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ABSTRACT

Bornite-bearing ores of the Waterloo volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide (VHMS) deposit, northern Queensland, Australia,
host germanium-bearing colusite, ideally Cu24+xV2(As,Sb)6–x(Sn,Ge)xS32, which has been studied by a combination of reflected-
light microscopy, scanning electron microscopy and electron-microprobe (EMP) analysis. On the basis of textural criteria, colusite
is associated with pyrite, chalcopyrite, sphalerite, tennantite and bornite. The EMP investigations showed that the colusite is
chemically homogeneous, the concentrations of As, Sb, V, Sn and Ge being in the range of 3.42–4.08, 0.10–0.20, 1.86–2.19,
0.01–0.12 and 1.78–2.23 apfu, respectively. Data analysis demonstrates a statistically significant negative correlation between
(As + Sb) and (Ge + Sn), in apfu. Moreover, the nominal number of vacancies per formula unit (pfu), calculated as 34 – �cations
apfu, was found to correlate negatively with (Cu + Fe + Zn). A compilation of literature data supports the existence of these two
compositional trends in colusite-group minerals. However, the calculated nominal number of vacancies ranges between –2.0 and
2.5 pfu, indicating a significant deviation from the ideal crystal-chemical formulae proposed so far. The compositional range of
the literature data can only be explained by the simultaneous operation of at least three different schemes of coupled substitution.
Compositional discontinuities in the quaternary system As–Sb–Sn–Ge are interpreted to be indicative of the existence of misci-
bility gaps in the colusite group. Integration of the results of the present study and literature data with phase-equilibria constraints
suggests that colusite-group minerals in VHMS deposits form under moderately oxidized conditions at distinctly high Cu:Fe
activity ratios in the ore-forming hydrothermal fluids.

Keywords: colusite, germanium, solid solution, volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide deposits, Waterloo VHMS deposit, Queens-
land, Australia.

SOMMAIRE

Dans le gisement à sulfures massifs volcanogéniques de Waterloo, dans le nord du territoire de Queensland, en Australie, le
minerai contenant la bornite contient aussi de la colusite germanifère, de composition idéale Cu24+xV2(As,Sb)6–x(Sn,Ge)xS32.
Nous l’avons étudié par microscopie en lumière réfléchie, par microscopie électronique à balayage, et avec une microsonde
électronique. A la lumière de critères texturaux, la colusite est associée à pyrite, chalcopyrite, sphalérite, tennantite et bornite. Les
données obtenues avec la microsonde électronique montrent que la colusite est chimiquement homogène, avec des concentrations
de As, Sb, V, Sn et Ge dans les intervalles 3.42–4.08, 0.10–0.20, 1.86–2.19, 0.01–0.12 et 1.78–2.23 apfu, respectivement. Il y a
une corrélation négative entre (As + Sb) et (Ge + Sn), en atomes par unité formulaire. De plus, la proportion de lacunes, considérée
égale à 34 – �cations, montre une corrélation négative avec (Cu + Fe + Zn). Une compilation des données prises de la littérature
renforce l’existence de ces deux aspects de la composition des minéraux du groupe de la colusite. Toutefois, la proportion
calculée des lacunes varie entre –2.0 et 2.5 par unité formulaire, indiquant un écart important par rapport aux formules
cristallochimiques idéales déjà proposées. L’intervalle de composition observé dans la littérature ne peut s’expliquer que par
opération simultanée d’au moins trois schémas distincts de substitution couplée. Des discontinuités compositionnelles dans le
système quaternaire As–Sb–Sn–Ge témoigneraient de l’existence de lacunes de miscibilité dans le groupe de la colusite. D’après
l’intégration de nos résultats et des données antérieures avec les contraintes imposées par les équilibres des phases, les minéraux
du groupe de la colusite dans les gisements de sulfures massifs volcanogéniques se seraient formés en milieux relativement
oxydants à partir de fluides hydrothermaux ayant un rapport élevé des activités de Cu et de Fe.

(Traduit par la Rédaction)

Mots-clés: colusite, germanium, solution solide, gisements de sulfures massifs volcanogéniques, gisement de Waterloo, Queens-
land, Australie.
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INTRODUCTION

Colusite is a rare copper vanadium sulfide of com-
plex composition. It was recognized as a new species
and named by Sales (1914) and described fully by
Landon & Mogilnor (1933). Subsequent studies have
established the existence of several structurally and
chemically related phases (Table 1); colusite is now rec-
ognized to be the arsenic-dominant end-member of the
colusite group (Mandarino 1992). The tin-dominant
counterpart, nekrasovite, was defined by Kovalenker et
al. (1984). Stibiocolusite represents the antimony-
dominant analogue (Spiridonov et al. 1994) and germa-
nocolusite is the germanium-dominant end-member
(Spiridonov et al. 1992). Anisimova et al. (2002) reported
the occurrence of anomalous concentrations of zinc in
nekrasovite and suggested that a zinc-dominant end-
member of the colusite group may also exist in nature.
Possible further members of the colusite group are the
recently approved molybdenum-bearing species
maikainite and its tungsten-dominant analogue
ovamboite (Spiridonov 2003). The four species colusite,
nekrasovite, stibiocolusite and germanocolusite belong
to the colusite group sensu stricto (Mandarino 1992) and
are classified by Strunz & Nickel (2001) as members of
the germanite–mooihoekite group. This group com-
prises a number of complex sulfides of Cu, Fe, V, Sn,
Ge, As, Sb, which are all structurally related to sphaler-
ite, but do not constitute an isostructural series with it
(Strunz & Nickel 2001). Germanite is isostructural with
the minerals of the colusite group sensu stricto, but is
not considered a member of this group (Spry et al.
1994).

In the present contribution, results of new chemical
analyses of germanium-bearing colusite are reported.
This colusite-group mineral was discovered at the Wa-
terloo volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide deposit,
northern Queensland, Australia. On the basis of our
analytical results and an extensive compilation of data
presented by previous investigators, we have attempted
to further constrain the crystal chemistry of the colusite-
group minerals. In addition, we show that the chemical
characteristics of these rare sulfides can be directly re-
lated to the environment of mineral precipitation. The
chemical properties of colusite-group minerals, there-
fore, represent sensitive tracers that can be used in stud-
ies focusing on the genetic aspects of ore-forming
systems.

REVIEW OF RECENT FINDINGS

Several authors have studied the structural and
chemical properties of colusite, and views on the crys-
tal chemistry of this rare sulfide have undergone sub-
stantial changes since its discovery (Zachariasen 1933,
Berman & Gonyer 1939, Murdoch 1953, Dangel &
Wuensch 1970, Orlandi et al. 1981, Spiridonov et al.
1986, Spry et al. 1994, Frank-Kamenetskaya et al.

2002). It is now well established that the colusite struc-
ture consists of CuS4 and AsS4 tetrahedra that are con-
nected by corner sharing in a sphalerite-like framework.
The number of Cu atoms in the metal positions varies
from about 24 to over 26 per unit cell owing to the pres-
ence of vacancies. In addition to the sphalerite-like
framework, colusite contains two V atoms per unit cell
that are stuffed into the tetrahedral interstices in a
sulvanite-like arrangement. In the colusite structure, the
V atoms only occupy one of the two available intersti-
tial sites. In a recent study, Frank-Kamenetskaya et al.
(2002) have demonstrated that two structural modifica-
tions are possible, differing in the occupancy of the in-
terstitial sites. Thus, a revision of the nomenclature of
the colusite-group minerals may be required once addi-
tional data become available. In addition to this struc-
tural complication, Frank-Kamenetskaya et al. (2002)
pointed out that several mechanisms of coupled substi-
tution have previously not been recognized. However,
because colusite-group minerals are comparatively rare
in nature, currently relatively few data are available to
constrain the relative importance of the different pro-
posed mechanisms of substitution.

