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Abstract: This work provides an overview of the geological, geochemical, and metallogenic data
available up to date on the Moroccan massive sulphide deposits, including some new results, and
then discusses the evidences for the epigenetic and syngenetic hypotheses. All of the ore deposits
are located within a crustal block located at the intersection between two major shear zones and
are characterized by a sustained and long-lived magmatic activity. The ore deposits are located
within second-order shear zones, which played an important role in controlling the geometry of
the mineralization. The mineralization lacks the unequivocal textural and structural features that
are indicative of a sedimentary or diagenetic origin, and a syntectonic to late-tectonic pyrite-rich
assemblage is superimposed on an earlier, pretectonic to syntectonic pyrrhotite-rich mineralization.
Each deposit has a distinctive pyrrhotite sulfur isotopic signature, while the sulfur isotopic signature
of pyrite is similar in all deposits. Lead isotopes suggest a shift from a magmatic source during the
pyrrhotite-rich mineralization to a source that is inherited from the host shales during the pyrite-rich
mineralization. The O/H isotopic signatures record a predominance of fluids of metamorphic
derivation. These results are consistent with a model in which an earlier pyrrhotite-rich mineralization,
which formed during transtension, was deformed and then remobilized to pyrite-rich mineralization
during transpression.

Keywords: polymetallic massive sulphide deposits; shear zones; geochemistry; Moroccan Meseta;
Hercynian

1. Introduction

Volcanogenic massive sulphide (VMS) deposits are an important source of copper, zinc, lead,
gold, and silver [1–4]. They widely vary in size and are found throughout the geological record,
from the Archaean to the present day [5,6]. Many VMS deposits are forming today in relationship
with submarine hydrothermal systems, in settings, including mid-ocean ridges, back-arc basins,
and volcanic arcs [7]. Extensive research has identified VMS deposits that formed in a range of
geodynamic settings over geological time, and a number of classifications have been developed for
these deposits [1,3,8]. These classifications are typically based on the metal contents, lithostratigraphy,
and the tectonic setting. In the geological record, most of the deposits that formed at mid-ocean ridges
have not been preserved, and so deposits that are associated with back-arc or arc-marginal basins and
intracontinental basins are the most common [5]. Although there has been significant debate in the
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past regarding the importance of epigenetic massive sulphide deposits, the majority of deformed VMS
deposits are now considered to be syngenetic [1,6].

Many VMS deposits are found in zones that have undergone intense and polyphase deformation,
such as the Bathurst mining camp in Canada [9] or the Iberian Pyrite Belt [10]. In such cases, detailed
mapping and structural studies are required to distinguish remobilized synvolcanic deposits from
epigenetic or syntectonic mineralization [11–13].

The Variscan belt of southern Europe and North Africa contains many examples of deformed VMS
deposits, with the best-known examples lying within the Iberian Pyrite Belt [10,14,15]. Well-exposed
massive sulphide deposits are found in the southern Meseta where this belt continues into Morocco
(Figure 1) [16]. Among these deposits the Kettara deposit was mined from 1938 to 1982 [17], and
mining is currently active at the Draa Sfar and Hajjar mines [18–21]. Numerous other targets
have been the subject of exploration and drilling. The deposits are typically vertical or steeply
dipping, pyrrhotite-dominated and they have clearly been affected by the superimposed Variscan
deformation [21]. This has led to two contrasting hypotheses for their origin. The syngenetic hypothesis
proposes that these are classic volcanogenic massive sulphide deposits that formed at or below
the seafloor in an anoxic basin, with the hydrothermal system being driven by contemporaneous
volcanism. This hypothesis seems to be supported by different evidences at Hajjar [22–24] and Draa
Sfar [18–20], where the sulphide deposits are spatially associated with felsic volcanic rocks. In contrast,
the epigenetic hypothesis suggests that the massive sulphides were formed during deformation,
with the hydrothermal system being driven by heat from syn-tectonic intrusions. Evidence for this
comes from areas that are devoid of volcanic and volcaniclastic rocks, particularly at Kettara [17,25].
An “intermediate” hypothesis has been proposed for the Koudiat Aïcha deposit, which has been
described as a “Besshi-type” VMS, which is related to the mafic intrusions in the area [26,27]. In order
to investigate the evidence for these contrasting hypotheses, we present a synthesis that integrates
existing and new geological and metallogenic information of the Moroccan massive sulphide deposits
(MMSD). This synthesis shows that the MMSD present unique features that differentiate them from
those of the Iberian Pyrite Belt (IPB) and are difficult to interpret in terms of the classical VMS model.
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Figure 1. (a) Geology of the Jebilet Massif in the framework of the Paleozoic outcrops of North 
Africa, (b) Main structural zones of the Variscan Belt of Morocco (modified from [28]), and (c) 
General geological map of the Rehamna, Jebilet and Guemassa massifs showing the location of the 
principal massive sulphide deposits (modified from [16,29]). The white color represents 
undifferentiated post-Paleozoic sedimentary units. 

2. Geological Setting 

The Variscan collisional belt in Morocco is exposed in several Paleozoic massifs that lie to the 
west and to the east of the folded Mesozoic–Cenozoic cover of the middle Atlas, forming, 
respectively, the Western and the Eastern Meseta domains (Figure 1a). The Meseta domains display 
a nearly complete Paleozoic sedimentary sequence, which is folded and metamorphosed at 

Figure 1. (a) Geology of the Jebilet Massif in the framework of the Paleozoic outcrops of North
Africa, (b) Main structural zones of the Variscan Belt of Morocco (modified from [28]), and (c) General
geological map of the Rehamna, Jebilet and Guemassa massifs showing the location of the principal
massive sulphide deposits (modified from [16,29]). The white color represents undifferentiated
post-Paleozoic sedimentary units.

2. Geological Setting

The Variscan collisional belt in Morocco is exposed in several Paleozoic massifs that lie to the west and to
the east of the folded Mesozoic–Cenozoic cover of the middle Atlas, forming, respectively, the Western
and the Eastern Meseta domains (Figure 1a). The Meseta domains display a nearly complete Paleozoic
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sedimentary sequence, which is folded and metamorphosed at greenschist to amphibolite facies
during a polyphased Variscan (Hercynian) orogeny, and intruded by widespread, syn- to late-orogenic
Carboniferous granitoids [28,30,31]. The occurrence of an Eo-Variscan tectono-metamorphic event
dated at 366–372 Ma characterizes the eastern Meseta [32,33]. Two tectono-metamorphic events
occurred at 330 Ma and 300 Ma in the western Meseta domain [33]. The western Meseta has been
subdivided into the Nappe Zone, the Central Zone and the Coastal Block [28], with the Central Zone
and Coastal Block being separated by a major structure known as the Western Meseta Shear Zone [34].

The Jebilet massif, which is to the north of Marrakech, provides a well-exposed cross-section
across the western Meseta [16,35] (Figure 1c). The Western Jebilet Unit includes a sequence of
Cambro-Ordovician sedimentary rocks that was uplifted in the Late Devonian and only weakly
deformed in the Variscan [16,28,36]. It is separated from the Central Jebilet Unit by a dextral
thrust-wrench fault [37,38], which is part of the Western Meseta Shear Zone [34]. The Central Jebilet
Unit is part of the Central Zone and it comprises sedimentary rocks of the Visean age [16,39], which
have been metamorphosed to low grade and extensively deformed in the Variscan orogeny [35,40].
The Eastern Jebilet Unit is part of the Nappe Zone; it contains an Upper Visean sedimentary sequence,
the “Kharrouba Flysch” [16], which grades from turbidites to tidally-influenced shallow marine
deposits [41–44]. This is overlain by tectonically-emplaced nappes, including Ordovician to early
Carboniferous sedimentary rocks with a chaotic basal breccia [41,45]. These nappes mark the onset
of the closure of the Mesetian basin [28,46,47]. The Eastern Jebilet Unit is separated from the Central
Jebilet Unit by the Marrakech Shear Zone [35,48]. Westphalian–Permian continental conglomerates [16]
unconformably rest upon the Hercynian folded sequence in the Eastern and Western Jebilet Units.

