01 1478
KT1-9 38.99 37.03 23.58 0.44 0.1 0.2 100.32 73.42 1533
KT1-9 39.31 37.87 22.24 0.39 0.12 0.19 100. 11 75.02 1478
KT2-8 39.11 39.85 20.89 0.44 0.16 0.16 100.61 77.08 1289
KT2-8 38.99 38.73 20.86 0.36 0.18 0.16 99.27 76.68 1226
KT2-8 39.09 40.2 20.23 0.37 0.12 0.15 100. 16 77.81 1171
KT2-8 39.97 42.5 17.56 0.26 0.16 0.22 100. 66 81.13 1706
KT2-8 39.76 41.13 18.8 0.3 0.13 0.17 100.3 79.48 1344
KT2-8 39.84 41.95 17.86 0.24 0.14 0.22 100.23 80.66 1698
KT2-8 40.02 42.59 17.27 0.31 0.17 0.23 100. 56 81.39 1776
KT1-10 KT1-9 KT2-8
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32 Cu Ni MgO Si0,
Fo 70.93 % ~81.39 %
3 Fo 90.8 %
Dick et al. 1984
4 SO,  Fo 78.5 % —~86.19 % 1995
Si0, MgO
Cu Ni 460 m 3
460 m 5 3 1 2
3 wy 107°
Table 3 Trace element compositions of mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit wg 10°¢
KT1-3 KT1-5 KT1-6 KT1-9 KT1-10 KTI1-11 KT1-13 KTI1-14 KTI1-27 KT2-2b KT2-3 KT2-5
Nrt Nrt Nrt Tre Pdt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt

Rb 1.33 18.97 4.47 5.94 1.90 13.08 24.17 25.03 5.60 9.98 23.58 17.20
Ba 31.54 329.60 142.00 134.60 11.86 217.60 416.90 509. 60 129.90  214.60 224.60 309.50
Th 0.20 0.65 0.30 0.30 0.04 0.68 0.59 0.72 0.32 0.53 0.60 0.56
U 0.08 0.26 0.13 0.13 0.04 0.23 0.23 0.29 0.13 0.34 0.25 0.22
Nb 2.19 5.46 2.28 2.44 0.95 4.63 5.91 6.50 2.42 3.92 5.77 5.55
Ta 0.12 0.30 0.13 0.13 0.03 0.26 0.33 0.37 0.14 0.24 0.34 0.33
Sr 126.60  591.60 304.20  288.20 17.29 334.80 794.60 862.10 282.00 391.10 260.00  464.70
Zr 38.27 103.40 54.56 45.87 6.85 98.81 113.00 129.40 52.01 105.10 126.90 131.20
Hf 0.88 2.31 1.22 1.09 0.17 2.20 2.50 2.76 1.19 2.30 2.69 2.71
Y 6.41 14.17 7.74 6.55 0.67 12.23 14.57 14.31 6.95 12.22 15.90 15.84
A\ 91.86 118.80 93.16 110.90 143.30 112.50 137.80 127.40 105.50 132.90 134.60 131.90
Cr 702.80 388.00 506.00 1012.00  403.50 705.40 180.40 172.70 976.50  425.60 732.00  444.00
Co 312.5 111.1 225 340.2 690 387 43 40.03 443.1 120 131.2 150.2
Ni 10000 2138 6960 8526 21765 9340 98.7 77.47 10245 1807 3702 2037
Cu 25496 4266 5255 17814 8415 10040 151.3 110.5 17031 43060 8195 13910
Zn 146.20 114.40 107.00 185.60 396.70 164.90 77.44 78.59 188.20 321.90 139.20 132.80
La 4.86 12.13 5.21 5.13 0.53 10.61 10.82 12.67 5.55 8.22 10.93 11.44
Ce 11.99 29.37 12.78 12.35 1.47 25.36 26.25 30.06 13.35 20.47 27.00 28.08
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Continued Table 3
KT1-3 KT1-5 KT1-6 KT1-9 KT1-10 KTI1-11 KT1-13 KTI1-14 KT1-27 KT2-2b KT2-3 KT2-5
Nrt Nrt Nrt Tre Pdt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt Nrt