OCCURRENCE OF COLUSITE-GROUP MINERALS

Initially, colusite was recognized at the Butte deposit
in Montana (Sales 1914, Landon & Mogilnor 1933,
Nelson 1939, Bideaux 1960, Lévy 1967, Springer
1969a, Kovalenker et al. 1984), but it is now known
from several copper and copper–molybdenum porphyry
systems and associated vein and skarn deposits. For in-
stance, colusite has been identified at the Medet depos-
its in Bulgaria (Strashimirov 1982, Strashimirov et al.
2002), the Campbell orebody at Bisbee, Arizona (Har-
ris et al. 1984), the Bor deposit in eastern Serbia
(Cvetkovic et al. 1999), the Grasberg deposit in Indo-
nesia (Pollard & Taylor 2002), and the Colquijirca de-
posit in central Peru (Bendezú & Fontboté 2002).
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Several authors have noted the presence of colusite-
group minerals in epithermal precious-metal deposits.
For instance, colusite has been noticed at the Gies de-
posit, Montana (Spry et al. 1994, Zhang & Spry 1994).
Colusite, nekrasovite and stibiocolusite are present in
the Shin–Ohtoyo deposit, Hokkaido, Japan (Imai et al.
1999) and the Kairagach deposit, Uzbekistan (Kovalenker
& Geynke 1984, Kovalenker et al. 1984, 2003,
Spiridonov et al. 1984, 1994). Colusite, germanocolu-
site, nekrasovite and stibiocolusite have also been rec-
ognized at the Chelopech deposit, Bulgaria (Kovalenker
et al. 1984, Spiridonov et al. 1994). An additional re-
port on the occurrence of colusite in an epithermal
deposit was given by Kesler et al. (1981).

Colusite-group minerals also occur in VHMS depos-
its (Matsukuma et al. 1974, Kase & Yamamoto 1988,
Robinson et al. 1996). For instance, colusite has been
described from the giant Kidd Creek deposit, Ontario,
Canada (Thorpe et al. 1976, Hannington et al. 1999a,
M.D. Hannington, pers. commun., 2004), and colusite
as well as nekrasovite have been identified at the Neves–
Corvo deposit, Portugal (Carvalho et al. 1999, Gaspar
2002). In addition, germanium-rich members of the
colusite group were recognized in several VHMS de-
posits. For example, germanocolusite has been observed
at the Urup deposit, Russia (Kachalovskaya et al. 1975,
Spiridonov et al. 1992) and the Maykain deposit,
Kazakhstan (Spiridonov et al. 1992). Germanium-bear-
ing colusite has been described from the Gay deposit,
southern Urals, Russia (Pshenichnyy et al. 1975), the
San Fernando deposit, Cuba (Krapiva et al. 1986), the
Yanahara mine, Japan (Kase et al. 1994) and the
Bousquet deposit, Quebec, Canada (Tourigny et al.
1993). Colusite also is present in the Chizeuil deposit,
Massif Central, France (Picot et al. 1963, Lévy 1967,
Lecuyer & Picot 1984).

An additional well-described example is the Tsumeb
mine, Namibia, where colusite and germanocolusite
have been recognized in germanium-rich ore along with
germanite and renierite (Springer 1969b, Geier &
Ottemann 1970, Innes & Chaplin 1986, Spiridonov
1987, Spiridonov et al. 1992). Germanium- and tung-
sten-bearing colusite are present in trace quantities at
the carbonate-hosted Khusib Springs deposit, Otavi
Mountains, Namibia (Melcher et al. 2002). The occur-
rence of colusite in sulfide-bearing vugs in the Carrara
area, Italy, has been described by Orlandi et al. (1981)
and Spry et al. (1994). Additional descriptions of
colusite-group minerals have been given by Mitryayeva
et al. (1968), Yushkin et al. (1975), Yushko-Zakharova
et al. (1982) and Lustig & Rosenzweig (1987).

GEOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

The Waterloo deposit is located in the Charters Tow-
ers region in north Queensland (Fig. 1). The massive
sulfide mineralization is hosted by volcanic rocks be-
longing to the Seventy Mile Range Group, a major relic

of Cambro-Ordovician back-arc volcanism at the north-
ern end of the Tasman Fold Belt System (Henderson
1986, Berry et al. 1992, Stolz 1995). The Waterloo de-
posit represents a small base-metal resource of 0.372
Mt at 3.8% Cu, 19.7% Zn, 2.8% Pb, 94 g/t Ag and
2 g/t Au (Berry et al. 1992, Huston et al. 1995). The
mineralization comprises dismembered blanket-like
lenses of massive pyrite – chalcopyrite – sphalerite –
galena. In addition to these major components of the
ore, the mineralization contains minor amounts of
tennantite and traces of bornite, tellurides and arsenopy-
rite (Huston et al. 1995).

The blanket-like massive sulfide bodies are envel-
oped by a laterally extensive alteration halo (Fig. 1). In
the footwall, the alteration halo exhibits a semicon-
formable mineralogical zonation that is defined by si-
licified rocks containing pyrite, quartz and muscovite,
as well as phyllic-altered rocks that consist of pyrite,
white mica, chlorite and quartz. Primary volcanic tex-
tures are not preserved in these two zones of intense
hydrothermal alteration. In the outer alteration halo, the
phyllic-altered rocks grade into propylitic-altered andes-
ites that are characterized by the presence of substantial
amounts of albite, chlorite, epidote, quartz, calcite and
variable amounts of white mica and pyrite (Monecke et
al. 2001). Weakly to moderately altered andesite of the
outer alteration halo contains abundant relict volcanic
textures, including evenly distributed phenocrysts and
flow-aligned amygdules (Monecke et al. 2003).

The massive sulfide bodies are overlain by variably
altered coarse quartz–feldspar crystal-rich sandstone
and breccia. The hydrothermal alteration of the
stratigraphically lower part of the volcaniclastic sedi-
mentary units was feldspar-destructive, and lithic frag-
ments are entirely or partially replaced by secondary
minerals, such as white mica and quartz (Giorgetti et al.
2003). In contrast, primary textures are well preserved
in the upper part of the volcaniclastic unit. The coarse
quartz–feldspar crystal-rich sandstone and breccia hosts
a large dacite cryptodome that also was subject to hy-
drothermal alteration (Giorgetti et al. 2003, Monecke et
al. 2003). The top of the coarse volcaniclastic facies
coincides with the upper limits of the hydrothermal
hanging-wall alteration. The lower part of the unaltered
hanging-wall succession comprises fine sandstone and
greenish black mudstone. These fine-grained rocks con-
tain a number of emplacement units of basaltic to andes-
itic composition. The upper part of the hanging wall is
dominated by sandstone and breccia containing coarse
feldspar, quartz and vitric particles and a thick coherent
sequence of andesite and basalt.

The volcanic rocks hosting the Waterloo deposit
were tilted into a subvertical position during north–south
compression that is possibly Mid- to Late Ordovician in
age (Berry et al. 1992). The massive sulfides and the
surrounding volcanic rocks have been overprinted at
lower greenschist-facies conditions during a regional
metamorphic event. Peak conditions of metamorphism
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reached during upper greenschist-facies metamorphism
at the nearby Thalanga massive sulfide deposit were
estimated to be 440 to 480°C at pressures below 3.5 kbar
(Paulick & Franz 2001).

SAMPLING AND METHODS

Because the massive sulfides and their host rocks are
not exposed in surface outcrop, sampling was restricted
to diamond exploration drill-core that penetrated the
blanket-like massive sulfide mineralization. On the ba-
sis of systematic logging of the available drill-core, rep-
resentative samples were selected from all ore facies
recognized at the Waterloo deposit. In the course of the
study, a number of polished sections were studied by a
combination of reflected-light microscopy, scanning
electron microscopy (SEM) and electron-microprobe
(EMP) analysis.

