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Fig.1 Simplified geological map of the Himalayan orogen

King etal., 2011; RAHICSF, 2015), XA IRTF T
& R b s R SIS IE R EEAE R, B
R AR ST TS Y B ROGTE R

WFFE R, 5 B 3 1Ll # 3 ek TR 43
=/~ FZ [ B (Harrison et al., 1995; Zhang and Guo,
2007; Leloup et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2012; T %G
8, 2012): 55— [y B AR T T B EE -7 I B e filf 4 22
Jo BT I A, B SRR L 52 e L e B s Y
P RE RIS, LAz B M e B e A i i Ry R
M BTRRAE, O AR 1 R IR 28 VR FH (Vance et all.,
1999); &% i B A Wi th e 01 22 I 3 v g e LA,
o S L A i AR R Il e B R A A
o] {1 Ji, & LA 7R 7 1 R (STDS) T 81, DXy i
i MU 3, 76 9 s e Rl ™ A= IR €4 4 1) & (Hodges,
1998; King et al., 2011; Lee et al., 2011; Xu et al.,
2013; VFAEEE4E, 2016; Gao et al., 2017); 55 =Bt
Syt LR, B B R R L A R i A ) e
RN AR VG R e, R By — &R 5 2 B LAl 7 e Y
ML ZA 2 &K H (Webb et al., 2007; X4, 2013;
Gao and Zeng, 2014),

TR 0 5 SR B R IR € 4K B LR A 5
WEEA TIFLEZIAN, xR R S Rk
e E AR AR TE, B TR X A 7
FReny s R Al 5 o BN, MEh A BOR AL KA
HA 42 Ma #1 35 Ma i 41 U-Pb 4E 18, iR
PRI B4R 4 (7 4 R 45, 2009; Zeng et al., 2011);
SLRL IR 618 B AR IR 25 B AE 30~17 Ma Z I
(Aoya et al., 2005; FKFHTAE, 2011); JRAHESHIEE 28 Ma
T HL S TR € 48 B 5 R 20 Ma Y — 2 REAE B4 2 (s Al
5, 2013a), HE T H SRR (ALK A Sr-Nd [R] {7
FULBLY 5 DRSS A R RRE, AR R
R 3 K L R S v A Ul I 2 U I b sl 11
F=4%(Harrison et al., 1997; PatifioDouce and Harris,
1998). ITAFEd, BEE WG REE M ABOMGE, #5101
X ,AE 5 5 0 LR LRI ) 7R iy e e AR IR
A8 5 I MR AL 2= R AE, R R 2 0 5 T IR (0
18 B4 KRB/ B = A2 A (Aikman et al., 2008; J2%
P4 2008b; Zeng et al., 2009, 2011; #4754, 2009;
A A, 2010; A A 4, 2011; XI|ESHE, 2013):
PR A A Sy i, B
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46~35 Ma, Xf b T~ L3 B HE i 1L 5E £ e 4
B, FEA A AT G 53 R 5L T ot & A
R4k b/ A 54 (Ding et al.,, 2005; Yang et al.,
2009; Zeng et al., 2009, 2011; Liu et al., 2014); 5 —
RKIEa HAKE Rb/Sr H, MTHESH A4
KGR G, TRl 28~13 Ma, 55 SHr
e 1L e b T (R AR T R, WTRe AR 10 ol b
ST PR AT IR RN & AR BT % il (Zhang et al., 2004;
Zhang et al., 2012); %% =K A HA M Ca, Ba &
i, H Ba &5 Rb/Sr A, WA L5485
R AKBER S R HIAH C (Gao and Zeng, 2014;
Zeng et al., 2014; = A5, 2016), JERL T 19~8 Ma,
556 e 2447 Z2 2RV ) A R A O 9 B[R] A
PG, B AT A BN S mg b ) AR 16 3 1 7= )
(Zeng et al., 2011; &= AHk4E, 2013b; Gao and Zeng,
2014; Gao et al., 2017),

PITEWESE F 2500 5 e b AR R i R 1 22
PE . ARARE R IR B 5 A DG A i AR SCIE, Tix T
55 R S H [ vh 8 o e A i BRI AR B SS . T
HIRR R 2R AL 5 5 R Mk 1 75 S 0 R BR, 2 A e
FEAL 5 S R Bl Th 3R B A O A sk, AR
R AEE EAARR AR, Ak, 7R
W5 S Al A SR B AL A Y B S s, AHOC
S AT IS B AR 55 1 AR i< A R e ] (Zhang
et al., 2015; Ding et al., 2016a, 2016b; T Z{E54%,
2019), {45 P\AE 5t i b AR BE R HIR (A6 i) 7 R
R, AWM, BRI E FE h rh v g BT [
B AR ANSBENIROALRK AR S, R R
ein A WSS | S BRI . B A s A
U-Pb AR5, SRR B S b Ly 4f Bt Ae
5 A 5 12 b DX b 5 im0 ol PR DGR 1 T
LS S

