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Abstract: The Huangshan area is the one of the most important ore field of nickel in the East Tianshan area and
include the Huangshandong, Huangshanxi and Huangshannan magmatic sulfide Ni-Cu deposits. On the basis of
the previous research achievements, we discuss the similarities and differences of the magmatic sulfide Ni-Cu
deposits in Huangshan area in this paper. The zircon age and geochemistry characteristics show that Huangshan-
dong, Huangshanxi and Huangshannan intrusions have the similar magmatic sources. The olivine Fo and esti-
mated results indicate that the parental magma of these intrusions is supposed to be high Mg in composition and
experienced the early olivine crystallization. The isotope and trace elements data show that the magma of these
intrusion was formed by the mixing of a mafic magma derived from a depleted mantle with a granitic melt de-
rived from a juvenile arc crust and occurred sulfide segregation in depth. Compared with the Huangshandong
and Huangshanxi deposits, the 100% sulfide of the Huangshannan deposit have the higher contents of Ni, Cu, Pt
and Pd. The simulated calculation show that the Huangshannan deposit have the higher R factor than Huang-
shandong and Huangshanxi deposits, which indicated there are more silicate magmas reacted with the sulfide
liquid in the Huangshannan deposit. The high oilvine Fo content and low sulfide Cu/Pd ratio in the Huangshan-
nan intrusion indicate the time of olivine fractional crystallization and sulfide segregation is before the Huang-
shandong and Huangshanxi deposits. Combined with the profile shapes and cover depth of these intrusions, we
suggest that the Huangshannan intrusion can be regarded as magma conduits between magma chamber while the
Huangshandong and Huangshanxi intrusions may be the lower part of the magma chambers. The bottom of
Huangshan intrusion and the underlying deep magma conduit have experienced multi-stage continuous emplace-
ment, recharge, and sulfide accumulation. These processes indicate favorable ore-forming potential, particularly
within the structural space created by the slowing down of the deep channel system.
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Fig. 1 Simplified geological map of Eastern Tianshan showing the ore-forming age of important magmatic Ni-Cu deposits
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Fig.2 (a) Plan view and (b, c) cross sections of the Huangshannan sulfide ore-bearing mafic-ultramafic intrusion
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Fig. 3 (a) A long section along the axis of the Huangshandong intrusion and (b) Huangshanxi intrusion
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Fig. 4 Major rock micrographs of the Huangshannan mafic-ultramafic intrusion
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Tab. 1 Major and trace element abundances in the Huangshannan intrusion
FE i NH3-1 NH3-2 NH3-4 NH3-5 NH3-6 NH3-7 NH3-8 NH3-9 NH3-10 NH3-12
Sio, 50.96 50.47 51.53 51.35 50.88 49.94 51.36 52.13 51.38 51.60
TiO, 0.60 0.64 0.44 0.34 0.48 0.38 0.47 0.34 0.42 0.46
AlLO, 17.47 18.84 17.70 19.92 14.45 11.52 17.56 19.84 17.02 19.02
Fe,O, 7.24 7.16 6.25 6.39 5.41 9.32 6.73 5.09 6.44 6.32
MnO 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.15 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.11
MgO 9.65 9.46 10.06 9.35 10.19 17.65 10.17 8.06 10.84 8.44
CaO 11.36 10.50 11.36 9.80 16.94 9.47 10.55 11.05 11.34 10.46
Na,O 2.40 2.52 2.30 2.55 1.46 1.46 2.70 3.11 2.19 3.24
K,0 0.15 0.25 0.22 0.16 0.07 0.08 0.29 0.27 0.23 0.32
P,O; 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.02
Rb 4.87 7.60 6.46 4.21 1.91 1.85 7.71 8.63 7.91 9.76
Sr 393 421 381 465 309 307 385 473 424 519
Y 10.33 9.35 7.92 5.60 11.06 6.98 8.42 5.79 7.57 6.39
Zr 24.64 25.18 20.81 22.04 16.21 13.75 28.29 10.59 17.09 12.55
Hf 0.75 0.74 0.58 0.55 0.65 0.43 0.74 0.36 0.51 0.43
Nb 0.53 0.64 0.42 0.44 0.14 0.19 0.57 0.24 0.30 0.20
Ta 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.02
Ba 32.65 31.85 34.00 34.41 19.04 13.44 34.19 42.29 1736.00 52.79
La 1.62 1.63 1.41 1.62 0.68 0.78 1.67 0.89 1.14 1.11
Ce 4.36 4.23 3.65 3.97 1.87 1.84 4.17 1.84 2.56 2.44
Pr 0.77 0.74 0.60 0.57 0.45 0.40 0.71 0.37 0.49 0.44
Nd 4.22 4.00 3.20 2.72 2.93 2.28 3.69 2.08 2.84 2.39
Sm 1.38 1.25 1.02 0.78 1.24 0.86 1.18 0.77 1.01 0.87
Eu 0.63 0.60 0.52 0.48 0.53 0.43 0.54 0.49 0.87 0.60
Gd 1.83 1.62 1.36 0.93 1.79 1.11 1.45 0.99 1.80 1.12
Tb 0.32 0.29 0.25 0.16 0.33 0.21 0.26 0.18 0.23 0.20
Dy 2.11 1.90 1.60 1.10 2.26 1.44 1.69 1.18 1.47 1.35
Ho 0.43 0.39 0.33 0.22 0.47 0.29 0.34 0.24 0.31 0.27
Er 1.27 1.15 0.99 0.69 1.34 0.85 1.04 0.70 0.93 0.80
Tm 0.17 0.16 0.15 0.10 0.18 0.12 0.14 0.10 0.13 0.11
Yb 1.02 0.93 0.79 0.60 1.15 0.83 0.95 0.61 0.87 0.71
Lu 0.16 0.15 0.13 0.10 0.16 0.12 0.14 0.09 0.12 0.10
Pb 1.14 2.67 1.45 2.21 1.19 0.89 1.35 2.62 2.90 1.16
Th 0.26 0.23 0.20 0.28 0.07 0.10 0.27 0.11 0.13 0.11
U 0.10 0.17 0.27 0.19 0.04 0.09 0.19 0.16 0.34 0.15