The Central Jebilet Unit, which hosts the MMSD (Figure 2), is a thick (>1000 m) largely low-grade
metamorphosed Upper Visean metasedimentary sequence that is dominated by schists with subsidiary
limestone and sandstone beds, named the Sarhlef Schists [16,43]. The protoliths of these schists were
considered to be shales, locally black, indicating that this succession was deposited in an anoxic basin,
with storm deposits representing the sandstones [44,49]. Bordonaro et al. [50] revised the stratigraphy
of Central Jebilet and allocated the name Sarhlef Formation to the detrital sequence (at least 1000 m
thick) and Teksim Formation (correlated with the Teksim Formation of the Eastern Jebilet) to the
upper calcareous member that is composed of carbonaceous argillites and limestones (100 m), which
defines the top of an interpreted basin-fill succession. The Sarhlef Formation was subsequently further
subdivided into an Upper Member and a Lower Member [19–21,51]. The Lower Member consists
of shales, sandstones, felsic, and mafic tuffs, and the Upper Member comprises shales, siltstones,
sandstones, and felsic volcanic rocks, as can be seen in Draa Sfar and Koudiat Delaa. The entire
sequence was intruded by mafic and felsic magmas that form dykes, sills, and plutons. Although
the major part of the Sarhlef Schists has been described as a metamorphosed volcanosedimentary
sequence [16,51], the majority of the igneous rocks of Central Jebilet are intrusive rocks and only minor
rhyolitic and rhyodacitic domes and volcaniclastic units are present [52,53].
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Figure 2. (a) Regional distribution of the massive sulphide deposits in the Central Jebilet (modified 
from [16]). The numbers 1, 2, 3 refer to the western, central, and eastern lineaments controlling the 
massive sulphide orebodies. (b) Plot of the main sulphide deposits in the Cu-Pb-Zn classification of 
Large [54]. The white color represents undifferentiated post-Paleozoic sedimentary units. 
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one is a bimodal association of mafic-ultramafic plutons, sills, and dykes that coexist with sheet-like 
alkaline microgranitic intrusions and dykes. The microgranitic rocks contain minerals that are 
characteristic of alkaline magmatism, most notably alkali amphibole, with fluorite and apatite as 
accessories [53]. The microgranites have been dated at 330.5 +0.68/−0.83 Ma (U–Pb on zircon) [55], 
and more recently a single sample from the Koudiat Hamra intrusion has been dated at 345 ± 2 Ma 
[56]. The second group of intrusions comprises two cordierite-bearing granodioritic plutons that are 
crosscut by leucogranitic dykes. Rb-Sr dating had suggested an age of ca. 327 ± 4 Ma for the 
granodioritic plutons and 295 ± 15 Ma for the cross-cutting leucogranites [57], although more recent 
U-Pb dating has suggested somewhat older ages of 358–336 Ma for the granodiorites [56]. In any 
case, geochronological dating indicates a sustained and long-lasting magmatic activity in the Jebilet 
massif, between 358 ± 7 Ma and ca. 300 Ma [55–57]. The felsic magmatism is characterized by a 
temporal evolution from magmas of hybrid origin to magmas of pure crustal origin, reflecting a 
lithosphere that is heated from below. Such an evolution was related to the cessation of continental 
subduction, slab-breakoff, asthenospheric upwelling, and development of strike-slip faulting 
during plate convergence [53] 

The Sarhlef Schists underwent low-grade metamorphism and deformation during the Variscan 
orogeny [16,26,40,51]. Huvelin identified the presence of two major phases of deformation and 

Figure 2. (a) Regional distribution of the massive sulphide deposits in the Central Jebilet (modified
from [16]). The numbers 1, 2, 3 refer to the western, central, and eastern lineaments controlling the
massive sulphide orebodies. (b) Plot of the main sulphide deposits in the Cu-Pb-Zn classification of
Large [54]. The white color represents undifferentiated post-Paleozoic sedimentary units.

The Variscan intrusive rocks in Central Jebilet can be subdivided in two groups [53]. The first one
is a bimodal association of mafic-ultramafic plutons, sills, and dykes that coexist with sheet-like alkaline
microgranitic intrusions and dykes. The microgranitic rocks contain minerals that are characteristic
of alkaline magmatism, most notably alkali amphibole, with fluorite and apatite as accessories [53].
The microgranites have been dated at 330.5 +0.68/−0.83 Ma (U–Pb on zircon) [55], and more recently a
single sample from the Koudiat Hamra intrusion has been dated at 345 ± 2 Ma [56]. The second group
of intrusions comprises two cordierite-bearing granodioritic plutons that are crosscut by leucogranitic
dykes. Rb-Sr dating had suggested an age of ca. 327 ± 4 Ma for the granodioritic plutons and
295 ± 15 Ma for the cross-cutting leucogranites [57], although more recent U–Pb dating has suggested
somewhat older ages of 358–336 Ma for the granodiorites [56]. In any case, geochronological dating
indicates a sustained and long-lasting magmatic activity in the Jebilet massif, between 358 ± 7 Ma
and ca. 300 Ma [55–57]. The felsic magmatism is characterized by a temporal evolution from magmas
of hybrid origin to magmas of pure crustal origin, reflecting a lithosphere that is heated from below.
Such an evolution was related to the cessation of continental subduction, slab-breakoff, asthenospheric
upwelling, and development of strike-slip faulting during plate convergence [53].
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The Sarhlef Schists underwent low-grade metamorphism and deformation during the Variscan
orogeny [16,26,40,51]. Huvelin identified the presence of two major phases of deformation and
folding [16]. The main regional cleavage (S1) typically trends NNE–SSW and is axial planar to a series
of open upright F1 folds [35,48]. This cleavage bends into a series of shear zones, which have been
divided into two groups [35]. There is group of typically N–S trending sinistral shear zones that is well
developed across much of the Central Jebilet, but they are subsequently affected by dextral shearing
that is associated with late major faults, such as the Mesret Fault [17,26,35]. The shear zones are
associated with an increasing of strain, tightening of folds, and development of stretching lineations,
which can be considered as being related to a D2 phase [26,35,56]. A late brittle D3 episode is also
recognized in the Jebilet Massif.

3. Massive Sulphide Deposits

3.1. Size and Tonnage

All of the MMSD deposits are covered by well-developed gossans, either outcropping on surface
(Kettara, Koudiat Aicha, Draa Sfar North) or covered with Plio-Quaternary sediments (Hajjar, Draa
Sfar South). At least four deposits are mineable: Kettara, Koudiat Aicha, Hajar, and Draa Sfar (Table 1).

Table 1. Ore reserves and average grade of selected deposits in the Jebilet-Guemassa district.

Deposit Reservers (Mt) Cu wt % Zn wt % Pb wt % Ag g/t

Draa Sfar South 19 0.35 5.28 1.75 36

Draa Sfar Nouth (Cu) 1 2 0.2 0.25 6

Draa Sfar Nouth (Zn) 0.35 0.3 4.46 2.02 32

Kettara 30 0.7 0.2 0.1 20

Koudiat Aicha 4.5 0.5 2.7 1 25

Hajar 20 0.5 8 3 48

Laachach 0.38 0.2 3.8 1.2 25

Having a well-developed gossan and a location that is close to the Marrakech-Safi road, the Kettara
deposit was the first massive sulphide deposit to be discovered and mined [17]. The gossan was
exploited for limonite and ochre from 1938 to 1963. Below the gossan, there is a cementation zone that
includes native copper, pyrite, chalcocite (Cu2S), covellite (CuS), with traces of gold and silver [58].
Pyrite was extracted from this zone between 1955 and 1966 and used for the production of hydrosulfuric
acid for the leaching of the Cu that is contained in the chalcocite and covellite. Below the cementation
zone, the primary mineralization is pyrrhotite-rich (up to 95 vol %) and it forms an elongate subvertical
lens 500 m deep, 40–70 m thick, and 1500 m long [21,59]. The ore resources are estimated to be 30 Mt
of pyrrhotite-dominated ore grading 0.7 wt % Cu, 0.2 wt % Zn, and 0.1 wt % Pb (Table 1), from which
8 Mt were extracted between 1964 and 1982, and were also used for producing hydrosulfuric acid.
Problems that are related to pyrrhotite storage due to its fast oxidation, the low sulfur content (25 wt %),
the volume of mine wastes, and the corrosion of the iron infrastructure caused by the metallurgical
method used at that time resulted in the closure of the mine in 1982 [60].

The Koudiat Aicha deposit was discovered in 1963 due to the presence of an airborne
electromagnetic anomaly in an area with well-developed gossans. With 4.5 Mt of ore grading 2.7 wt %
Zn, 1 wt % Pb, and 0.5 wt % Cu in estimated resources, it represents the smallest of the deposits in the
area. A similar magnetic anomaly that is associated with surface gossans is recognized along a ridge
that extends ca. 2 km north to Laachach [61].

The Draa Sfar cluster contains two deposits: a southern one called Tazakourt and a northern
deposit called Sidi M’Barek. At surface, the deposits are separated by the Tensift River, but there is no
structural discontinuity between them [18]. The Tazakourt orebody consists of one Zn-rich lens that
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extends N–S for 2 km and has been delineated between the −50 and −1500 m levels, but it remains
open at depth. It is the main ore lens at Draa Sfar and it has been exploited since the commencement
of mining at the Draa Sfar district in 2004. The Zn-rich lens continues for more than 500 m north of the
Tensift river into the Sidi M’barek deposit. The estimated resources of the Tazakourt Zn-rich ore body
are 19 Mt grading 5.28 wt % Zn, 1.75 wt % Pb, and 0.35 wt % Cu. In 2008, the Sidi M’Barek orebody
had not yet been delineated and it was thought to be composed of a western or upper Zn-rich lens
and an eastern or lower Cu-rich lens [18]. The commencement of mining in 2011 at the Sidi M’Barek
deposit has resulted in increased accessibility to the deposit and its host rocks allowing for new data to
be obtained from underground and surface mapping and from the drill core. The Sidi M’barek deposit
is now known to include several other Cu-rich lenses [62]. The estimated resources of the Cu-rich
lenses are 1 Mt grading 0.2 wt % Zn, 0.25 wt % Pb, and 2 wt % Cu.