The SEM work was performed on a JEOL JSM–
6400 microscope equipped with a Tracor (Noran) se-
ries II energy-dispersion X-ray spectrometer. Routine
operating conditions were 20 kV with a beam current of
700 pA. In addition, high-resolution back-scattered-
electron (BSE) imaging was carried out on selected
grains to test whether the colusite grains possess inter-
nal structures that could not be identified under routine
operating conditions. The high-resolution BSE images
were collected using a beam current of up to 5.5 nA at a
working distance of only 16 mm.

The chemical composition of colusite was deter-
mined by wavelength-dispersion EMP analysis using a
JEOL–8900 instrument. Operating conditions were 20
kV at a beam current of 20 nA (measured on Faraday
cup), a beam diameter of 1–2 �m, and counting times
of 20 s for all elements. Background count-rates were
obtained on both sides of the peak using half the count-
ing times. Matrix-correction procedures were performed
with the CITZAF algorithm. The following standards
and X-ray lines were used: CANMET arsenopyrite
(FeK�, AsL�), synthetic vanadinite (VK�), CANMET
CuS (SK�, CuK�), synthetic SnO2 (SnL�), synthetic ZnS
(ZnL�), synthetic Bi12GeO20 (GeK�) and CANMET
tetrahedrite (SbL�). With the analytical conditions em-
ployed, the precision was approximately 1% for all
major elements. The detection limits and their respec-
tive standard deviations (1�) have been calculated as:
Fe: 548 (18) ppm; As: 899 (26) ppm; V: 2356 (79) ppm;
S: 250 (10); Sn: 255 (3) ppm; Cu: 987 (24) ppm; Zn:
452 (14) ppm; Ge: 655 (8) ppm; Sb: 312 (4) ppm.

RESULTS

Mineralogy and textures

On the basis of ore-mineral associations and their
textural relationships, three distinct types of massive
sulfide ore can be distinguished, namely (1) sphalerite
– galena – pyrite ore, (2) sphalerite – chalcopyrite –
pyrite ore and (3) pyrite – (barite) ore. Both sphalerite-
rich ore types occur as alternating discontinuous layers,
mainly in the center of the ore lenses. The sphalerite –
galena – pyrite ore is composed of a matrix of strongly
recrystallized elongate grains of sphalerite, which show
abundant galena infilling along the grain boundaries.
Sphalerite hosts isolated euhedral and round porphy-
roblasts of pyrite and subordinate inclusions of elongate
tennantite. The sphalerite – chalcopyrite – pyrite ore
contains recrystallized sphalerite and chalcopyrite, with
abundant patches of tennantite and pyrite. The pyrite
patches are composed of several individual pyrite
porphyroblasts, which show abundant evidence of frac-
turing. Chalcopyrite has been partly mobilized into pres-
sure shadows between pyrite porphyroblasts. The
pyrite–(barite) ore is exclusively found in the distal zone
of the ore lenses. The mineralogy of this ore type is
dominated by pyrite, which forms layers composed of
numerous small grains of pyrite within a phyllosilicate-
rich matrix. Pyrite has been subjected to extensive frac-
turing, with most of the microfractures showing infilling
by chalcopyrite. Massive pyrite in some cases contains
fractured euhedral crystals of barite.

The occurrence of germanium-bearing colusite is
restricted to a transitional zone at the contact between
sphalerite – galena – pyrite ore and sphalerite – chal-
copyrite – pyrite ore (diamond drill- hole WT5 at 180 m
below surface). Colusite forms round anhedral grains,
which are present as isolated grains or as small clusters
of 5–10 individual grains. Most grains of colusite are
oval and show regular shapes, with only few grains be-
ing distinctly elongate and more irregular in shape.
Grain sizes are in the range between 5 and 65 �m, with
an average size of 25 ± 15 �m based on measurements
on a total number of 108 grains. Most of the colusite
occurs as individual grains within sphalerite or along
the grain boundaries between sphalerite and chalcopy-
rite. Few grains of colusite are present as inclusions
within tennantite and chalcopyrite or along the grain
boundaries between sphalerite and galena. We note that
the pyrite porphyroblasts within the colusite-bearing
zone contain abundant inclusions of bornite and chal-
copyrite. Neither colusite nor bornite have been ob-
served in the pyrite–(barite) ore. The optical properties
of colusite are comparable to those in most descriptions
in the literature (e.g., Orlandi et al. 1981, Spiridonov et
al. 1992). In reflected light, germanium-bearing colusite
from the Waterloo deposit has a cream color with a dis-
tinct brownish tint. All colusite grains are isotropic, and
no internal reflections were observed. Conventional re-

FIG. 1. Simplified geological cross-section and location of the
Waterloo VHMS deposit. Note that the massive sulfides
and the volcanic host-rocks were tilted into a subvertical
position during regional deformation.
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flected-light microscopy did not reveal any composi-
tional heterogeneity or distinct zonation within indi-
vidual grains.

In contrast to reflected-light microscopy, the germa-
nium-bearing colusite hosted by sphalerite was ex-
tremely difficult to identify with the SEM because both
minerals exhibit very similar BSE contrasts. However,
subtle variations in surface topography could be used to
locate the grains of colusite; this mineral exhibits a
slightly lower polishing-hardness than the surrounding
sphalerite matrix. In contrast to grains contained in
sphalerite, germanium-bearing colusite could be readily
identified in other host minerals such as chalcopyrite
(Fig. 2). BSE imaging at standard operating conditions
as well as the high-resolution BSE imaging of selected
grains of colusite confirmed the observation that the
colusite is chemically homogeneous.

Chemical composition

A total of 29 colusite grains were analyzed; repre-
sentative results of EMP analyses are given in Table 2.
The different analyzed grains were found to exhibit rela-
tively limited chemical variation. The germanium-bear-
ing colusite contains essentially Cu, Fe, Zn, Sn, Ge, V,
As, Sb and S; all other elements sought (Mn, Pb, Se,
Te) lie below the respective limits of detection. The Cu
concentrations are in the range between 48.05 and 50.14
wt.%, corresponding to 24.20 to 25.47 atoms per for-
mula unit (apfu) calculated on the basis of 32 sulfur at-
oms. We found no clear correlation trend between the
total Cu apfu and any other element or combination of
elements, reflecting the complexity of the various
mechanisms of substitution operating in colusite. The
concentrations of As, Sb, V, Sn and Ge are in the range
of 7.94–9.47 wt.% (3.42–4.08 apfu), 0.37–0.77 wt.%
(0.10–0.20 apfu), 2.93–3.45 wt.% (1.86–2.19 apfu),
0.04–0.46 wt.% (0.01–0.12 apfu) and 4.01–5.03 wt.%
(1.78–2.23 apfu), respectively. There is a statistically
significant negative correlation between the total num-
ber of (As + Sb) apfu and (Sn + Ge) apfu (Fig. 3), indi-
cating that these two groups of elements are related by
at least one mechanism of coupled substitution. The pro-
portion of V apfu shows no detectable correlation with
the proportion of (As + Sb) apfu (R2 = 0.05) and (Sn +
Ge) apfu (R2 = 0.08), which rules out a significant
mechanism of coupled substitution involving V for the
germanium-bearing colusite.