Pr 1.73 4.06 1.81 1.73 0.20 3.48 3.63 4.04 1.86 2.83 3.72 3.86
Nd 7.51 17.23 7.87 7.26 0.81 14.66 15.43 16.93 7.91 12.09 15.91 16.27
Sm 1.64 3.62 1.79 1.58 0.17 3.08 3.42 3.64 1.74 2.71 3.52 3.606
Eu 0.62 1.32 0.79 0.62 0.07 1.08 1.51 1.53 0.64 1.05 1.23 1.40
Gd 1.80 4.02 2.09 1.77 0.18 3.34 3.90 4.02 1.85 3.11 4.01 4.16
Th 0.27 0.58 0.31 0.27 0.03 0.50 0.59 0.59 0.28 0.49 0.62 0.63
Dy 1.39 3.09 1.70 1.44 0.14 2.61 3.22 3.10 1.49 2.67 3.41 3.41
Ho 0.29 0.64 0.36 0.30 0.03 0.55 0.67 0.65 0.31 0.55 0.72 0.71
Er 0.78 1.70 0.95 0.81 0.09 1.47 1.78 1.75 0.82 1.50 1.91 1.91
Tm 0.11 0.24 0.14 0.12 0.01 0.22 0.26 0.26 0.12 0.22 0.28 0.28
Yb 0.67 1.50 0.87 0.76 0.09 1.36 1.60 1.58 0.78 1.36 1.77 1.68
Lu 0.11 0.24 0.14 0.12 0.01 0.22 0.25 0.25 0.12 0.22 0.27 0.27
Ba V* 0.3 2.8 1.5 1.2 0.1 1.9 3.0 4.0 1.2 1.6 1.7 2.3
La Yb " 5.2 5.8 4.3 4.8 4.2 5.6 4.9 5.8 5.1 4.3 4.4 4.9
SEu” 1.10 1.06 1.25 1.14 1.23 1.03 1.27 1.22 1.09 1.11 1.00 1.10
> REE 33.8 79.7 36.8 34.3 3.8 68.5 73.3 81.1 36.8 57.5 75.3 77.8
KT2-6 KT2-7 KT2-8 KT3-1 KT3-3 KT3-9 KT3-10 KT3-14 KT3-33 KT3-35 KT3-38
Nrt Nrt Nrt Drt Drt Drt Drt Nrt Drt Drt Drt
Rb 17.30 16.87 9.93 30.63 26.08 18.39 32.78 40.44 31.98 42.84 48.28
Ba 406.80 245.30 184.50 585.50 450.70 314.30 330.50 455.20 457.40 575.00 608.90
Th 0.52 0.55 0.46 3.16 2.63 1.80 1.33 2.13 1.80 2.16 2.12
U 0.27 0.23 0.20 1.29 0.88 0.66 0.47 0.67 0.61 0.74 0.72
Nb 5.27 5.93 4.68 8.56 6.17 5.24 4.70 6.31 5.14 6.44 8.14
Ta 0.31 0.35 0.28 0.49 0.36 0.30 0.26 0.35 0.29 0.36 0.44
Sr 724.10 368.50 285.40 569.20 648.70 238.10 245.00 322.00 374.50 332.80 363.60
Zr 107.60 121.60 95.32 164.00 89.71 99.80 67.56 92.71 108. 00 98.68 132.40
Hf 2.33 2.59 2.10 4.35 2.41 2.47 1.72 2.27 2.60 2.44 3.10
Y 12.94 14.54 13.54 24.30 17.00 12.51 9.83 10.81 12.83 12.00 12.75
\% 87.69 132.70 101.10 167.80 192.60 138.00 112.00 105.60 128.60 115.40 115.90
Cr 313.60 715.40 1049.00 148.90 6.12 865.50 920.40 742.30 494.60 686.00 1489.00
Co 121.5 130.5 225.5 28.29 31.05 69.6 73.86 218.9 48.88 59.96 189.8
Ni 1699 1857 4123 67.03 9.1 289.4 351.5 3201 144.4 254.5 3135
Cu 16530 10370 9651 224.7 86.85 195 271.2 2873 175.8 220.8 10910
Zn 142.60 178.50 139.30 100. 60 108.50 114.40 117.50 97.31 94.54 182.00 118.30
La 8.80 9.68 8.78 24.08 21.07 14.03 12.15 15.84 14.02 17.53 18.72
Ce 21.60 23.64 22.02 55.91 47.28 30.10 25.98 33.32 30.85 36.30 39.82
Pr 2.98 3.29 3.13 7.35 5.98 3.78 3.18 4.04 3.89 4.38 4.88
Nd 12.83 14.03 13.40 30.22 23.95 14.98 12.35 15.27 15.46 16.62 18.46
Sm 2.90 3.19 3.05 6.39 4.84 3.006 2.45 2.94 3.15 3.17 3.49
Eu 1.24 1.17 1.03 1.98 1.53 0.96 0.79 0.96 1.07 1.05 1.22