The Hajjar deposit is located in the Guemassa district, 30 km south of Marrakech. The deposit was
discovered in 1968, owing to an electromagnetic anomaly that is delineated by airborne geophysical
surveys. Ongoing mining of the Hajjar deposit since 1988 has produced over 20 Mt of ore grading
8 wt % Zn, 3 wt % Pb, 0.5 wt % Cu, and 25 g/t Ag [63].

To summarize, the past production and total resources of the massive sulphide deposits of the
Moroccan Meseta are estimated to be more than 80 Mt [64], with some deposits reaching a depth
of 1500 m. Most of these deposits have been classified as VMS deposits [18–23]. The dominance of
pelitic rocks in the wall rock and the presence of felsic volcanic rocks in the Tazakourt orebody led
Marcoux et al. [18] to classify the Draa Sfar deposit within the pelitic subgroup of the siliciclastic-felsic
type of Franklin et al. [3]. In contrast, the presence of mafic intrusives led Lotfi et al. [27] to classify
the Koudiat Aicha deposit as a mafic-siliciclastic (Besshi type) deposit. According to the geochemical
classification of VMS deposits [54,65], the major massive sulphide deposits of the Moroccan Meseta
belong either to the Pb-Zn-Cu type (Hajjar, Tazakourt, Koudiat Aicha) or the Cu-type (Kettara, Sidi
M’Barek; Figure 2b). In addition to the base metals, gold is being profitably recovered as a by-product
in the Cu-rich lenses of the Sidi M’Barek deposit, which contain ca. 600–700 g/t Co and up to 0.5 g/t
Au. The Kettara ore contains up to 0.2 wt % Co and 0.05 wt % Sn, 0.8g/t Au and 1 to 4 g/t Ag [66].
The Cu-rich deposits are also characterized by the higher contents of Bi and Se than the Zn-rich
deposits. Traces of Bi and Se-bearing minerals have been described in the Kettara ore [66], while
native bismuth and Bi-rich sulphides and selenides are abundant as individual grains or complex
intergrowths in the Cu-rich lenses of Sidi M’Barek. Finally, the location in a “compressional jog” of a
regional shear zone and the absence of volcanic rocks in the Kettara region led N’diaye et al. [17] to
propose a genetic model in which the Kettara deposit was formed by syn-metamorphic fluid migration
through shear zones.

3.2. Regional Distribution of the Deposits

The Central Jebilet unit, and its southern extension, the Guemassa massif (Figures 1c and 2) host
the MMSD. The Central Jebilet is a triangular crustal block that is delimited by the West Moroccan
Shear Zone to the west and the Marrakech Shear Zone to the east (Figure 2a). The West Moroccan
Shear Zone (WMSZ) extends from Tichka in the South to Rabat in the North, and it was active during
both the sedimentation and the overprinted regional metamorphism [34,67]. The Marrakech Shear
Zone (MSZ) separates the Sarhlef schists of Central Jebilet from the Kharrouba flysch of Eastern Jebilet,
suggesting that it was also active during those times [49]. Central Jebilet is also characterized by the
presence of numerous mafic and felsic intrusions that form a bimodal magmatic association [16,51,68],
as well as two granodioritic plutons that are spatially associated with the MSZ. The spatial association
of the massive sulphide deposits with bimodal magmatism indicates that this triangular crustal block
corresponds to a high-temperature thermal corridor that is located at the intersection between two
major crustal fractures.
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At the map-scale, the massive sulphide deposits of Central Jebilet, their gossans, and the related
magnetic anomalies are arranged into N–S to NNE–SSW subvertical lineaments [21,26,69] (Figure 2a).
These lineaments include:

(1) The Koudiat Aicha deposit, together with the Bouhane and Laachach deposits and gossans
form the western lineament, which is offset by the Mesret dextral fault (Figure 2a). This lineament
is located some 1.5 km to the east of a parallel ridge that is formed by the Koudiat Bouzlaf, Koudiat
Hamra, and Koudiat Diab microgranitic intrusions [26] (Figure 3). Our structural and microstructural
observations indicate that the gossans are located within a ductile shear zone, which is approximately
40 m wide, where the metasedimentary rocks have a very intense planar, phyllonitic to mylonitic,
steeply dipping fabric, which strikes roughly north-south.
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Figure 2a).

(2) The Kettara deposit belongs to a central lineament that includes the Benslimane and Kerkoz
deposits and the associated gossans. The Kettara deposit is located ~1 km northwest of the
mafic-ultramafic Kettara intrusion, which is part of a suite of mafic intrusions that lie broadly parallel
to the massive sulphide lineament. This lineament is located within a through-going N–S sinistral
shear zone that is interconnected by a short ENE dextral shear zone in the Kettara area [17,70].
The Benslimane and Kerkoz deposits occur at the south-eastern extension of the Kettara deposit, ~1 km
west of the felsic side of the composite Ouled Har intrusion. A ridge that is formed by the Koudiat
Delaa felsic volcanic and volcaniclastic rocks separates the western and central sulphide lineaments
(Figures 2a and 3).

(3) The Draa Sfar district belongs to an eastern ore lineament that includes Nzalet el Harmel
and Safsafat gossans. The southern part of Draa Sfar (Tazakourt orebody) is located near the felsic
volcanic and volcaniclastic rocks of Koudiat Tazakourt, while its northern part (Sidi M’Barek deposit)
is located near the felsic intrusion of Draa El Harach. To the south of Kettara, an array of gossans and
gabbroic intrusions, including the Koudiat Arhil intrusion, separates this lineament from the central
lineament [69].

To summarize, there is evidence for a N–S to NE–SW structural control, as shown at the regional
scale by the distribution of the massive sulphides along lineaments as well as by the arrays of
magmatic bodies with a similar trend. These lineaments correspond to shear zones [26,35], which
likely played an important role in the control of the geometry of the mineralization. It is worth
noting that this suite of shear zones trends at a low angle to the WMSZ, which represents the western
boundary of the Devono-Carboniferous basins in the Moroccan Meseta [34,67]. These shear zones
may represent faults that were originally active during sedimentation and subsequently reactivated
during compressional tectonics. In the case of the Tazakourt Pb-Zn deposit, it has been suggested
that synvolcanic/sedimentary faults that are directly related to massive sulphide deposition might
have controlled the Draa Sfar basin [19]. In the case of the Kettara Cu-deposit, it has been shown that
mineralization is located in a compressional jog that is located between two “en echelon” shear
zones [17]. In the Guemassa massif, the Hajjar deposit is located within a transpressive shear
zone [24]. We conclude that the studied deposits of Central Jebilet are located within different
structural lineaments that are separated by magmatic ridges that could represent small-scale N–S to
NE–SW troughs or sub-basins.
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3.3. Morphology

The majority of the massive sulphides of the Central Jebilet have lens-type morphology and
they lack well-developed stockwork zones. These lenses are generally subvertical and parallel to
the regional cleavage (Figure 3). Notably, field studies in the area shows that most of the massive
sulphides occur in sub-vertical shear zones, where the host rocks show intense planar foliations and
lineations [71].

In the Koudiat Aicha deposit, the massive to semi-massive pyrrhotite-rich lenses are hosted
by metapelites. Our recent mapping shows that the location of the deposit is marked at the
surface by a ridge of dark-brown weathered rocks with a very intense, steeply-dipping foliation
and a moderately-plunging lineation. This ridge, which represents a major shear zone, extends
northwards to the smaller Laachach sulphide deposit, and the Mesret Fault offsets it. The sulphide
mineralization within this shear zone forms subvertical lenses trending N–S parallel to the intense
foliation. The mineralized lenses extend from surface to at least 500 m deep and their thickness varies
from few meters to 25 m. A stockwork-type mineralization is absent, but disseminated sulphides
become abundant near the sulphide lenses [26].

In the Kettara deposit, the massive sulphides form an elongated sub-vertical, pyrrhotite-dominated
massive sulphide lens, which is approximately 1.5 km long, 500 m deep, and 40 to 70 m thick, situated
within a shear zone parallel to the NE–SW regional structural trend [17,21]. The orebody is hosted
by metapelitic rocks (Figure 3). In the cross-section, the deposit seems to cut across the bedding
(S0) [17,72]. The foliation becomes conformable to the deposit boundaries, dipping to the north in the
southern side of the deposit, and to the south in the northern side of the deposit.

In the Draa Sfar district, the Zn-rich lens strikes N–S, dips steeply eastwards, and then extends
horizontally for ~2 km. The orebody has been delineated between −50 m and −1500 m levels and
it remains open at depth. Its thickness varies between 0.2 and 30 m. Such thickness variations, both
occurring horizontally and vertically, have been related to topographic variations within the basin and
subsequent deformation [19]. The Zn-rich lens forming the Tazakourt orebody includes felsic volcanic
and volcaniclastic rocks in its footwall and metapelitic rocks in the hangingwall. At the Sidi M’barek
deposit, metapelites host the Zn-rich lens and the Cu-rich lenses. Here, the Cu-rich massive sulphides
form several N–S to NNE–SSW small lenses (<150 m long and <10 m-thick), the number of which
increases northwards, from one principal lens in the southern part to several lenses in the northern
part of the deposit.