The grains of germanium-bearing colusite exhibit
significant variations in their Fe contents. The Fe con-

FIG. 2. Back-scattered electron (BSE) images of colusite from
the Waterloo VHMS deposit. (a) Colusite (col) is hosted
by a matrix of chalcopyrite (cp) and sphalerite (sp), which
contains abundant porphyroblasts of pyrite (py) and galena
(ga) infilling along the grain boundaries. Barite (ba) is lo-
cally present. (b) Enlarged view of a colusite (col) grain
enclosed in chalcopyrite (cp). A microfracture in colusite
has been infilled by galena (ga). The BSE images show
that the individual grains of colusite are compositionally
homogeneous.
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centrations show a clearly bimodal distribution, which
reflects the different host-minerals of the respective
grains. Sphalerite-hosted colusite has a mean Fe con-
tent of 0.09 (1� = 0.03) wt.%, whereas chalcopyrite-
hosted colusite displays a significantly higher Fe
content, 0.66 (1� = 0.29) wt.%. In contrast, the Zn con-
centrations of both populations are statistically indistin-
guishable, with mean values of 0.74 (1� = 0.27) wt.%
and 0.75 (1� = 0.30) wt.% calculated for sphalerite-
hosted and chalcopyrite-hosted colusite, respectively.

The crystal-chemical formulae for the different min-
erals of the colusite group are based on a maximum to-
tal number of 34 cations, calculated on the basis of 32 S
atoms. Taking this value as a basis, the number of va-
cancies at cation sites in the structure can be calculated
as 34 – �cations for each individual analysis. The cal-
culations reveal that the number of vacancies per for-
mula unit (pfu) shows a statistically significant negative
correlation with the total number of (Cu + Fe + Zn) apfu
(Fig. 4). Most interestingly, some analytical data show
a slightly negative nominal number of vacancies despite
of the fact that these data points are perfectly situated
on the regression line calculated on the basis of the en-
tire dataset.

DISCUSSION

Crystal chemistry of germanium-bearing colusite

The minerals of the colusite group exhibit a number
of crystal-chemical and structural complications. In or-
der to explain the chemical variations observed, several
homovalent and coupled substitution schemes have been
proposed. The principal homovalent substitutions are

As5+ ⇔ Sb5+ (1)

and

Sn4+ ⇔ Ge4+ (2).

On the basis of a crystal-structural study of Sn-poor and
Sn-rich colusite, Spry et al. (1994) showed that various
members of the colusite group can be derived by a
coupled substitution of the type

(As,Sb)5+ ⇔ (Sn,Ge)4+ + Cu+ (3).

According to this substitution scheme, the incorporation
of substantial amounts of tetravalent cations such as Sn
and Ge in the colusite structure should be paralleled by
an increase in the Cu content. Taking into account that

FIG. 3. Compositional ranges of germanium-bearing colusite
from the Waterloo VHMS deposit. The numbers of
(As + Sb) apfu are plotted as a function of the amount of
(Sn + Ge) apfu.

FIG. 4. Correlation between the nominal number of vacan-
cies pfu and the amount of (Cu + Fe + Zn) apfu for germa-
nium-bearing colusite from the Waterloo VHMS deposit.
The vacancies were calculated as 34 – �cations apfu.
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Cu does not exceed 26 apfu (Spry et al. 1994), this sub-
stitution scheme satisfactorily explains all colusite com-
positions involving the theoretical end-members Cu24
V2As6S32, Cu24V2Sb6S32, Cu26V2As4Sn2S32 and Cu26V2
As4Ge2S32 (Table 1).

Although most of the analytical data of colusite-
group minerals in the literature are in agreement with
this formula, a considerable number of data points ex-
ceed the maximum possible number of (Sn + Ge) = 2
apfu (e.g., Kovalenker et al. 1984, Spiridonov et al.
1992, Tourigny et al. 1993, Hannington et al. 1999a,
Imai et al. 1999). In these cases, a combination of tet-
ravalent and divalent cations may enter the colusite
structure according to the coupled substitution

(As,Sb)5+ + Cu+ ⇔ (Sn,Ge)4+ + (Fe,Zn,Cu)2+ (4)

as proposed by Frank-Kamenetskaya et al. (2002). The
formula of colusite-group minerals then is Cu+

24+x–y

V5+
2 (As,Sb)5+

6–x–y (Sn,Ge)4+
x+y (Fe,Zn,Cu)2+

y S32, with
0 ≤ x ≤ 2 and 0 ≤ y ≤ 6 – x.

Both the above schemes of coupled substitution
should result in an ideal negative correlation between
the number (Sn + Ge) apfu and the (As + Sb) apfu with
a slope of –1. Extensive compilation of analytical data,

including the new dataset from the Waterloo VHMS
deposit (n = 29) and all EMP data in the literature avail-
able to us (n = 91), demonstrates an excellent agree-
ment between the compositional representations and the
theoretical prediction (Figs. 3, 5). Only a relatively
limited number of comparatively old EMP data
(Mitryayeva et al. 1968, Kachalovskaya et al. 1975,
Yushkin et al. 1975) show significant deviations from
this trend and were not included in the regression analy-
sis. Statistical analysis of the entire dataset shows that
no significant correlation between the number of Cu
apfu and the number of (Ge + Sn) apfu (R2 = 0.38) and
(As + Sb) apfu (R2 = 0.47) exists. Both substitution
schemes mentioned above are operating in colusite-
group minerals. The possible incorporation of Cu2+ in
the As position of the sphalerite-like framework sub-
stantially complicates the relationship between the num-
ber of cations in this position and the total Cu content of
colusite-group minerals.

We have found a statistically significant negative
correlation between the total number of (Cu + Fe + Zn)
apfu and the number of vacancies pfu for the Waterloo
dataset, calculated on the basis of a maximum total num-
ber of 34 cations apfu in colusite (Fig. 4). If the number
of vacancies pfu is calculated for the literature data as
well, a similar relationship can be observed (Fig. 6). The

FIG. 6. Correlation between the number of vacancies pfu and
the amount of (Cu + Fe + Zn) apfu. The vacancies were
calculated as 34 – �cations apfu. The diagram is based on
our compilation of data from the literature (n = 91).

FIG. 5. Compositional ranges of colusite-group minerals ex-
pressed in terms of the numbers of (As + Sb) apfu versus
(Sn + Ge) apfu. The diagram is based on our compilation
of data from the literature (n = 91).
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correlation trends displayed by both the Waterloo and
the literature data sets intersect approximately at vacan-
cies = 0 pfu and (Cu + Fe + Zn) = 26 apfu, consistent
with the proposed crystal-chemical formulae for the
fully substituted colusite-group minerals (e.g.,
Kovalenker et al. 1984, Spiridonov et al. 1992, 1994,
Spry et al. 1994). However, in contrast to the predic-
tions from the general formula by Spry et al. (1994),
which would only allow the number of vacancies to vary
between 0 and 2 pfu, the calculated nominal number of
vacancies ranges between –2.0 and approximately 2.5
pfu for the literature dataset. We note that almost half of
the data points in the literature (n = 37) have a negative
nominal number of vacancies, suggesting that this latter
trend constitutes a significant crystal-chemical feature
of colusite-group minerals. The observed negative
nominal numbers of vacancies pfu would seem to indi-
cate that mechanisms of substitution other than those
discussed above are at work in colusite from some lo-
calities, enabling incorporation of Cu in excess of 26
apfu.