T EHTCE G N%; MR ERR10 .

fO R b A TR B A A TR F R BIRCROGIEHMR (K] 7a) R, 85 AR, 2k AE-AE

i, FEHE S 1 L A v BT Al 25 R, TE S EDOGRH, BRI RE R, 5 A Th/Uu
32 $5FE U-Pb FE# K Lu-Hf BHIE E>0.1033), HaEFRREE A (RIS, 2004) .

B LR & A R O VK O K A R TR B A G U-Pb i FIAE S 7 (286.242.6 )Ma( [ 7b), B # 11y
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Tab.2 Mineral composition in the Huangshannan intrusion

wmn

I A

S wE ) FeO SiO, MgO MnO CaO NiO  Total Fo Ni Ca Mn

ZK179-3-1 MK SE 6 1720 3976 4262 027 001 011 99.98 81.54 857 64 2106
7K179-3-2 HIBiMEE 8 17.11  39.67 4278 025 001 012 99.99 81.67 951 64 1944
ZK179-3-3 IS 10 1670 3998 4341 025 001  0.09 100.53 8225 715 64 1959
ZK171-1-1 BRI S 9 18.78 39.66 41.40 029 001 0.3 10028 79.71 1022 64 2207
ZK171-1-2 MM S 5 1893 39.66 41.62 030 001 013 10069 79.67 1053 64 2354
ZK171-1-3 MM WA 9 1894 3970 4151 024 001 0.10 10059 79.61 802 64 1835
ZK171-1-4 MM “MESE 11 1853 40.16 4149 023 0.03  0.10 100.58 79.96 770 186 1812

#KAE
. " ISR
5 A 1) Na,0 FeO SiO, K, 0 CaO ALO, Total An Ab Or
HN13-2 MR 11 471 016 5433 046 1134 2797 99.11 5555 4175  2.70

ZK171-1-2 WK S 6 476 0.3 53.66 0.05 1179 2828 98.78 57.58 42.10  0.32
HN13-1 WK 5 535 0.4 5592 059 1001 27.02 99.17 49.16 4741  3.44
7ZK179-3-1 MBS 2 383 007 5138 001 1348 2981 9870 6599 3395  0.06
HN13-3 R 7 531 018 5567 050 1040 2734 99.61 5047 46.65  2.88
ZK171-1-3 MK E 2 3.99 019 5211 0.0 1329 29.67 99.48 6446 3498  0.56