In the Hajjar deposit that is located in the Guemassa massif, the sulphide mineralization is
underlain by felsic volcanic and volcaniclastic rocks, and the hangingwall includes metapelitic
rocks that are interbedded with sandstone and carbonates. The deposit is located within a regional
brittle-ductile transpressive shear zone trending NW–SE [24]. The massive sulphides form three major
steeply dipping lenses, up to 120 m-thick, which are intercalated with metapelites and sandstones.
The lenses are elongated within the S0-1 foliation and they display thickening within the fold hinge
zones [24]. Well-developed chalcopyrite-rich quartz-sulphide veins within the footwall sequence have
been interpreted as a stockwork or stringer zone [22,73]. A high-temperature hydrothermal zonation
with a central quartz zone surrounded by sericite, biotite, and chlorite peripheral zones characterize
this zone [22]. 40Ar/39Ar ages of 300.9 ± 2.6 Ma on biotite [74] indicate that the stockwork postdates
the VMS mineralization. Moreover, the occurrence of andalusite and cordierite in the Hajjar country
rocks suggests that this age records a HT-LP contact metamorphism that is related to intrusion of a
later leucogranite [24].

To sum up, the massive sulphide bodies form sub-vertical lenses that are elongated along the
regional cleavage and are typically located along shear zones that are recognizable by the presence
of intense foliation and lineation, as well as tight folding [17,24]. Well-developed stockwork-stringer
zones marking the pathways for hydrothermal fluid upwelling are absent. However, disseminated
sulphides are abundant near the sulphide lenses but the host black shale is devoid of unequivocal
textural or structural features that are indicative of sedimentary or diagenetic sulphides [75], with the
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exception of the presumably diagenetic nodular pyrrhotite and minor chalcopyrite, as reported from
the footwall shales in Draa Sfar deposit [18,19]. It is clear that, whatever the primary origin of the VMS
deposits in the Jebilet massif, they have been substantially deformed and remobilized into a series of
shear zone-hosted lenses.

3.4. Mineralogy, Ore Types and Zonation

A conspicuous feature of the massive sulphides of the Moroccan Meseta is the dominance
of pyrrhotite and the absence of sulphate minerals (barite, gypsum). Monoclinic, as well as
hexagonal pyrrhotite, has been described [26,63,74,76]. Other major minerals include sphalerite,
galena, chalcopyrite, arsenopyrite, tetrahedrite, and pyrite. Magnetite, stannite, cassiterite, cobaltite,
electrum, native Bi, and Bi-sulphosalts are the most common of the minor phases [18,22,66,73,77].
The relative abundance of sphalerite (up to 10 vol %) and galena (up to 5 vol %) characterize the
Zn-rich deposits (Hajjar, Draa Sfar South, Koudiat Aicha), while chalcopyrite is more abundant in the
Cu-rich deposits (up to 30 vol %). The latter are also rich in cobaltite, electrum, and Bi-sulphosalts.
Associated minerals include chlorite, quartz, sericite, carbonates, and ilmenite +/− talc.

The massive sulphides are generally fine-grained and they show different types of structures,
including massive or semi-massive ore, banded ore, pyritic ore, and cupriferous ore. In all of the
deposits, the massive ore is mainly composed of pyrrhotite with low amounts (<10 vol %) of wall rock
fragments, the proportion of which increases to ca. 50% in the semi-massive ore. In the Kettara orebody,
the massive ore comprises pyrrhotite (70–90 vol %), chalcopyrite (5–25 vol %), magnetite (3–5 vol %),
sphalerite (2 vol %), arsenopyrite (<1 vol %), and traces of galena and native bismuth [17]. They are
accompanied by quartz and chlorite, which are locally associated with talc and mica, or they enclose
phosphate minerals and Ti-oxides. Pyrrhotite and wall rocks are oriented parallel to the S1-foliation and
the pyrrhotite has typically been deformed and elongated along the cleavage plane. Some magnetite
porphyroblasts show foliation deflection and they contain pyrrhotite inclusions defining an internal
foliation that follows the external foliation. The fine-grain size and straight orientation of the inclusions
allow for their recognition as a S1-foliation formed during the early stages of deformation [78,79].
Frequently, there is a progressive gradation from semi-massive ore at the margins of the deposits to
massive ore in the core [16,17]. These structures have been interpreted as resulting from replacement
of the host rocks by the mineralizing fluid [20,80–82]. Centimeter to meter-scale shear zones have
developed local mylonite zones within the massive pyrrhotite. The presence of recrystallized grains of
pyrrhotite showing annealing textures with 120◦ triple junctions characterize these mylonite zones.

Some deposits contain banded ore, which shows the alternation of sulphide layers that have
different compositions. The most abundant is a faint thin layering marked by the alternation of
sphalerite-rich bands and pyrrhotite-rich bands (Figure 4b,e). This banded ore is typical of the Zn-rich
deposits and well-developed tectono-metamorphic fabrics characterize it (Figure 4a). The banded ore
displays mesoscale chaotic textures that are similar to the “Durchbewegungs textures” described in
the deformed Scandinavian ore deposits [83]. Locally, the banded ore displays a mylonitic texture
that is marked by highly elongated pyrrhotite grains with the development of C and C’ shear planes
and pressure shadows around arsenopyrite and sphalerite grains. Grain flattening and elongation
characterize galena, while chalcopyrite crystallizes in the pressure shadows. These features have been
interpreted to result from fluid-state remobilization [12,84]. They indicate that these sulphide minerals
are deformed and are most likely their crystallization is pretectonic to syntectonic. A rhythmically
banded semi-massive ore, which is characterized by mm-scale alternation of pyrrhotite-rich bands with
chlorite and sericite-rich layers, is locally developed at the extremities of the mineralized lenses of Draa
Sfar (Figure 4d). Such structures may represent a primary depositional feature, but the fact that these
bands are strictly parallel to the cleavage fabric and developed in high strain zones is likely to be due to
the remobilization of pyrrhotite during deformation and metamorphism [85]. Similarly, a rhythmically
banded ore that is composed of alternating pyrrhotite-rich and volcanic sandstones is present in the
footwall and the hanging wall of the Hajjar deposit, and it may represent a primary depositional feature
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that was accentuated by pyrrhotite remobilization during deformation and metamorphism [23,24].
No pristine sedimentary structures have been observed, indicating that this banding most likely results
from the replacement of favorable sedimentary layers by sulphides.
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Figure 4. Representative photographs of some types and textural features of the Moroccan massive
sulphide deposits (MMSD). (A) P2 fold developed in a semi-massive pyrrhotite (Zn-rich lens of
Tazakourt, Draa Sfar South deposit); (B) Faint layering marked by alternating sphalerite-rich and
pyrrhotite-rich bands in the Zn-rich lens of Tazakourt; (C) Pyrite (Py) infilling cross-cutting and
replacing pyrrhotite (Po); the pyrite veins are in turn replaced by chalcopyrite (Ccp) in parallel bands;
(D) semi-massive ore with pyrrhotite-rich bands alternating with chlorite and sericite-rich bands.
Rock located at the extremity of one Cu-rich lens of the Sidi M’barek orebody; photos (E–H) are
microphotographs with plane polarised reflected light (E) Banded ore with sphalerite (Sp, grey)- and
pyrrhotite (Po, pale yellow)-rich bands and disseminated arsenopyrite (Apy) grains (white) (crossed
nichols); (F) Pyrrhotite (Po) grains elongated along the foliation plane showing pressure fringes around
sphalerite (Sp) in a silicate-rich matrix (crossed nichols); (G) Pyrite (Py) in pressure shadows around
Echinoderm (Ech) clasts (crossed nichols); and, (H) fractures infilled with carbonates and pyrite
replacing pyrrhotite (crossed nichols).
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Pyritic ore results from the hydrothermal replacement of massive pyrrhotite by pyrite and it has
been described in all deposits; it is well developed in the Cu-rich lenses of Sidi M’barek, at Laachach
and in the Kettara deposit. Although some pyrite could be primary in the Hajjar deposit [22], most of
the pyrite in the MMSD is secondary (Figure 4e). Pyritic ore occurs as cm- to meter-scale veins or as
pods cross-cutting the semi-massive to massive pyrrhotite and the host schists (Figure 4c). At Kettara,
the pyritic ore is commonly brecciated and composed of centimeter-scale brecciated pyrite cubes,
together with rare marcasite and chalcopyrite that are associated with carbonates [17]. Here, the pyritic
ore has been affected by brittle to semi-brittle deformation [86], but it is clearly unaffected by ductile
deformation. Pyrite crystals are locally fractured and brecciated, but they typically overgrow the main
foliation and lack the features that are associated with ductile deformation, such as pressure shadows.
In the Cu-lenses of Sidi M’Barek, pyrrhotite is crosscut and then replaced by pyrite veins (Figure 4h).
Pyrite also occurs as disseminated minerals in the host rocks surrounding the Cu-deposits. In the
hanging wall of the Kettara ore lens, pyrite occurs as euhedral crystals, while in the carbonaceous beds
of Sidi M’Barek, pyrite crystallizes in the pressure shadows around echinoderm clasts or as flattened
crystals along the cleavage plane (Figure 4g). These microstructural relationships indicate that the
pyritic ore is contemporaneous or post-dates the main period of ductile deformation in the Kettara
and Sidi M’barek deposits [11].