Frank-Kamenetskaya et al. (2002) have already
pointed out that the total number of cations in colusite-
group minerals varies between 30.6 and 36.4 apfu, cal-
culated on the basis of 32 sulfur atoms. Based on their
crystal-structure determinations, which indicated the
presence of significant amounts of a lighter element at
the As positions of the sphalerite-like framework of
colusite, they suggested an additional mechanism of
substitution,

(As,Sb)5+ ⇔ V3+ + 2 Cu+ (5),

resulting in the more complex crystal-structural formula
of colusite, Cu+

24+x–y+2z V5+
2 (As,Sb)5+

6–x–y–z (Sn,Ge)4+
x+y

V3+
z (Fe,Zn,Cu)2+

y S32, with 0 ≤ x ≤ 2, 0 ≤ y ≤ 6 – x, and
0 ≤ z ≤ 0.5 (Frank-Kamenetskaya et al. 2002). Our com-
pilation of literature data shows that the total V content
of colusite-group minerals only rarely exceeds 2.2 apfu,
indicating that 0 ≤ z ≤ 0.2 rather than 0 ≤ z ≤ 0.5, a fact
that agrees well with the excellent correlation observed
in Figure 5. The calculated nominal number of vacan-
cies then ranges only from –0.4 to 2.0 pfu, which does
not explain the entire observed compositional range of
colusite-group minerals. This finding indicates that the
substitution scheme proposed by Frank-Kamenetskaya
et al. (2002) is only of minor overall importance. Addi-
tional complications may arise from the suggested
mixed valence of vanadium; it cannot be readily shown
that V5+ and V3+ are indeed simultaneously present in
colusite. A combination of V5+ and V4+ appears to be
more likely from a geochemical point of view.

The observed variations in the calculated nominal
number of vacancies of –2.0 to approximately 2.5 pfu
for the literature dataset can only be accounted for by a
new scheme of substitution. A possible explanation
would be the mechanism

V5+ ⇔ V4+ + Cu+ (6)

because this process does not result in an increase of the
total amount of V present in colusite-group minerals and
is consistent with the observed correlation of (Ge + Sn)
apfu with (As + Sb) apfu. If the V content is approxi-
mately 2 apfu, the formula of colusite-group minerals
should then be written Cu+

24+x–y+z V5+
2–z V4+

z
(As,Sb)5+

6–x–y (Sn,Ge)4+
x+y (Fe,Zn,Cu)2+

y S32, with 0 ≤
x ≤ 2, 0 ≤ y ≤ 6 – x, and 0 ≤ z ≤ 2. The maximum number
of cations per 32 S atoms is then 36 apfu. Considering
such a substitution mechanism, the full range of chemi-
cal variation found in colusite-group minerals can be
satisfactorily explained.

Compositional trends of colusite-group
minerals in the system As–Sb–Sn–Ge

On the basis of a compilation of analytical data of
colusite-group minerals, including the new dataset from
the Waterloo VHMS deposit, compositional trends in
the quaternary system As–Sb–Sn–Ge can be assessed.
Instead of using a tetrahedron, where the proper loci of
the analytical data-points would be difficult to visual-
ize, we have plotted the data into the ternary subsystems
As–Sb–Sn, As–Sb–Ge, As–Sn–Ge and Sb–Sn–Ge
(Fig. 7). The recalculated data were uniquely assigned
to these subsystems according to their three predomi-
nant components, similar to the procedure previously
applied to thiospinel minerals (Riley 1980, Wagner &
Cook 1999). We consider this method appropriate in the
present case, because the fourth component not repre-
sented in the respective ternary diagrams is usually
present at concentrations below about 2 mol.%. Only
two analytical data-points, which were assigned to the
subsystems As–Sb–Sn and As–Sn–Ge, have elevated
Ge and Sb concentrations, 2.9 and 3.9 mol.%, respec-
tively.

Considering all available data on colusite-group min-
erals, it appears that their chemical representations oc-
cupy only a relatively small portion of compositional
space. In particular, note that only a few published data-
points plot close to the compositions of the proposed
end-members germanocolusite and nekrasovite. As ex-
pected from the above discussion of substitution mecha-
nisms, those colusite-group minerals possessing high
contents of tetravalent cations are also typified by the
presence of substantial amounts of Fe and Zn. Inspec-
tion of the ternary diagrams in Figure 7 reveals that solid
solution between colusite and germanocolusite, as well
as between nekrasovite and stibiocolusite, seems to be
rather continuous. Although the synopsis of literature
data strongly supports a continuity for these two solid-
solution series, general conclusions drawn from the
observed compositional trends require some caution.
Most importantly, it is not always certain whether pre-
vious investigators have tested the grains for composi-
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tional inhomogeneities prior to analysis. Fine-scale
intergrowths of different colusite-group minerals, oscil-
latory zoning and replacement textures are common in
hydrothermal ore deposits (e.g., Nelson 1939, Harris et
al. 1984, Spiridonov et al. 1992, Melcher et al. 2002).
However, a fine-scale intergrowth could not be observed
for the germanium-bearing colusite from the Waterloo
VHMS deposit, implying that the colusite–germano-
colusite solid-solution series is indeed continuous.

In contrast to the colusite–germanocolusite and
nekrasovite–stibiocolusite series, intermediate compo-
sitions along the binary joins germanocolusite–
nekrasovite and germanocolusite–stibiocolusite have
not been reported so far (Fig. 7). Moreover, there seems
to be a compositional discontinuity between colusite and
stibiocolusite. With the exception of the few data given
by Imai et al. (1999), no sample of distinctly antimony-
rich colusite has been documented. Although the solid
solution between colusite and nekrasovite is rather con-
tinuous, it appears to be limited to about 50 mol.%
nekrasovite. The observed compositional discon-
tinuities, which are most pronounced along the Ge–Sn
and Ge–Sb joins, possibly correspond to miscibility
gaps in the quaternary system As–Sb–Sn–Ge. Such
miscibility gaps could be related to the thermodynam-
ics of exchange reactions among the different end-mem-
bers and order–disorder phenomena, as already
suggested by Spry et al. (1994). Examples from other
groups of sulfide and sulfosalt minerals show that avoid-
ance of particular substitutions due to positive ex-
change-energies (e.g., Sack & Loucks 1985, Ebel &
Sack 1989, 1991, Harlov & Sack 1994, Ghosal & Sack
1999) and complex order–disorder transitions (e.g.,

Pring & Hyde 1987, Pring et al. 1999, Pring &
Etschmann 2002, Cook & Ciobanu 2003) are wide-
spread phenomena.

Genetic controls on the formation
of colusite-group minerals in VHMS deposits

Figure 8 depicts the compositional ranges of
colusite-group minerals from VHMS deposits in the ter-
nary diagrams As–Ge–Sn and As–Sb–Sn. Inspection of
the diagrams reveals that most examples from this type
of ore deposit have a composition close to the colusite–
germanocolusite join. The fact that the sulfides contain
substantial amounts of arsenic agrees well with the ob-
servation that tennantite is an abundant minor compo-
nent in many VHMS deposits, including the Waterloo
deposit (Huston et al. 1995). In contrast, tetrahedrite or
other antimony-bearing phases are not as frequent in
VHMS deposits, probably explaining the observation
that colusite-group minerals from these deposits lack a
significant stibiocolusite component (Fig. 8).

Figure 8 shows that colusite-group minerals in some
VHMS deposits are characterized by an elevated con-
tent of nekrasovite. These anomalous compositions were
found at the Chizeuil deposit in the Massif Central of
France and the Kidd Creek deposit in the Abitibi green-
stone belt of Canada (Lévy 1967, Thorpe et al. 1976,
Lecuyer & Picot 1984, Hannington et al. 1999a, M.D.
Hannington, pers. commun., 2004). In contrast to other
examples of massive sulfide mineralization, the ores of
these two deposits are characterized by the abundant
presence of tin-bearing minerals. For instance, Lecuyer
& Picot (1984) noted that colusite occurs in association

FIG. 7. Compositional representations of colusite-group minerals in the quaternary sys-
tem As–Sb–Sn–Ge. New data from the Waterloo deposit are given as filled squares (n
= 29), whereas data taken from the literature (n = 91) are indicated by open squares. All
compositions were recalculated to 32 sulfur atoms and plotted in the ternary subsystems
according to their three major components, i.e., each composition is plotted onto only
one of the four subsystems. The subsystem Sb–Sn–Ge is not included in the figure,
because with the above procedure, no data point is located in this portion of
compositional space.
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with mawsonite, stannite and stannoidite at the Chizeuil
deposit. In addition, tennantite is also found to be a com-
mon ore mineral associated with colusite. At the Kidd
Creek deposit, Hannington et al. (1999a) showed that
colusite primarily occurs in tennantite-rich bornite –
pyrite – chalcopyrite ore containing tin-bearing miner-
als such as kësterite, mawsonite, stannite, stannoidite,
vinciennite and minor cassiterite. In addition to these
two localities, nekrasovite has been documented at the
Neves Corvo VHMS deposit in Portugal (Carvalho et
al. 1999). This giant massive sulfide deposit is also
known for its anomalous tin content (Leistel et al. 1998,
Carvalho et al. 1999).