#aEa
v o " D= e . .
5 A ) Na,0 FeO SiO, Cr,0; MgO MnO CaO ALO, TiO, Total Wo En Fs
HN13-2 K 6 0.04 1624 5403 015 2584 030 125 178 025 9997 25 721 254

ZK171-12 WK SA 10 0.05 1421 5387 0.09 2619 030 1.75 267 035 9952 3.6 739 225
HN13-1 WK A 4 0.05 1626 5398 0.12 2492 032  2.80 153 023 10025 56 69.1 253
7ZK179-3-1 HHUER A 6 0.05 994 5458 0.16 2937 024 1.86 366 023 100.14 3.7 810 154

HN13-4 WK 8 0.03 17.90 5348 028 2413 036 18 170 030 100.10 3.8 680 283
ZK171-1-3 WM S 8 0.02 1201 5562 - 2935 026 081 287 003 101.03 1.6 800 184
BetEn

PSR
S ik ) Na,0 FeO SiO, Cr,0; MgO MnO CaO ALO, TiO, Total Wo En Fs
HN13-2 WK 7 051 738 5223 032 1483 0.8 2084 247 073 9949 441 437 122
HN13-4 RS 5 0.53 866 5203 022 1434 0.8 2036 237 058 9937 432 424 144

ZK171-1-3 WK A 9 052 636 5231 041 1788 0.19 1673 427 046 99.18 359 534 107

Y EROEE SN %; MTE SN0

S AR TR &, SHHEM R ILAR, B IR (+H14.17~+16.57) F1 8 11 P A 44 (+8.74~+13.53)
WP DA A LA R B R AR — B PRAESE, 2010),  JERIC Suetal, 2011; Sun et al., 2013) (8] 8), KW ix 4L
FARRKINM X & DR T A R R A ERYRIET 5 B 2 IR X
B9 3.3 Sr-Nd FfrE

BRE 15 A HT SRS A 1 R 2 o 4cdi 4 R A R A Sr-Nd TR A 25 3K B (% 5)
S —(F 4), ("HEHO B R 0.282903~0.282987,  F . Bl B AR A KR X LA T 0 R AE
SEYIMHN 0.282 947, eHE()H A +10.91~+13.89, 5  &Nd(+=286 Ma) i} +6.98~+9.20, = T #% 1L H B4k it
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Fig. 5 Plots of oxides versus mgo contents in whole-rock compositions of the Huangshannan mafic-ultramafic intrusion

FK eNdfH . (YSt/Sr), {EH A 0.703 547~0.704 000, -
124 0704288 0, A fb i Bl AL, TR H X RA
(MORB) (0.70229~0.703 16) (Saunders et al., 1988),
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B L1 b DX A A 0 4 DR 1 0 O 2 B B R
Bz, BEGHC KRB I AR S A R T %R
Z IR AR AL . BE S R BR T 5 > 15% B (HP 2 Hetkofn
HOPR 1) TN < 1% B A B, B DR AR A AR 26 B8 1L b X
A BB AL 1 PR LIRS (R R AN IR AR B A
fdi H (Barnes et al., 2013) "9 75 B2 iE4T 100% G feHrit
B EIAR . BN AME ILE T R R AT A B A
— BB o B (] 10), B oR H PGE A X Ni, Cu 77
it H IPGE #HX%f PPGE 7 it i e i i =X . ML Z T,
B R B A B = 1Y PGE & & .

ANRVE R A ¥ B B &R Cu/PdfE, Ho,
L ACH 140x10°~6904x10°, 5 111 75 2 188x10°~
2178x10°, # 1Ll 47x10°~865x10°, ML= F, &
LR AR X A B R AR Y Cu/Pd B .

4 i

4.1 BERHESIILE

B LR A IO A R il v O A1 B i Fo = 86.84
mol%, K T #E LU AR FEE L1 2 4k, (H =35 B {IK T b e
A Fo {H (~90 mol%) . X 3 ] 3 4 75 (K B 3
BB AN 2 i e s T T B ) D A O T R 4 0 TR R A
AL T IR AE A