The cupriferous ore is well developed in the Cu-rich lenses of Sidi M’Barek, where it forms
cm-scale parallel veins and fractures of chalcopyrite cutting and replacing both massive pyrrhotite and
pyritic ores (Figure 4c). This “banded” ore that is composed of chalcopyrite-rich bands alternating with
pyrrhotite- and/or pyrite-rich bands is spatially associated with brittle-ductile fractures, and it most
likely results from the remobilization of chalcopyrite. Cupriferous ore resulting from hydrothermal
replacement of pyrrhotite by chalcopyrite is also described in the Hajjar deposit at the transition
between the chalcopyrite-rich “stockwork” zone and the massive pyrrhotite [22].

Zoning in the sulphide lenses is absent or is poorly known. Study of a mineralized lens of the
Koudiat Aicha deposit shows that Cu, Au, Ag, Zn, and Pb are enriched in the upper ore zone, and Cu
in the footwall, suggesting a relict stringer zone [27]. Marcoux et al. [18] have proposed that the Cu-rich
lens of Sidi M’Barek may represent a stockwork zone of the main Zn-rich sulphide lens at Draa Sfar.
Ongoing drilling and exploration have permitted the recognition of a dozen Cu lenses, which extend to
the North of the Zn-rich lens [62]. Such a “zoning” is dissimilar to that commonly found in other VMS
deposits, with Cu-rich zones towards the central and lower parts of the masses, barren pyrite in the
core, and a Zn + Pb enrichment towards the upper and lateral zones of the orebodies, e.g., [54,87–90].

To summarize, there are three stages of sulphide mineralization in the MMSD (Figure 5) (i) a
pretectonic to syntectonic stage related to the precipitation of massive pyrrhotite, together with small
amounts of chalcopyrite, sphalerite, and galena. The development of pressure shadows around
competent sulphides (sphalerite, arsenopyrite) indicates evidence for pretectonic sulphides; (ii) a
syn-tectonic to late tectonic pyrite-dominated stage during which pyrite replaced the earlier pyrrhotite;
and, (iii) a localized late to post-tectonic Cu-rich stage during which chalcopyrite was remobilized
along brittle to semi-brittle fractures.
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3.5. Relationships with the Country Rocks

The Devono-Carboniferous basin of the Western Meseta includes the Central and Eastern Jebilet
sub-basins in which the Sarhlef schists and the Kharrouba Flysch were respectively deposited.
Beauchamp et al. [49] interpreted the Sarhlef Schists to have been deposited in an anoxic shallow
water environment and the Kharrouba flysch in a deep trough. Independent evidence for shallow
marine conditions that are above the storm wave base level for the Sarhlef Schists is found in the
Draa Sfar deposit, where within the metapelites there are layers of limestone that are composed of
crinoid-dominated debris displaying a packstone texture and indicating deposition within an agitated
environment located at the zone of wave action, approximately between 5 and 20 m deep [91]. Similar
Visean basins are described as transtensional pull-apart basins in the northern part of the Meseta, in
the Central Massif, where it is known as the Sidi Bettache Basin [36,37,47], but the structural peculiarity
of the Central Jebilet basin is its location at the intersection of two major crustal fractures. In central
Morocco, Carboniferous syntectonic flysch, similar to those of Eastern Jebilet, were deposited in a
compressional foreland basin [92].

The MMSD do not appear to be associated with a particular stratigraphic level of the Sarhlef
schists [25,51]. The massive sulphides occur either within strongly deformed schists (Kettara, Koudiat
Aicha, Sidi M’Barek in Draa Sfar) or at the contact between the schists and felsic volcanic and
volcaniclastic rocks (Hajjar, Tazakourt in Draa Sfar) [19,22,26,73,85]. South of Koudiat Aicha, limestone
beds within the schists have been described as the upper part of the Sarhlef Schists [26]. However,
these limestones are strongly folded by tight northward-plunging folds and their relationship to the
massive sulphides is not clear. The schists are considered to have a black shale protolith, which has
been advocated to explain the predominance of pyrrhotite over pyrite. The mineralizing fluid would
have been reduced due to its interaction with organic-matter [17–20,23,27].
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The bimodal magmatism, which includes ca. one-third of felsic rocks and two-thirds of
mafic rocks, is of particular interest because of its spatial association with the massive sulphides.
The earliest event includes relatively scarce felsic-dominated volcanic rocks that form highly deformed
rhyolitic to rhyodacitic domes and related volcaniclastic rocks [19,22,51,52,77]. The absence of contact
metamorphic aureoles around these bodies indicates rapid cooling. Moreover, the occurrence of
peperitic textures in the margins of rhyodacitic domes in the Hajjar deposit indicates intrusion
within still wet and unconsolidated sediments [93,94]. However, the most volumetrically important
magmatism is intrusive and it forms layered mafic-ultramafic intrusions, doleritic dykes, microgranitic
intrusions, and granodioritic plutons. The contacts of the intrusions with the host rocks are sharp,
with a metamorphic aureole of “spotted” schists containing andalusite and cordierite. These spots
post-date the initial D1 deformation, but they are deformed by D2, indicating emplacement toward the
end of D1 [30,68,95].

The mafic–ultramafic rocks include peridotites, gabbros, leucogabbros, and dolerites [51–53].
The majority of these rocks have clearly formed by cumulate processes, producing igneous layering.
Some mafic rocks are however found in dykes that cut across both the intrusions and the country rocks,
and they are more likely to represent magmatic compositions. The mafic–ultramafic rocks show a
Fe-enriched trend [52] and have lower Nb/Y (<0.67) than alkaline basalts. In the TiO2 versus Zr/P2O5

diagram of [96], the non-cumulate mafic rocks plot in the tholeiitic field (Figure 6a), which is consistent
with the Nb/Y ratios and the Fe-enrichment.
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Figure 6. (a) Plot of TiO2 versus Zr/P2O5 for non-cumulate mafic rocks of the Jebilet bimodal intrusive
rocks. The fields of alkali and tholeiitic basalts are from [96]; (b) Chondrite-normalized REE plot
for the felsic volcanic and intrusive rocks of the bimodal association of Central Jebilet. Normalizing
values are from Sun and McDonough [97]; (c) Jebilet microgranites and rhyodacites in the Zr versus
10 000 Ga/Al diagram of Whalen et al. [98], showing affiliation with A-type granites; and (d) Jebilet
felsic microgranites and rhyodacites in the Nb–Y–Ga ternary diagram for the subdivision into A1-
andA2-type granites [99]. Data are from [19,53].
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According to criteria that were proposed by several authors, e.g., [98,99], the microgranites display
geological and geochemical features that are characteristic of A type granites: (1) they were intruded
to very high levels in the crust, as indicated by granophyric intergrowths along with comagmatic
subvolcanics emplaced at the same structural level; (2) they contain interstitial Fe and Cl-rich biotite,
hastingsite, and fluorite; (3) their Mg and Ca contents are low and their REE (except Eu) and HFSE
contents are high (Figure 6b); and, (4) they have high magmatic temperatures (up to 900 ◦C [53]) and
their Fe/Mg and Ga/Al ratios are high (Figure 6c). High Rb/Nb and Y/Nb ratios (Figure 6d) further
indicate that these granites belong to the A2 type of granites [99].

The Jebilet felsic volcanic rocks share characteristics of alkaline geochemistry with the nearby felsic
intrusives and they correspond to the A2-type of rhyolites (Figure 6). Like the microgranites, the felsic
volcanic rocks were likely produced at depths of 15 km or less by high-temperature melting (ca. 900 ◦C)
of a tonalitic source [53]. The felsic volcanics have geochemical and isotopic compositions similar to
those of felsic rocks that are associated with VMS deposits within felsic-dominated environments [100–104].
The host sequence, which is dominated by siliciclastic rocks that are deposited in a continental margin
basin, is consistent with the “siliciclastic” class of VMS deposits defined by Franklin et al. [3].

Specific associations of petrologic suites of mafic and felsic rocks are present in specific VMS
deposit environments, e.g., [103]. The bimodal magmatic association of Central Jebilet is composed of
A2-type alkaline felsic rocks and tholeiitic mafic rocks, which include both MORB-like and destructive
plate-margin like basaltic compositions [53,105]. One possible equivalent of the bimodal association
of Central Jebilet is the bimodal basalt-subalkaline/peralkaline rhyolite province of the Southern
British Caledonides, which is also associated with polymetallic sulphide mineralization [106,107].
Cu-rich massive sulphide deposits seem to be associated to mafic intrusions and Pb-Zn deposits to
felsic intrusions [25], suggesting that the hydrothermal systems of the Central Jebilet had a direct
relationship with magmatism.

4. Hydrothermal Alteration

Hydrothermal alteration is widespread at both the regional scale, since most of the intrusions
are hydrothermally altered, and at a local scale, since there is a strong hydrothermal alteration that is
associated with the ore deposits.