Comparison of the available literature indicates that
bornite is invariably present in cases of VHMS miner-
alization that contain colusite-group minerals. Although
the paragenetic relationships between bornite and these
rare sulfides are not always unequivocal, the presence
of bornite may further constrain the chemical environ-
ment required for the formation of colusite-group min-
erals. Depending mainly on the temperature of
mineralization and the total concentration of sulfur in
the ore-forming fluids, the phase equilibria in the sys-
tem Cu–Fe–S–O–H generally suggest moderately oxi-
dizing conditions for bornite – chalcopyrite – pyrite
assemblages in VHMS deposits (e.g., Ohmoto et al.
1983, Hannington et al. 1999b). The mineralogy of the
alteration zones suggests that the hydrothermal fluids
forming these ore deposits were acidic to near-neutral.
We note that the Fe content of sphalerite in bornite-rich
massive sulfide ores hosting colusite-group minerals
tends to be comparatively low (e.g., Kase et al. 1994).
Considering the constraints imposed by the sphalerite–
pyrite phase equilibria (Scott & Barnes 1971), a low Fe
content of sphalerite is also indicative of moderately
oxidizing conditions (e.g., Hannington & Scott 1989).
Hannington et al. (1999a) showed that the occurrence
of bornite in massive sulfides indicates that the miner-
alizing hydrothermal fluids possessed a distinctly high
activity ratio of copper to iron. The common occurrence
of colusite-group minerals in bornite-bearing ores may,
therefore, suggest that a comparably high Cu:Fe activ-
ity ratio is a prerequisite for the formation of these sul-
fides. This interpretation possibly explains the
observation that the iron content of colusite-group min-
erals in massive sulfide deposits is generally quite low.

CONCLUSIONS

We have reported the occurrence of germanium-
bearing colusite in the massive sulfide mineralization at
the Waterloo volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide de-
posit, Australia. On the basis of EMP investigations, the
crystal-chemical properties of this rare sulfide have been
constrained and compared to literature data. The results
of the present investigations suggest that at least three
different schemes of coupled substitution are important
in colusite-group minerals. Moreover, we propose that

the existence of chemical discontinuities within the
colusite group is indicative of miscibility gaps between
the respective end-members. The observed complex
schemes of coupled substitution and the proposed ex-
istence of miscibility gaps show that the crystal chemis-
try of colusite-group minerals is rather complex and
hitherto poorly understood. Although the major ore
minerals that result from massive sulfide mineralization
have been studied extensively, there is still considerable
demand for microanalytical investigations on trace ore
components.

Although colusite occurs only in trace amounts, we
show that colusite-group minerals only form under spe-

FIG. 8. Compositional representations of colusite-group min-
erals in the ternary systems (a) As–Ge–Sn and (b) As–Sb–
Sn using only data from VHMS deposits. New data from
the Waterloo deposit are given as filled squares (n = 29),
whereas data taken from the literature (n = 28) are indi-
cated by open squares.
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cific physicochemical conditions. The occurrence in
bornite- and chalcopyrite-bearing ores implies that
colusite-group minerals form as a result of moderately
oxidizing conditions. The association with bornite and
low-Fe sphalerite further suggests that these rare sul-
fides precipitate only in an environment typified by a
high Cu:Fe activity ratio. In general, colusite-group
minerals are rich in arsenic in ores that contain substan-
tial amounts of tennantite. In contrast, tin-bearing
colusite and nekrasovite have only been reported from
instances of volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide min-
eralization that possess an overall high tin content.

A particularly interesting feature of colusite-group
minerals from volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide
deposits is the anomalous germanium content, in view
of the increasing demand for this high-technology metal.
Taking into account that colusite may possess quite high
germanium concentrations, it can be assumed that
colusite-group minerals represent the principal host of
this element in volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide de-
posits. Based on the findings of the present study, it ap-
pears possible that bornite-bearing massive sulfides are
particularly promising as germanium resources. Recov-
ery of germanium from these ores is probably favorable
because this element is contained in a discrete mineral
of reasonable grain-size. This would facilitate design of
specific ore-dressing procedures designed to obtain ger-
manium concentrates from such types of ore.
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rence and implications. Can. Mineral. 41, 441-456.

CVETKOVIC, L., KRAJNOVIC, D., ZRNIC, B. & OBRADOVIC, L.
(1999): Crystallochemical characteristics of colusite from
the Bor deposit (eastern Serbia). Geol. An. Balk. Poluostrva
63, 155-163.

DANGEL, P.N. & WUENSCH, B.J. (1970): The crystallography
of colusite. Am. Mineral. 55, 1787-1791.

EBEL, D.S. & SACK, R.O. (1989): Ag–Cu and As–Sb exchange
energies in tetrahedrite–tennantite fahlores. Geochim.
Cosmochim. Acta 53, 2301-2309.

________ & ________ (1991): Arsenic–silver incompatibility
in fahlore. Mineral. Mag. 55, 521-528.

FRANK-KAMENETSKAYA, O.V., ROZHDESTVENSKAYA, I.V. &
YANULOVA, L.A. (2002): New data on the crystal structures
of colusites and arsenosulvanites. J. Struct. Chem. 43, 89-
100.

GASPAR, O.C. (2002): Mineralogy and sulfide mineral chemis-
try of the Neves–Corvo ores, Portugal: insights into their
genesis. Can. Mineral. 40, 611-636.

GEIER, B.H. & OTTEMANN, J. (1970): New primary vanadium,
germanium-, gallium-, and tin-minerals from the Pb–Zn–
Cu- deposit Tsumeb, South West Africa. Mineral. Deposita
5, 29-40.

GHOSAL, S. & SACK, R.O. (1999): Bi–Sb energetics in
sulfosalts and sulfides. Mineral. Mag. 63, 723-733.

GIORGETTI, G., MONECKE, T., KLEEBERG, R. & HERZIG, P.M.
(2003): Intermediate sodium–potassium mica in hydrother-
mally altered rocks of the Waterloo deposit, Australia: a
combined SEM–EMP–XRD–TEM study. Contrib. Min-
eral. Petrol. 146, 159-173.



CRYSTAL CHEMISTRY AND FORMATION OF COLUSITE-GROUP MINERALS 667

HANNINGTON, M.D., BLEEKER, W. & KJARSGAARD, I. (1999a):
Sulfide mineralogy, geochemistry, and ore genesis of the
Kidd Creek deposit. II. The bornite zone. Econ. Geol.,
Monogr. 10, 225-266.

________, POULSEN, K.H., THOMPSON, J.F.H. & SILLITOE, R.H.
(1999b): Volcanogenic gold in the massive sulfide envi-
ronment. Rev. Econ. Geol. 8, 325-356.

________ & SCOTT, S.D. (1989): Sulfidation equilibria as
guides to gold mineralization in volcanogenic massive
sulfides: evidence from sulfide mineralogy and the compo-
sition of sphalerite. Econ. Geol. 84, 1978-1995.