BEA ISP LA A R B | T P T
BT R DL R RIS Tk IR E
(Chai et al., 1992; Lightfoot et al., 2005; Li et al., 2011) .
B Ll X5 A B R R R T A AN K YR
R B A7 — R EE Rk, BT VA A T
Mo [, XN S0 X AT RBEAR, AR
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Fig. 7 (a) CL images and the location of analyze point for zircons and (b) sketch of u-pb concordia age

from the Huangshannan sulfide ore-bearing intrusion

B A o A E LA BR S o 1R 25 I AR S, oy S A v,
TR A7 0 & [R) VM =2 1] Fe-Mg 3 Tid 2 500 — [ 22 M,
A EE AR ZR B Fe J7 M 83 5 R 3R 1Y 5
(Roeder, 1970), & B 111 R 88 56 4k 57 45 /K Fo {H i
o P RHORSS A 30 T LA A B A5 S MOASS A DI 4% ot B A RE

FM Loy o P, 2838 SR HIRHONE £ R A 1) 747 (L et
al., 2009) >k SRS I B LAY o T A S T BORR A
A MgO 1 FeO 1 LR, 16 4% 35 111 g 2 1 rh b A
Fo(F0=86.84 mol%) fix i [ FE i #4715, 15 B B
1) MgO=10.03 %, J& /& B X B 9%, HFE 8 IuH
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Tab.3 SHRIMP U-Pb data of zircons from the Huangshannan sulfide ore-bearing intrusion
Mpp* Th U P’/ U *°py'/PU *pb/ iU
M3 A FTh/A U
10° 10° 10° Ratio % Ratio 1% Age(Ma) +%
HN-1 7.8 43.6 199.0 0.23 0.355 00 33 0.04573 1.8 288.3 +5.0
HN-2 13.1 71.4 336.8 0.22 0.289 00 5.1 0.045 05 1.8 284.0 +4.9
HN-3 8.6 47.3 221.6 0.22 0.282 00 9.6 0.044 60 1.8 281.3 +5.1
HN-4 8.5 140.6 217.0 0.67 0.364 00 4.7 0.04570 1.8 288.1 +5.1
HN-5 12.4 66.7 314.8 0.22 0.33190 2.6 0.045 82 1.7 288.8 +4.9
HN-6 10.8 58.0 273.8 0.22 0.307 00 53 0.045 65 1.8 287.8 +5.0
HN-7 16.0 103.7 409.4 0.26 0.34170 2.5 0.045 68 1.7 288.0 +4.9
HN-8 12.7 75.0 3243 0.24 0.308 00 3.7 0.045 20 1.8 285.0 +4.9
HN-9 133 87.9 340.8 0.27 0.322 00 3.8 0.045 43 1.8 286.4 +5.0
HN-10 9.5 51.7 241.6 0.22 0.351 00 29 0.045 96 1.8 289.7 +5.1
HN-11 7.7 48.1 195.9 0.25 0.331 00 6.2 0.045 32 1.8 285.7 +5.1
HN-12 10.6 55.9 270.3 0.21 0.31100 4.7 0.045 54 2 287.1 +5.7
HN-13 11.6 71.3 295.3 0.25 0.31300 4.8 0.04547 1.8 286.6 +5.0
HN-14 13.0 69.9 337.2 0.21 0.329 00 34 0.044 66 1.8 281.7 +4.9
HN-15 15.0 83.5 388.0 0.22 0.336 00 53 0.045 15 1.9 284.7 +5.2
F4 BUESEERKEPRER LAICP-MS Lu-Hf BT RLER
Tab. 4 Zircons Lu-Hf isotope compositions of olivine gabbro in Huangshannan mafic-ultramafic intrusion

W 7Y/ "HF L/ HE " THE 26 T°HETHS en 1) tom( Ma) fume
1 0.092 745 0.001 677 0.282939 0.000017 0.282 930 11.9 452 —-0.95

2 0.106 623 0.002 024 0.282978 0.000019 0.282 967 13.2 399 —0.94

3 0.089 222 0.001 700 0.282 959 0.000018 0.282950 12.6 423 -0.95

4 0.102 301 0.001 654 0.282911 0.000017 0.282 903 10.9 492 —-0.95

5 0.095 908 0.001 864 0.282 936 0.000018 0.282 926 11.7 459 —-0.94

6 0.081 085 0.001 670 0.282 941 0.000 015 0.282 932 11.9 449 —-0.95

7 0.129 953 0.002 579 0.282973 0.000016 0.282959 12.9 414 -0.92

8 0.102 679 0.002 289 0.282 975 0.000015 0.282 962 13.0 407 —-0.93

9 0.101 556 0.002 107 0.282 998 0.000016 0.282 987 13.9 371 —-0.94
10 0.062 083 0.001 373 0.282981 0.000 014 0.282973 13.4 389 —-0.96
11 0.078 933 0.001 772 0.282971 0.000016 0.282961 13.0 407 -0.95
12 0.094 601 0.001 997 0.282 955 0.000016 0.282 944 12.4 433 —0.94
13 0.090 873 0.002 074 0.282 947 0.000018 0.282 936 12.1 445 —-0.94
14 0.098 492 0.002 384 0.282 962 0.000 027 0.282 950 12.6 426 —-0.93
15 0.104 552 0.002 001 0.282939 0.000018 0.282 928 11.8 457 —-0.94