Regionally, a pervasive hydrothermal alteration that is centered on the intrusions resulted
in widespread hydrothermal alteration of the igneous rocks and a retrogression of the contact
metamorphic minerals into secondary hydrated minerals, while more focused fluid flow operated
along zones of active deformation that transformed the igneous rocks into HT-mylonites and
ultramylonites [30,70,95].

In the mafic intrusions, primary minerals (olivine, plagioclase, clinopyroxene) were partially or
totally altered into Ca-amphibole, Mg-chlorite, and Ca-Al silicates (epidote, prehnite, and muscovite)
in undeformed zones, while focused fluid flow in zones of active deformation (centimeter-scale shear
zones) was associated with the transformation of gabbros into ultramylonites with the insoluble
primary minerals (ilmenite, spinel, apatite) being the only to persist in a Ca-amphibole-rich matrix [70].
After the thermal re-equilibration of the intrusions, alteration and focused fluid flow led to the
formation of chlorite-rich shear zones and associated quartz ± calcite veins (Figure 7a). The resulting
alteration pattern is a sericite alteration zone in the selvages of the shear zones and a Fe-rich chlorite
alteration zone in the inner parts [70]. Chlorite geothermometry indicates temperatures of 275 to
350 ◦C in the undeformed gabbros and 345 to 430 ◦C in the shear zones. The higher temperature that
is indicated for chlorite in the shear zones is consistent with heat advection related to large fluid fluxes
within the shear zones [108].
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In the felsic intrusions the commonest metasomatic alterations are albitization, chloritization, and
sericitization. A pervasive alteration, combined with homogeneous deformation, transformed the
innermost parts of the granitic bodies into trondhjemitic and tonalitic gneisses, while focused fluid
flow led to the formation of gneiss-schists in LT shear zones at the contact with the wall rocks [109].
Mass transfer estimates show that this regional hydrothermal alteration was accompanied by exchange
reactions of K and Na + Ca (Figure 7b) and by the leaching of metals from the felsic intrusions, which
has been suggested to play an important role in the genesis of the massive sulphide deposits of the
Jebilet massif [25,68].

Ore-related hydrothermal alteration is characterized by chloritization, sericitization, silicification,
and carbonatization. In the Hajjar deposit, chloritization is dominant in the footwall and within the
mineralized lenses, while sericitization is more pronounced in the hanging wall [22,73]. In the Hajjar
deposit, chlorite is Mg-rich in massive sulphide lenses and Fe-rich in the chalcopyrite-rich vein system
and the unmineralized zones of the footwall sequence [22]. The XFe (=Fetotal/(Fetotal + Mg) ratios
increase with the increasing distance from the sulphide ores. They vary from ~0.2–0.3 in the banded
ore to ~0.4–0.5 in the immediate footwall, and to ~0.7–0.8 in the unmineralized volcanic rocks of the
footwall [73,110]. Chlorite geothermometry indicates temperatures between 240 and 360 ◦C for the
chlorite that is associated with sulphides [22,73,110].

In the Draa Sfar cluster, hydrothermal alteration is characterized by sericite alteration in both the
footwall and the hanging wall of the Sidi M’Barek deposit, while the Zn-rich lens of the Tazakourt
orebody is characterized by a footwall chlorite alteration and a hanging wall sericite alteration [19,20].
Mass transfer estimates indicate that chloritization is accompanied by enrichment in Fe and Mg and
a loss in Na and K [19]. The XFe ratio of chlorite ranges from 0.3 to 0.95, increasing away from
the Zn-rich mineralized lens. The higher Mg content of chlorite within chloritized inclusions in the
massive sulphide and in the footwall alteration zone is indicative of intense Mg-metasomatism that
accompanied sulphide deposition [19]. Chlorite geothermometry indicates temperatures of 376 to
388 ◦C for Fe-rich chlorite in the less altered country rocks, 322 to 375 ◦C in the altered footwall,
and 276 to 346 ◦C inside the mineralized lens. These temperatures are inconsistent with a primary
hydrothermal temperature regime in which temperature is expected to be higher in the highly altered
zones than in the least altered ones [111]. Such a pattern has been observed in few deposits and
interpreted as related to seawater entrainment into the feeder zone [54].
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In the Kettara Cu-deposit, although hydrothermal alteration is more pronounced in the footwall
than in the hanging wall, both of them are characterized by the dominance of chlorite near the
mineralized lens and sericite-alteration further away [17,73]. Mass transfer estimates indicate
that chloritization was accompanied by leaching of Si and Ca, which subsequently crystallized as
quartz-calcite veins within the wall rocks of the ore body [21]. More importantly, the alteration pattern
that was observed in the Kettara deposit is similar to the alteration pattern that is associated to the
shear zones in the Kettara intrusion [17,25]. Chlorite geothermometry indicates temperatures of 320
to 375 ◦C for hydrothermal chlorite and 347 to 370 ◦C for chlorite that is associated with the massive
pyrrhotite [17].

In the Koudiat Aicha Zn-rich deposit, the alteration extends into both the hanging wall and
footwall, with an increase in Mg-chlorite in the footwall and sericite in the hanging wall. Mass transfer
estimates indicate that footwall alteration is accompanied by enrichments in Fe, Mn, and Mg and
losses in K, Na, Ca, and Si [27]. The XFe ratio of chlorite extends from 0.28 to 0.47, with lower values
closely corresponding to the sulphide zones and their proximal footwall halos, suggesting a strong Mg
metasomatism during the hydrothermal emplacement of sulphides. This is similar to the Tazakourt
orebody but it contrasts with the Kettara deposit where the chlorites that are associated with the
mineralization are Fe-rich (0.5 < XFe < 0.85) [58]. Chlorite geothermometry suggests temperatures of
308 to 330 ◦C for chlorite interbedded with sulphides and chlorite from the immediately underlying
footwall [27].

To conclude, Mg-chlorite characterizes the Zn-rich deposits, while Fe-rich chlorite is developed
within the Kettara Cu-rich deposit and the chalcopyrite-rich vein mineralization of Hajjar. Such
variations are consistent with the interpretation of McLeod and Santon [112], who have related
Fe enrichment to Cu-rich mineralization and Mg enrichment to Zn-rich orebodies. The calculated
temperatures are higher in the Cu-rich orebodies than in the Zn-rich deposits. High temperatures in
Cu-rich deposits are consistent with a primary hydrothermal temperature regime [111], while low
temperatures in Zn-rich orebodies can be related to seawater entrainment into the feeder zone [54].
At the regional scale, Mg-chlorite characterizes the pervasive alteration while the Fe-rich chlorite
characterizes the focused alteration within the shear zones, as exemplified by the Kettara intrusion [70].

5. Origin and Characteristics of Hydrothermal Fluids

5.1. The Origin of the Fluids

Fluid inclusion microthermometric data are presently available for the chalcopyrite-rich vein
system “stockwork” of the Hajjar deposit, the Kettara Cu-deposit, and the chlorite-rich shear zones in
the Kettara intrusion [17,22]. Fluid inclusions in quartz from the chalcopyrite-rich vein system that cuts
across volcanic and volcaniclastic rocks in the Hajjar deposit [22] show homogenization temperatures
that range from 200 to 340 ◦C, with a mean of 280 ◦C (n = 179). Measured salinities vary within a
narrow range of 4–7 wt % NaCl equivalent, averaging ca. 5.8 wt % NaCl equivalent. Zouhry [22]
reported that gas in these inclusions is CO2-rich and it contains CH4 and N2 with up to 7 mol % CH4.

In the Kettara deposit, the measured salinities are around 7.5 wt % NaCl equivalent
(3.4–11.6 range). The homogenization temperatures range from 174 to 376 ◦C (n = 73). CH4 or a
mixture of CH4 and N2 always dominates the volatile species of the primary fluid inclusions in the
quartz that is associated with pyrrhotite [17]. Preliminary microthermometric data on Sidi M’barek
Cu-lenses indicate relatively higher salinities, which range from 8.4 to 14.5 wt % NaCl equivalent and
homogenization temperatures in the range of 170–290 ◦C [113].

In the quartz-chlorite veins that are associated with the shear zones cutting across the Kettara
intrusion, homogenization temperatures of primary fluid inclusions range from 149 to 415 ◦C (n = 83).
The measured salinities are higher than 23% NaCl equivalent and CO2 is the dominant volatile
species [17]. The abundance of CH4 and N2 in the Kettara deposit is consistent with a reduced nature
of the mineralized fluids, which is likely equilibrated with the host schist. The oxidizing character
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that is outlined by the abundance of CO2 in the shear zones within the Kettara intrusion and in the
Hajjar chalcopyrite-rich vein system may indicate that the fluids migrated along the zones of intense
hydrothermal alteration and their reduction in situ by interaction with organic matter-rich host rocks
resulted in the deposition of sulphides.

Oxygen and hydrogen isotopic compositions have been measured for the Koudiat Aicha Zn-rich
deposit; the Kettara Cu-deposit; and, the shear zones in the Kettara intrusion [17,27]. Preliminary
whole rock δ18O values of the felsic magmatic rocks range from 8.69 to 9.53h (VSMOW) and they lie
within or are slightly higher than the composition of magmatic waters [114].