HARLOV, D.E. & SACK, R.O. (1994): Thermochemistry of
polybasite–pearceite solid solutions. Geochim.
Cosmochim. Acta 58, 4363-4375.

HARRIS, D.C., ROBERTS, A.C., THORPE, R.I., CRIDDLE, A.J. &
STANLEY, C.J. (1984): Kiddcreekite, a new mineral species
from the Kidd Creek mine, Timmins, Ontario and from the
Campbell orebody Bisbee, Arizona. Can. Mineral. 22, 227-
232.

HENDERSON, R.A. (1986): Geology of the Mt Windsor
Subprovince – a lower Palaeozoic volcano-sedimentary
terrane in the northern Tasman orogenic zone. Aust. J.
Earth Sci. 33, 343-364.

HUSTON, D.L., KURONEN, U. & STOLZ, J. (1995): Waterloo and
Agincourt prospects, northern Queensland: contrasting
styles of mineralization within the same volcanogenic hy-
drothermal system. Aust. J. Earth Sci. 42, 203-221.

IMAI, A., MATSUEDA, H., YAMADA, R. & MASUTA, K. (1999):
Polymetallic mineralization at the Shin–Ohtoyo deposit,
Harukayama district, Hokkaido, Japan. Resource Geol. 49,
75-88.

INNES, J. & CHAPLIN, R.C. (1986): Ore bodies of the Kombat
mine, South West Africa/Namibia. In Mineral Deposits of
Southern Africa (C.R. Anhaeusser & S. Maske, eds). Geo-
logical Society of South Africa, Johannesburg, South Af-
rica (1789-1805).

KACHALOVSKAYA, V.M., OSIPOV, B.S., KUKOEV, V.A. &
KOSLOVA, E.V. (1975): Germanium-bearing minerals from
the bornite ore of the Urup deposit. Zap Vses. Mineral.
Obshchest. 104, 94-97 (in Russ.).

KASE, K. & YAMAMOTO, M. (1988): Minerals and geochemical
characteristics of ores from the Besshi-type deposits in the
Sambagawa Belt, Japan. Mining Geol. 38, 203-214.

________, ________ & MITSUNO, C. (1994): Germanium-
bearing colusite from the Yanahara mine, Japan, and its
significance to ore genesis. Resource Geol. 44, 33-38.

KESLER, S.E., RUSSELL, N., SEAWARD, M., RIVERA, J.,
MCCURDY, K., CUMMING, G.L. & SUTTER, J.F. (1981):
Geology and geochemistry of sulfide mineralization under-
lying the Pueblo Viejo gold–silver oxide deposit, Domini-
can Republic. Econ. Geol. 76, 1096-1117.

KOVALENKER, V.A. EVSTIGNEEVA, T.L., MALOV, V.S.,
TRUBKIN, N.V., GORSHKOV, A.I. & GEYNKE, V.R. (1984):
Nekrasovite Cu26V2Sn6S32 – a new mineral of the colusite
group. Mineral. Zh. 6(2), 88-97 (in Russ.).

________ & GEYNKE, V.R. (1984): A new type of Cu–Sn–Bi–
Se mineralization in the Kuraminsk area of the Middle Tien
Shan. Int. Geol. Rev. 26, 1093-1106.

________, PLOTINSKAYA, O.Y., PROKOFEV, V.Y., GERTMAN,
Y.L., KONEEV, R.I. & POMORTSEV, V.V. (2003): Mineral-
ogy, geochemistry, and genesis of gold – sulfide – selenide
– telluride ores from the Kairagach deposit (Uzbekistan).
Geol. Ore Deposits 45, 171-200.

KRAPIVA, L.Y., DOBROVOLSKAYA, M.G., MALOV, V.S.,
CHVILEVA, T.N. & ESTRUGO, M. (1986): Colusite from the
San Fernando deposits, Cuba. Dokl. USSR Acad. Sci., Earth
Sci. Sect. 287, 118-122.

LANDON, R.E. & MOGILNOR, A.H. (1933): Colusite, a new min-
eral of the sphalerite group. Am. Mineral. 18, 528-533.

LECUYER, E. & PICOT, P. (1984): Édude de l’enveloppe proche
des amas pyriteux et de la minéralisation. In Étude du gîte
de pyrite de Chizeuil (Saône-et-Loire) et de son environ-
nement volcano-sédimentaire Dévonien et Dinantien (J.
Delfour et al., eds.). Mem. BRGM 73, 1-61.

LEISTEL, J.M., MARCOUX, E., THIÉBLEMONT, D., QUESADA, C.,
SÁNCHEZ, A., ALMODÓVAR, G.R., PASCUAL, E. & SÁEZ, R.
(1998): The volcanic-hosted massive sulphide deposits of
the Iberian Pyrite Belt: review and preface to the thematic
issue. Mineral. Deposita 33, 2-30.

LÉVY, C. (1967): Contribution à la minéralogie des sulfures de
cuivre du type Cu3XS4. Mem. BRGM 54, 127-143.

LUSTIG, L.K. & ROSENZWEIG, A. (1987): Mineralogy of the
Lone Star deposit, Santa Fe County, New Mexico. Comp.
Sigma Gamma Epsilon 36, 172-183.

MANDARINO, J.A. (1992): New minerals recently approved by
the Commission on New Minerals and Mineral Names –
International Mineralogical Association. Eur. J. Mineral.
4, 1421-1428.

MATSUKUMA, T., NIITSUMA, H., YUI, S. & WADA, F. (1974):
Rare minerals from Kuroko ores of the Uwamuki deposits
of the Kosaka mine, Akita Prefecture, Japan. Mining Geol.,
Spec. Issue 6, 349-361.

MELCHER, F., OBERTHÜR, T. & RAMMLMAIR, D. (2002): The
carbonate-hosted, Ge- and Ag-rich Khusib Springs Cu–Zn–
Pb sulphide deposit, Namibia: ore geochemistry and min-
eralogical variations. 11th IAGOD Quadrennial Symp.
Geocongress (Windhoek), 34-35 (abstr.).

MITRYAYEVA, N.M., YARENSKAYA, M.A., KOSYAK, Y.A. &
MURATOVA, D.N. (1968): Vanadium–arsenic germanite.
Zap Vses. Mineral. Obshchest. 97, 325-331 (in Russ.).

MONECKE, T., HERZIG, P.M. & GEMMELL, J.B. (2003): Volcanic
facies architecture of the Waterloo VHMS deposit, Aus-



668 THE CANADIAN MINERALOGIST

tralia. In Mineral Exploration and Sustainable Develop-
ment (D. Eliopoulos et al., eds.). Millpress, Rotterdam, The
Netherlands (159-162).

________, KÖHLER, S., KLEEBERG, R., HERZIG, P.M. &
GEMMELL, J.B. (2001): Quantitative phase-analysis by the
Rietveld method using X-ray powder-diffraction data: ap-
plication to the study of alteration halos associated with
volcanic-rock-hosted massive sulfide deposits. Can. Min-
eral. 39, 1617-1633.

MURDOCH, J. (1953): X-ray investigation of colusite, germanite
and reniérite. Am. Mineral. 38, 794-801.

NELSON, R. (1939): Colusite – its occurrence, paragenesis and
genetic significance. Am. Mineral. 24, 369-376.

OHMOTO, H., MIZUKAMI, M., DRUMMOND, S.E., ELDRIDGE,
C.S., PISUTHA-ARNOND, V. & LENAGH, T.C. (1983): Chemi-
cal processes of Kuroko formation. Econ. Geol., Monogr.
5, 570-604.

ORLANDI, P., MERLINO, S., DUCHI, G. & VEZZALINI, G. (1981):
Colusite: a new occurrence and crystal chemistry. Can.
Mineral. 19, 423-427.