S 6. RMFEMEINETAM BRSPS S0 ARG K T RS & o 5 1Y e R
BB KA 35 T3 6. 3 6 AL BN DORTE] KR TA IR, BA AR AL 53 it



112 v Jdb Hbh R NORTHWESTERN GEOLOGY 2025 4
30 —— Bk BB B R B A AR R R e T 5%~
gt 30% 14 Fi 7 2 159 £ 9 M 5 30 43 S TS A 140 I 44
il FHECAIK A B eNd(OE R (Th/ND) o fH. EH

PEBEZR R I IX. A B AE < 5 (284 Ma) 1 75 K 1l b
i é**”" I AR BRI M SE 4 41 1% 46 15 75 1 M 0 4 455 980358,
14 : TR 8 73, 45 5822 W0 4 1L 1 L L 2 T
e S | ! $%~30% KU ML A F . 1245 5 ELAT LA
L P43 2 B9 B0 6 26 L LR L 25 SR — B0 (76T 9b) . 7l
> 1 f a0 a0 20 3w T e, 30— 3 O Al ot R VR T 20 P 1Ly
S PO R A (M 5% T e e S

TS T HE 493 B (Sun et al., 1989) 4 2.05, B 5
PR HE (1 F 2 % T 7 ¥ H 5% {6 (Rudnick and Gao, 2003) 4 3.7,
LG A EE 1L AR HE [F07 Z 506 . Sunetal., 2013;
Suetal., 2011

B8 HUMX ST FH%-BEKREMEIER T-cHf B
Fig. 8 Zircon Hf isotopic features for the sulfide-bearing mafic-

ultramafic intrusions in the Huangshan area

42 MERFESmEM

IR, 08K AE B R S8 —
FER IR G, 3 eNd(¢) Fl eHE() (B FER . BN
B LG L R AR Sr-Nd [R5z 2 18 i v B V% 7 M
5 15 IR G B A 2 1 (8] 9a), Jf HIR QL%
JERZ/INT 5%, Wit /N B 1) b 5 TR e AN RE A B K
22 B R 1 (Th/ND) y fH (5 T N-MORB ) 4.3
(Sun et al., 1989)). Sun %5 (2013)F 5N Jy 25 1L 4R 85

SiO, % it Ft i, FeO &t B I, DA 5 3K v 3k i) %%
il 5 TS BN B AR A, R AE BRAL G B . L IXOR
[R5 17 5 AR A w8 ) Cu/Pd (B S et 2 R R & A 2o
ALY B AR

28 ) 3 R A A ) 4 B 0 A R AR B R b
FIE S W BEAR 23 28 15575 A 1 A1 (Mavrogenes et al., 1999;
O’neill et al., 2022) o X P A M0 5 X[ T 5] 3 5
S5, WA B 1 A A BR A B R . AR
AR, M SeTR Y L 450 S DL R e R Y A SR
Al RESESE  BR AR A ) R . B GE B X R
JOT 2 IR R 245 o R R I B e B A7 B2 (SCSS), A
283 WO A1 A 45 4 S B AR A R GR B T AR
1M ¥ L VG AN B Ll e A AR K B A #1) (Mao et al., 2015,
20165 2018 ), FHIL, §h 73 5 35 2 B 1L b IX 5 0 B k-
MR T IR BRI A BB R s AR RIIR

