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Fig. 3 Histogram of rock strata comparison of Tukari formation
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Metallogenic Condition and Prospecting Potential Analyses of
Tianzhu Barite Deposit in Guizhou

LIU Ling' ,SHI Qing-peng’, WEN Xing—-qiao' ,XU Dong-bo’> , WANG Wen-jie'

(1. 101 Geological Party,Guizhou Bureau of Geology and Mineral Exploration & Development
Kaiki 556000, Guizhou , China ;2. Qiandongnan Bureau of Land and Resources)

[ Abstract] Tianzhu is one of the most important barite origin of China, more than 200 million ton is
proved. From 2012 to 2014 ,in the fully equipped exploration of barite ,new barite resource was found in north-
west limb of Pingdi syncline and proved to be big scale. According to the deposit characteristics and metallo-
genic condition,it’ s thought the barite deposit is controlled by strata lithology, ancient sedimentary basin and
contemporaneous fault. According to the modern mineralization theory, the earthcrust in this area experienced
the evolution process of mantle uplift — extension — aggregation, the metallogenic mode of barite which
experienced submarine exhalation and sedimentary mineralization was built up. For the regional metallogenic
background,it’ s thought to have big prospecting potential in the core and limb of Pingdi syncline in Tianzhu.
[ Key words] Barite deposit;Metallogenic condition ; Metallogenic mode ; Tianzhu Guizhou
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Determination of Tukari Formation, Upper Jurassic Series and Its
Geological Significance in South Beitinggong Area, Gaize, Tibet

LI Yue-shen, MA De-sheng, FU Hong-bin, BAI Pei-rong
( Guizhou Academy of Geologic Survey ,Guiyang 550005 , Guizhou ,China)

[ Abstract] When the sections in Gaize are tested ,the organic fossil( Microso lena sp. Meandronhyllia, The-
cosmilia sp. Burgundia sp. Buneia sp. ) in Late Jurassic are found which are thought to be Xiala formation of
Permian by former researchers. According to the regional strata comparison of rock association and organic
fossil appearance, this strata is ensured to be Tukari formation of Upper Jurassic. The strata will afford new in-
formation for coral fauna study,ocean basin shrank and subduction,ocean—land translation in Bangonghu-—Nu-
jiang joint area.

[ Key words] Tibet;South Beitinggong; Late Jurassic ; Tukari formation ; Determination