Gd 3.40 3.62 3.46 6.88 5.16 3.41 2.78 3.13 3.60 3.59 3.88
Th 0.51 0.56 0.54 1.00 0.72 0.48 0.38 0.43 0.52 0.48 0.52
Dy 2.79 3.12 2.93 5.24 3.69 2.65 2.07 2.28 2.75 2.57 2.70
Ho 0.59 0.65 0.61 1.09 0.75 0.56 0.43 0.47 0.58 0.53 0.56
Er 1.61 1.78 1.67 2.90 2.00 1.56 1.19 1.31 1.59 1.44 1.52
Tm 0.23 0.26 0.24 0.41 0.28 0.23 0.18 0.19 0.23 0.21 0.23
Yb 1.45 1.63 1.49 2.56 1.75 1.48 1.15 1.26 1.48 1.37 1.46
Lu 0.23 0.26 0.23 0.39 0.27 0.24 0.19 0.20 0.23 0.21 0.23
BaV”* 4.6 1.8 1.8 3.5 2.3 2.3 3.0 4.3 3.6 5.0 5.3
La Yb " 4.4 4.3 4.2 6.8 8.6 6.8 7.6 9.0 6.8 9.2 9.2
oEu” 1.21 1.05 0.97 0.91 0.94 0.91 0.93 0.97 0.97 0.95 1.02
> REE 61.2 66.9 62.6 146.4 119.3 77.5 65.3 81.6 79.4 89.5 97.7
Tre— Pdi— 1 * 1
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Fig. 5 Primitive mantle-normalized patterns of trace elements from mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke ore district
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Fig. 6 Primitive mantle-normalized patterns of REE from mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke ore district
Abbreviations as for Fig. 5
4 PGE wg 107°
Table 4 Compositions of PGE of the Kalatongke Cu-Ni sulfide deposit wy 10~°
KT1-1 KT1-2 KT1-3 KTI1-7 KTI1-8 KTI1-9 KTI1-10 KT2-2a KT2-2b KT2-5 KT2-6 KT3-9 KT3-38
M-ore M-ore D-ore M-ore M-ore D-ore D-ore D-ore M-ore D-ore D-ore Drt D-ore
Ni”* 9980 8496 21645 1767 1992 1669 280.35 3126.35
Os 4.05 8.19 4.63 1.11 2.29 8.37 1.5 0.82 0.68 0.67 0.21 0.23 0.41
Ir 3.22 4.98 2.85 0.75 0.95 4.96 1.32 0.53 1.19 0.36 0.14 0.07 0.23
Ru 4.06 9.6 3.25 4.23 1.86 7.11 2.69 1.1 7.75 0.8 0.34 0.55 0.69
Rh 3.14 5.18 1.8 0.93 1.42 7.11 1.76 2.06 3.26 0.37 0.25 0.04 0.29
Pd 33.9 39.7 18.2 394 176 7.11 51.9 225 336 32.6 50.8 1.22 49.2
Pt 45.1 31.3 133 722 147 7.11 151 518 10.2 343 68.6 1.5 58
Cu” 25496 7.11 8415 43060 13910 16530 195 10910
M-ore  D-ore * 10°°
3.3 PGE
4 3 2 3 IPGE
>PGE = 108.8 X 3
107° 1 93.5~1123.0 x10°° Pt+Pd Ru+Ir+0Os+Rh 66.2 1
340.0x1077 2 120.3~747.5 x107° Pt+Pd Ru+Ir+Os+Rh 2.5
401.2x107° SPGE=538.8 ~27.9 KT1-7 159.0 2 Pt +
X107 2004 Pd Ru+Ir+Os+Rh 127.0~170.7
SPGE= 93.5~1123.0 x10°° 478.5x107° KT2-2a 26.9
SPGE= 108.8~361.1 x 10~ Ir  Os Ru Rh Pt Pd Cu
243.0x10"?
SPGE 3.6x107° Cu Pd 1—4.3 X10° 3.7x10° Ti
PGE 7 Pd 2.5~-34.9 x10° 8.1x10°
PGE Cu Pd=6 500 Ti Pd=3 X105 Maier
IPGE PPGE 1 et al. 1998
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Fig. 8 Plots of Ta Yb versus Nb Y and Hf Nb versus Zr Nb from mafic intrusions in the Kalatongke ore district
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