Tab.5 Sr-Nd isotope composition of wole rock in Huangshannan mafic-ultramafic intrusion

x5 HLEEEKEE SNd BMRAS

BB AP Rb(10°°) Sr(10°) “Rb/*Sr (V'sr/*sr) (Vsr*'sr)
HN3-2 S DN AR e A 7.60 421.20 0.052 247 0.703 829 0.703 621
HN3-5 iy DN A 421 465.10 0.026 223 0.703 651 0.703 547
HN3-6 e L 1.91 309.70 0.017 849 0.706 977 0.706 906
HN3-8 £ R A 7.71 385.30 0.057 934 0.703 946 0.703 715
HN3-10 R TR A 7.91 424.70 0.053 923 0.704 215 0.704 000
HN3-12 SN2y 9.76 519.80 0.054 363 0.704 156 0.703 940
S FaR Sm(10°) Nd(10°°) “Sm/**Nd "Nd/*Nd ena( )
HN3-2 TN MRS A 125 4.00 0.190 387 0.513 083 8.92
HN3-5 i1 TN VR A 0.78 2.72 0.173 735 0.513014 8.16
HN3-6 WM 1.24 2.93 0.257393 0.513 220 9.20
HN3-8 IR M A 1.18 3.69 0.193 700 0.513 021 7.59
HN3-10 RIS 1.01 2.84 0.216 969 0.513 092 8.14
HN3-12 SN2y 0.87 2.39 0.221 668 0.513 041 6.98
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o6 BUFRFALAMBELUEEEFERMST (%)

Tab. 6 Compositions of estimated parental magmas(%) for the Huangshannan intrusion

2H 53 Si0,  TiO, ALO,  Fe0; FeO MnO  MgO Ca0 Na,0 K, 0 PO, Total kW
WM 4787 071 13.3 1.87 1046 028 1003 1259 171 071  0.17 100 AW
WINAR 5359 086 1379 101 938 0.5 1003 826 1.88 090 015 100  Maoetal,2014
WIIPE 5120 100 1570 0.90 836 027 8711 1121 191 050 020 100  Maoetal,2014
R EE L X & B S AR yOs () 18 78 Bl K B 5 (Tang L e

etal., 2021), 6™S {5 Fl % T8 4L v B Bk 1) 110 Pl 42 o

I (PR, 2009), 33 SEREAE AR 0 7 Hh 7 I AE AR A 2o 72 )

OISR . BRI S R SR L 0L 7 20

AL 2 U 77 B SerS {8 M0 B 1 1 o e

7 Bl 2 [A] ( Zhao et al., 2015; X == 45, 2016; It il 85 %,

2018; Deng et al., 2022), AR B BB A INA . £ 10°¢

IR SR K A R A b TR o

WY Hb 5 LA T R AR, X T R R S SR O
TEIE B G R .
43 Ry EEXNLERZTBR

L BRI YR B AL A ) PGE F &
FE AR ME TG (E 10) . Naldrett(2011) £1.45 T %
Hw A b a R AL R OF K h & BT E )
B . QB ALY 4 B I R-factor (FE R 26 5 2 Al
TALYIE R R b ) o QBRI 43 3 45 i AE ]
RYCIRER A0 A b B e R Aoy — B2 3 A4
RE s, HIbEH RHemmANHE. T CutE
B A/ 3 TP i 43 L 2R B0 G /N T PGE, B SEfil
I Cu 7 & R 2 R-factor e /IME . & IR AR S0
FESL Y 100% BRALY)  Cu & B AR ~1.5%, B8k R

10 HUMREST SKRK-BEKRST SFHEK
Riaig AR AL E
Fig. 10 Primitive mantle-normalized pge patterns for sulfide
bearing rocks from the sulfide-bearing mafic-ultramafic intru-

sions in the Huangshan area

FIEH Cu BYWI IR & B TR ALY/ 2K T i o i R AL
23 9 120x10° 1 1 500(Ripley et al., 2002; Barnes et
al., 2013; Mungall et al., 2014), IS 2 E LK R-
factor (1 f5c/ME 2 ~ 150, H 1t I 74 PGE 194 & 7 1 .
FR P b 3 25 S % ¥ 1L RS 7 R R-factor #E 7745481, 75 )
1 R{EJy 150~2 000([&] 11a), /&5 F # 1 4 AL 1L PG
(& JC 14 45, 2004; Sun et al., 2013; Mao et al., 2015)
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1 Pd T B Ak W F0 R R AR 455 4K 22 [ 43 e AR A 22 =
(Cu: 200; Pd: 10 000~40 000) ( Naldrett, 2011 ), 555 2
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Fig. 11

(a) R-factor modeling and (b) correlation diagram of Y PGE and Cu/Pd of the sulfide -bearingmafic-ultramafic

intrusions in the Huangshan area
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