In Koudiat Aicha, the O and H isotopes have been measured in quartz, amphibole, muscovite,
chlorite, albite, and whole rocks in metapelites, gabbros, and felsic rocks from both the footwall and
the hanging wall of the deposit [27]. The δ18O and δD values that were calculated for hydrothermal
fluids vary in a narrow range (+6.9 to +12.5, and −52 to −28, respectively) for all magmatic and
metamorphic whole rocks as well as for mineral pairs. These δ18O and δD data indicate that magmatic
and/or metamorphic waters dominate in the hydrothermal system (Figure 8). No significant isotopic
variations have been observed across the footwall and hanging wall, or even between the different
lithological units. The temperatures of deposition that are calculated using geothermometer pairs
range from ~310 to 380 ◦C [27].
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In the Kettara deposit, the O and H isotopes have been measured in chlorite and quartz that are
associated with pyrrhotite. δ18O values of chlorite are in the range 6.24–7.8h (VSMOW) and δD values
lie between −52h and −48h (VSMOW). δ18O and δD values of quartz are, respectively, 9.1h and
−52h (VSMOW). In addition, δ18O values of chlorite from the shear zones in the Kettara intrusion
are in the range 4.4–6.0h (VSMOW) and the δD value of chlorite is −52h (VSMOW). The δ18O
value of quartz from the Kettara shear zones is 9.8h (VSMOW). The oxygen isotopic composition
of chlorite from the Kettara deposit is thus very similar to that of chlorite from the chlorite-rich
shear zones, indicating that alteration in the deposit and the intrusion could be related to the same
hydrothermal activity. Similarly, the δ18O isotopic compositions of quartz from the Kettara deposit
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and from quartz-chlorite veins that are associated with the shear zones within the intrusion are very
similar, indicating that the formation of both the mineralized and unmineralized veins could be related
to the same fluids.

The calculated oxygen isotopic composition of the hydrothermal fluid in the Kettara intrusion
and the nearby ore deposit lie between 6.0h and 7.2h (VSMOW). These values are inconclusive and
they could either correspond to magmatic, metamorphic, or basinal fluids [118]. For hydrogen, the
δD values of the fluid are calculated to be between −15h and −10h (VSMOW), which are too high
for magmatic fluids and more clearly point to basinal fluids (Figure 8). Overall, δ18O and δD data
indicate that magmatic, metamorphic, and basinal waters were involved in the hydrothermal fluids
in both Kettara and Koudiat Aicha deposits, as well as in the shear zones in the Kettara intrusion.
This contrasts with VMS deposits, such as the IPB and the Kuroko deposits (Figure 8), where the
circulating fluids essentially consisted in basinal waters or modified seawater.

A comparison of the oxygen isotope geochemistry with Sr isotopes provides additional constraints
on the origin of fluids. The Sr isotopic signatures of the fluids in the Kettara intrusion at the time
of the hydrothermal activity (330 Ma) share comparable Sr isotopic ratios (0.7120–0.7135) to the
host schists and the coeval microgranites, leading Essaifi et al. [70] to consider that the alteration in
Kettara was due to the circulation of metamorphic fluids sensu lato, i.e. dewatering metamorphic
fluids, magmatic-derived fluids, or surface-derived fluids, including formation waters, which were
equilibrated with host lithologies.

5.2. The Origin of the Reduced Sulfur

Sulphur isotopes are available for a number of deposits. In the Koudiat Aicha deposit, the δ34SCDT

values vary from −11.6h to −5.9h, with an average of −8.8h [26]. In the Kettara deposit, the δ34S
values of massive pyrrhotite vary from −2.2h to −0.5h, with an average value of −0.1h [119]. For the
Hajjar deposit, δ34S values are between −1 and 5h, with a mean value at 1.5h [110,120]. In the Draa
Sfar deposit, the δ34S values of pyrrhotite from both the Zn-rich and the Cu-rich lenses are similar and
they vary in a narrow range, from −7.4h to −6.4h (Table 2). δ34S values of remobilized chalcopyrite
replacing pyrrhotite in the Cu-rich lenses range from −6.1h to −5.2 h, which are close to those
of pyrrhotite. In contrast, pyrite crystals replacing pyrrhotite have δ34S values of −2.5h to −0.8h,
which are the heaviest δ34S values that were recorded in the Draa Sfar district. In addition, Ben Aissi
(2008) [77] reported δ34S values that were between −6h and −3h for the Tazakourt Zn-rich orebody.
We conclude that the δ34S values of Draa Sfar vary from −7.4 to −3.0h, with an average value at
−5.2h in the earliest mineralizing fluid, which led to the formation of the pyrrhotite-rich sulphide
paragenesis, and from −2.5h to −0.8h, with an average value at −1.7h in the late mineralizing fluid,
which led to the formation of pyrite-rich sulphide assemblage.

Table 2. Sulphur (δ34Sh) isotope data of pyrrhotite, pyrite and chalcopyrite of the Sidi M’Barek deposit.

Deposit Lens Type Sample No Sample Type δ34Sh

Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 3-DS194(i) Pyrrhotite −6.4
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 3-DS194(ii) Pyrrhotite −6.7
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 3-DS194(iii) Pyrrhotite −7.4
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 2-DS194(i) Pyrite vein −0.8
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 2-DS194(ii) Pyrite vein −2.5
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 4-DS153(i) Late Chalcopyrite −6.1
Draa Sfar North Cu-rich lens 4-DS153(i) Late Chalcopyrite −5.2
Draa Sfar North Zn-rich lens DF* Pyrrhotite −7.2

* Sample collected from an underground exploitation level while the other samples are from the drill cores 153
and 194.

In the Figure 9, δ34S values of the MMSD are shown together with those of the IPB and other
volcanic-hosted and sediment hosted massive sulphide deposits. The δ34S values of the MMSD
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vary from −11.6h to 5h. Such a range is relatively narrow when compared to the IPB (−42h to +
10h) [121–124]. The lowest values in the MMSD (down to −11.6h) come from the Koudiat Aicha
deposit. According to Lotfi et al. [26], such isotopic signatures argue against a magmatic origin and
suggest the derivation of sulfur from host rocks and/or seawater. This is not the case in the Kettara
deposit, where the δ34S values show a remarkably narrow range of δ34S values around 0h, indicating
that the mineralizing fluid did not incorporate large quantities of S from the country rocks. Such values,
which range from −2.2h to −0.5h, are consistent with magmatic derivation, either via exsolution of
magmatic fluids or leaching of igneous rocks [125,126]. More importantly, Figure 9 shows that each
deposit has a distinctive sulfur isotopic signature, with Koudiat Aicha, and Hajjar deposits showing,
respectively, the lowest and the highest signatures, while the Draa Sfar, and Kettara deposits show
intermediate ones. This contrasts with the IPB, where there is a difference between the shale hosted
and the volcanic hosted sulphide deposits [10].
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ancient volcanic-hosted massive sulphides [125–131]. The field of reduced sulphur inherited from
the abiogenic reduction of seawater is estimated from [132] and the interval for biogenic reduction
sulphate is from [116].

The narrow range of the sulphur isotopic signatures within each deposit contrasts with the large
spread of the isotopic signatures at the district scale. This large spread may reflect the different
contributions of abiogenic and biogenically reduced sulphur [129]. The marked sulphur isotopic
signature variation between the deposits belonging to the same district indicates different metallogenic
environments and different chemical conditions in ore solutions. Such differences exist, even between
the Zn-rich deposits of Hajjar, Draa Sfar, and Koudiat Aicha, and they may be related to the occurrence
of the deposits in small-scale, relatively closed anoxic sedimentary sub-basins. The sulfur isotopic ratios
of pyrite, representing the late stage mineralization, show almost the same values in the Jebilet and
Guemassa deposits [76] and overlap those in the Sidi M’barek deposit. These similar signatures indicate
that the differences in the sources of sulphur that prevailed during the earliest mineralizing stage have
disappeared. The syntectonic to late tectonic growth of pyrite indicates that such “homogenization” is
likely due to a shift from local sedimentary environments to a more uniform metamorphic one.
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5.3. The origin of Metals

Lead isotopes are available for some deposits [18,22,133,134] (Figure 10). For the Hajjar deposit,
the 206Pb/204Pb ratios of six-galena samples range between 18.165 and 18.205 [22]. For the Koudiat
Aicha deposit, the 206Pb/204Pb ratios are similar at ~18.28 for two sulphide samples, while two gossan
samples are slightly more radiogenic, with 206Pb/204Pb ratios at 18.33 and 18.37 [27]. For the Kettara
deposit, lead isotopic values [134] indicate 206Pb/204Pb ratios between 18.28 and 18.43 for massive
pyrrhotite and gossan samples.
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of Stacey and Kramers [136], C and R: upper crust growth curve of Cumming and Richards [137].
Evolution curves for Upper Crust and Orogene [138] are shown for reference.