PAULICK, H. & FRANZ, G. (2001): Greenschist facies regional
and contact metamorphism of the Thalanga volcanic-
hosted massive sulfide deposit (northern Queensland, Aus-
tralia). Mineral. Deposita 36, 786-793.

PICOT, P., TROLY, G. & VINCIENNE, H. (1963): Précisions
nouvelles sur les minéralisations de Chizeuil (Saône-et-
Loire). Bull. Soc. Fr. Minéral. Cristallogr. 86, 373-375.

POLLARD, P.J. & TAYLOR, R.G. (2002): Paragenesis of the
Grasberg Cu–Au deposit, Irian Jaya, Indonesia: results
from logging section 13. Mineral. Deposita 37, 117–136.

PRING, A. & ETSCHMANN, B. (2002): HRTEM observations of
structural and chemical modulations in cosalite and its re-
lationship to the lillianite homologues. Mineral. Mag. 66,
451-458.

________ & HYDE, B.G. (1987): Structural disorder in
lindströmite: a bismuthinite–aikinite derivative. Can. Min-
eral. 25, 393-399.

________, JERCHER, M. & MAKOVICKY, E. (1999): Disorder
and compositional variation in the lillianite homologous
series. Mineral. Mag. 63, 917-926.

PSHENICHNYY, G.N., SHALDUN, T.N., VYALSOV, L.N. & TSEPIN,
A.I. (1975): First find of germanium-bearing colusite. Dokl.
USSR Acad. Sci., Earth Sci. Sect. 221, 140-143.

RILEY, J.F. (1980): Ferroan carrollites, cobaltian violarites, and
other members of the linnaeite group: (Co,Ni,Fe,Cu)3S4.
Mineral. Mag. 43, 733-739.

ROBINSON, M., GODWIN, C.I. & STANLEY, C.R. (1996): Geol-
ogy, lithogeochemistry, and alteration of the Battle
volcanogenic massive sulfide zone, Buttle Lake Mining

Camp, Vancouver Island, British Columbia. Econ. Geol.
91, 527-548.

SACK, R.O. & LOUCKS, R.R. (1985): Thermodynamic proper-
ties of tetrahedrite–tennantites: constraints on the interde-
pendence of the Ag = Cu, Fe = Zn, and As = Sb exchange
reactions. Am. Mineral. 70, 1270-1289.

SALES, R.H. (1914): Ore deposits at Butte, Montana. Am. Inst.
Mining Metall. Eng., Trans. 46, 4-106.

SCOTT, S.D. & BARNES, H.L. (1971): Sphalerite geothermo-
metry and geobarometry. Econ. Geol. 66, 466-474.

SPIRIDONOV, E.M. (1987): Composition of fahlores associated
with germanium sulfosalts. Dokl. USSR Acad. Sci., Earth
Sci. Sect. 294, 135-137.

________ (2003): Maikainite Cu20(Fe,Cu)6Mo2Ge6S32 and
ovamboite Cu20(Fe,Cu,Zn)6W2Ge6 S32: new minerals in
massive sulfide base metal ores. Dokl. Earth Sci. 393A,
1329-1332.

________, BADALOV, A.S. & KOVACHEV, V.V. (1994):
Stibiocolusite, Cu26V2(Sb,Sn,As)6S32, a new mineral. Dokl.
Acad. Sci., Earth Sci. Sect. 324, 145-149.

________, CHVILEVA, T.N. & BADALOV, A.S. (1984): Anti-
mony-bearing colusite, Cu26V2As2 Sb2Sn2S32, of the
Kairagach deposit and on the varieties of colusite. Int. Geol.
Rev. 26, 534-539.

________, KACHALOVSKAYA, V.M. & BADALOV, A.S. (1986):
Varieties of colusite: vanadium and vanadium–arsenic
germanite. Vest. Moskov. Univ., Ser. 4, Geol., 41, 59-68 (in
Russ.).

________, ________, KOVACHEV, V.V. & KRAPIVA, L.Y.
(1992): Germanocolusite Cu26V2 (Ge,As)6S32 – a new min-
eral. Vest. Moskov. Univ., Ser. 4, Geol., 47, 42-45 (in
Russ.).

SPRINGER, G. (1969a): Electron microprobe analyses of
tetrahedrite. Neues Jahrb. Mineral., Monatsh., 24-32.

________ (1969b): Microanalytical investigations into
germanite, renierite, briartite, and gallite. Neues Jahrb.
Mineral., Monatsh., 435-441.

SPRY, P.G., MERLINO, S., WANG, S., ZHANG, X. & BUSECK, P.R.
(1994): New occurrences and refined crystal chemistry of
colusite, with comparison to arsenosulvanite. Am. Mineral.
79, 750-762.

STOLZ, A.J. (1995): Geochemistry of the Mount Windsor
Volcanics: implications for the tectonic setting of Cambro-
Ordovician volcanic-hosted massive sulfide mineralization
in northeastern Australia. Econ. Geol. 90, 1080-1097.

STRASHIMIROV, S. (1982): Sulvanite and colusite from the
Medet molybdenum copper deposit. Geokhim. Mineral.
Petrol. Sofia 15, 57-66 (in Bulgarian, with Engl. abstr.).



CRYSTAL CHEMISTRY AND FORMATION OF COLUSITE-GROUP MINERALS 669

________, PETRUNOV, R. & KANAZIRSKI, M. (2002): Porphyry-
copper mineralisation in the central Srednogorie zone, Bul-
garia. Mineral. Deposita 37, 587–598.

STRUNZ, H. & NICKEL, E.H. (2001): Strunz Mineralogical Ta-
bles. Chemical Structural Mineral Classification System
(9th ed.). E. Schweizerbart’sche Verlagsbuchhandlung,
Stuttgart, Germany.

TETTENHORST, R.T. & CORBATÓ, C.E. (1984): Crystal structure
of germanite, Cu26Ge4Fe4S32, determined by powder X-ray
diffraction. Am. Mineral. 69, 943-947.

THORPE, R.I., PRINGLE, G.J. & PLANT, A.G. (1976): Occurrence
of selenide and sulphide minerals in bornite ore of the Kidd
Creek massive sulphide deposit, Timmins, Ontario. Geol.
Surv. Can., Pap. 76–1A, 311-317.

TOURIGNY, G., DOUCET, D. & BOURGET, A. (1993): Geology of
the Bousquet 2 mine: an example of a deformed, gold-bear-
ing, polymetallic sulfide deposit. Econ. Geol. 88, 1578-
1597.

WAGNER, T. & COOK, N.J. (1999): Carrollite and related min-
erals of the linnaeite group: solid solutions and nomencla-

ture in the light of new data from the Siegerland district,
Germany. Can. Mineral. 37, 545-558.

YUSHKIN, N.P., EREMIN, M.I., YANULOV, K.P., KHOROSHILOVA

L.A. (1975): Vanadium–arsenic germanite from the
Paikhoi deposits: the first verification of the discovery of
the mineral and the taxometric position in the germanite
group. Zap. Vses. Mineral. Obshchest. 104, 28-40 (in
Russ.).

YUSHKO-ZAKHAROVA, O.E., BELYAEVA, I.D. & DUBAKINA, L.S.
(1982): Mineral form of the presence of germanium in
sulfide ores. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 267, 444-445 (in
Russ.).

ZACHARIASEN, W.H. (1933): X-ray examination of colusite.
Am. Mineral. 18, 534-537.

ZHANG, X. & SPRY, P.G. (1994): Petrological, mineralogical,
fluid inclusion, and stable isotope studies of the Gies gold–
silver telluride deposit, Judith Mountains, Montana. Econ.
Geol. 89, 602-627.

Received April 30, 2004, revised manuscript accepted
January 1, 2005.