For the Draa Sfar deposit, samples of a mixture of sulphides from Sidi M’Barek yielded
206Pb/204Pb ratios that were between 18.143 and 18.776 in the Zn-rich lens and between 18.687
and 19.01 in the Cu-rich lens, while a quartz-pyrite vein yielded 206Pb/204Pb ratio of 19.543 [134].
Marcoux et al. [18] noted that the lead isotopic signatures track in Draa Sfar the existence of lead from
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two sources, a low radiogenic one (with 206Pb/204Pb close to 18.28) that dominated in the Zn-rich lens
and a more radiogenic source (206Pb/204Pb ~ 19.01) that was predominant in the Cu-rich lenses.

The striking feature of the Pb isotopic signatures of the MMSD is their heterogeneity as compared
to those of the IPB (see [135]; Figure 10). The magnitude of this heterogeneity is even larger than that
of the Miocene Kuroko VMS deposits [139,140]. The less radiogenic Pb isotopic values are represented
by the samples from the Hajjar and Draa Sfar deposits, which are similar to those of the IPB. The more
radiogenic Pb is represented by a sample of pyrite from the late syn-tectonic vein. The other data points
form broad linear arrays, suggesting the mixing of Pb between these two contrasting end-members.
However, the source of lead cannot be identified with certainty, because lead isotopic signatures of the
host rocks are not available. Nevertheless, Marcoux et al. [18] and Bouabdellah et al. [64] consider that
the least radiogenic signatures are similar to those of the Visean igneous rocks of the Iberian Pyrite Belt
and the eastern Meseta, and they suggest a major contribution of volcanic rocks as a source of metals.
The lead isotope signature of the Cu-rich lens at Draa Sfar plots close to the Zartman and Doe [138]
upper crust evolutionary curve, and it suggests that most of the lead is inherited from the hosting
Sarhlef Schists [18,64]. A magmatic source of metals is strengthened by the fact that the less radiogenic
signatures are recorded in Draa Sfar South and Hajjar deposits, which are associated with volcanic
rocks. In contrast, the most radiogenic signatures that are recorded in the pyrite veins crosscutting
pyrrhotite at Sidi M’Barek probably mark a late contribution of even more radiogenic lead during
the syn-metamorphic mineralization, coeval with low-grade metamorphism, and emplacement of
mafic-dominated intrusive rocks.

6. Discussion-Genetic Model

The study of the main massive sulphide deposits in the Jebilet-Guemassa area records the existence
of an early mineralizing stage that is dominated by pyrrhotite and a late stage dominated by pyrite.
The early stage is represented by the precipitation of pyrrhotite ± chalcopyrite, sphalerite, and galena,
forming massive or banded ores. They are accompanied by variable amounts of quartz, chlorite,
and sericite. These ore bodies show evidence of widespread deformation and shearing, and they are
clearly pre- to syn-tectonic, as indicated by the development of pressure fringes around sphalerite and
arsenopyrite grains and by the presence pyrite infilling veins cross-cutting pyrrhotite (Figure 4f,h).
The late mineralizing event is represented by the growth of pyrite replacing earlier pyrrhotite and the
precipitation of carbonates. Textural evidence indicates that pyrite is syn- to late-tectonic (Figure 4g,h).
Local remobilization of chalcopyrite along later fractures postdates the pyritic stage.

VMS deposits most commonly occur in the second or third order basins that formed in an
extensional basin during the stage of intense rifting and subsidence [141]. Although the sulfur isotopic
signature of the earliest mineralizing fluid is consistent with the VMS model, each studied deposit
has a distinctive signature, suggesting that local setting/depositional environments prevailed in each
deposit. As the MMSD are located within structural lineaments that are parallel to linear arrays of
magmatic bodies, we propose that the distinctive sulphur isotopic signatures indicate a subdivision of
the Central Jebilet sedimentary basin into individual sub-basins where the Upper Visean black shales
were deposited and magmatic rocks were emplaced along N–S to NE–SW synsedimentary fractures.
This paleogeography is further indicated by the general absence of lateral correlations between the local
stratigraphic successions of the ore deposits, which reflect very sharp facies variations. The formation
of these sub-basins was favored by translithospheric transtension at the intersection between the
NNE-trending WMSZ and the WNW-trending MSZ. In accordance with the transtensional systems in
which boundary walls are non-parallel [142], the N–S to NNE–SSW shear zones that characterize the
Central Jebilet area were originally extensional synsedimentary faults that trend at a low angle to the
MSZ and WMSZ that bound the Central Jebilet triangular block.

At depth, asthenospheric upwelling, partial melting of crustal rocks, and magma ascent to
high crustal levels promoted a high heat flow along this structural corridor. The emplacement of
felsic-dominated domes along the synsedimentary faults allowed for the formation of ridges that
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isolate these sub-basins. Hydrothermal activity that is associated with magma emplacement and
seismic pumping resulted in the formation of pyrrhotite-rich VMS bodies that are concentrated along
the synsedimentary faults. The high sedimentation rates of the black shales (e.g., 19–27 cm/ka for Draa
Sfar) [75] favored the accumulation of organic material and the isolation of the massive sulphides from
the ambient seawater. The lead isotopic signature of this event points to a magmatic origin. However,
a specific depositional environment characterized each sub-basin. Several studies have demonstrated a
close spatial and temporal relationship between VMS mineralization and the formation of small-scale,
second, or third-order basins, e.g., [143–145]. Especially, oblique deformation with the formation of
pull-apart sub-basins along strike-slip faults is particularly important, because these structures localize
magmatism and focus fluid flow [5,142,146,147].

Rapidly, after the deposition of the Sarhlef Schists, rotation of the stress axes induced an evolution
from transtension to transpression. This evolution took place while magma production was still active
and syntectonic intrusions were emplaced at ca. 330 Ma into slightly older upper Visean (350–333 Ma)
marine metasediments [20,39,55,57]. Synchronously, the extensional synsedimentary faults evolved
to ductile shear zones and the basins were closed. This basin inversion and compression resulted
in the deformation of the previously formed pyrrhotite-rich deposits. The original features of the
pyrrhotite-rich deposits were almost completely obliterated by remobilization and deformation, and
the orebodies were rearranged to steeply dipping ore lenses. The combined effects of deformation
and hydrothermal alteration resulted in the leaching of base metals from the felsic intrusions [25] and
the formation of chlorite-rich shear zones in the mafic intrusions [17,70], which is consistent with the
recorded O/H isotopic values. More importantly, basin inversion and compression homogenized the
hydrothermal systems and a later, syn-tectonic one, which is dominated by pyrite with homogeneous
sulphur isotope values, superimposed the primary mineralization. The lead isotopic signature of this
late event is significantly more radiogenic than that of the early mineralization and it points out to the
metals being inherited from the hosting black shales [18].

The replacement of pyrrhotite by pyrite can occur either by sulfidation reaction or Fe-loss from
pyrrhotite, i.e. without need of an external source of sulphur, or by the addition of an external
oxidant [148]. Fe-loss from pyrrhotite can be ruled out, because the δ34S of pyrite is different from that
of pyrrhotite, which indicates that there was the addition of external sulphur [149].

The host sequence of the MMSD, dominated by siliciclastic rocks that are deposited in a
continental margin basin, is consistent with the ‘siliciclastic’ class of VMS deposits that is defined by
Franklin et al. [3], which includes the Bathurst Mining Camp and the IPB. In the Moroccan Meseta, a
rapid evolution from transtension to transpression occurred while magma production was still active,
and it makes the MMSD peculiar in the ‘siliciclastic’ class of VMS deposits. In contrast to the Iberian
deposits, the MMSD consist of pyrrhotite rather than pyrite, and they are hosted by middle to upper
Visean metasediments, while Late Devonian to Early Tournaisian rocks host those of the Iberian Pyrite
Belt [150]. Moreover, the O/H and Pb isotopic signatures of the MMSD are significantly different from
those of the Iberian Pyrite Belt.

7. Conclusions

The massive sulphide deposits of the Moroccan Meseta occur in a crustal block that is characterized
by the presence of high-temperature (i.e., >900 ◦C) bimodal magmatism and bounded by two
major fractures. Magmatism was long lived and it evolved from felsic volcanic rocks that were
emplaced during Visean transtension and coeval with siliciclastic sedimentation, to syn-tectonic
bimodal intrusive rocks emplaced during Late-Visean-Namurian transpression and metamorphism.
This multi-phase and long-lived subvolcanic magmatic activity reflects a sustained thermally
anomalous geodynamic environment, in which a significant hydrothermal circulation occurred.
The hydrothermal activity was initiated during transtension and emplacement of the earliest
magmatic rocks, and it was accompanied by the formation of shale-hosted volcanic massive
sulphide (VMS) deposits controlled by synsedimentary faults. The hydrothermal activity was
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maintained during the evolution from transtension to transpression and the emplacement of
shallow level syntectonic intrusions. Synchronously, the synsedimentary faults evolved to ductile
shear zones, which resulted in the deformation and remobilization of the VMS deposits and the
circulation of metamorphic fluids along major structures. During this evolution, the mineralization
evolved from pyrrhotite-dominated to pyrite-dominated. The involved fluids also changed from
basinal fluids to metamorphic-dominated fluids, while the contribution of metals was shifted from
a magmatic-dominated to black shale-dominated source. Late remobilization of copper along
ductile-brittle fractures resulted in chalcopyrite-rich mineralization.
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