1 HWFHER

B P LT b DA A A B S LR M
A, FE LA RS o Wl (MFT) 5 B EE AR He oy 57
S AR AR AR B RE 5 0 B B il 8 T B B B AR
S5 KA 1 IR JE M O (1P AR BE SR, 1999; R R AR,
2008a), Kt F bR A A At R RO BT 22 20 A T4 4
W s SR FR R I P A S Y R E R —,
FP ARG ED ., SR, FiKE ., EH . B
Iy SREL . HERL AP MESIRIR S, XS EAA
— BN SR RRAE, BB N B A AR AL B A S v R

ARG, TER R ARG AR BT A BOR AR BT A AR R
AR(RMIUAE, 2015; T EFESE, 2019),

SR UL E AL TR T = S HE R R SRR Y
b, MG A E EERE T AL AR A A R
(K 2). SEP LI - RKEERSE, ol K
A MBS A KBRS, YRS R e
B, T RESR IR Ty & B9 b 5T ) B A (B AL
25 2006a), X H(2013) %) 4K B & B IR (04 B 1 iE
TTRGERFGE, WH TRESEER I s r N
HHARA AR R S, HEE AT 5
REZBBHAERA M. Hdh ER = B S 5 A0
A =R AR ~8 Ma, 5 Rg b 1 2445 [\ 1)
1M LA AR TR A6 54 2 1 U AR % ~44 Ma(Liu et al.,
2014), HRHE 8 0 A RRE, SRS RN R =
LT TT, IWBISMERICR: BERIR AL L
T r v G B RN AN ERAR A B, e AT Z IR
SURB T2 70 ) (B8 755, 2008), Hirh AN 90735 i
PR BB SA R AR S AL, B T HUA
T FF S r R R S R A BB AR 2E BRI L H A A
F Bl A D g 7 R 2 (B SR AL A%, 2006b;
Liu et ai., 2014), M AREH T RIR D FREZF 3
A R AR 28— 191 B AE b vE iz B
Al RE SR R B R EN A OC; I E R £
e, #5800 &G —m ARz shE SR SR £
S IERRE, SRV MR RADS, WIS RS
Y1) A1 B 5 1 R M (PR AR, 2008) . T R =R
TR, BRI A A MR A= 2 . 844 (2008)
XNEBEERARA sk s TH s Be
B Ar-Ar B4, 155]~6 Ma fUAEIE, R A AL X A 1)
B

AR 5T X SR 1 55 R A8 I A8 T2 R AIE 5 R 10 4K 1
BT ST . SR ELE R R I R EGRIK IR R E
AMca . THCS . Aafia s, P a-iEsa R s,
FRIE A (K 3). B R A IR B s b s
H5THCE, BoE T E e 5 & I8 532 (So) i M
AL TR ) 3 AR Y 28 2 B 1 HES B
BRI TR (S,), JF 9 me e i S, T e AR B i
ARV 1) X 2 3= 300 T 3 (S2) (81 4a) . SR P &R Y v s
R FRAHEOEAO s8R H . AR a R
H MO LR Zm A X R T
ik & B — W B R S AT A A AR ST T
PH(Sy) . X EE MBI T MM E SN, DIECE
LB N o NS i e & BN e T
(S2) (Bl 4d). B&AT AR B SR AE S BERPU M, 0 1 2
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Fig.2 Simplified geological map of the Ramba dome

T il e v B RHEME AR (K 4b), WS AE R A S R
WA E X HA 1 AR TR AE S RE A . J5 ) 56 U, e 40
IE AT BE R AEAEAL R E B AL Z 5 o SR T,
DI ¥Z kA AR PG ) Bl o TR (S,), 1 B R A
B SR ol R AT 7 A

B PERAE K N s TEE  A RLAA A AE B
o ZoatHERARTPRE RS, HoRirE (Kl 3c),
FETY AR, BHA . Aatk, Bark(& 5c. d);
AMAAR 5 DIKRE X RA B ek A, 4
BACK A ZE, FET YN AR, AHKA . OBtk
fata, SALCEBRAE(E Se. f), AMAORLA
WORDIR A T kb (B 3d). SR~ BEE
FE A RO YR L B AR TR R . TR R
BREAE TR ERERTRE E TR a6
e Bk (E 3e), A kiR ARSI kA8 i 2
A8 B K R A BEAR 2540 (] 3F), BEdi 98 | RHC

A, BB At ERhAR, KA. Ha
FEFIE = AL (& Ba. b).

X E REAR L A - A s B R
TR S A S . WA A E R R AA .
A WA, Bab Aotk AL Rk
W &L Mg al, BABRAS et . #& 3k
RERWZ st R aka e 2 mmeEE S, Mk
FUSE 17 19 B S R0 T 1 45 A2 BN (8] 3b).
2] R M A AR T B & N, R E TR %R 2 R
Fo #8490 . 3B AVERITANAIEE Sy SR 2 B o WA o]
UL S I EE B ERAUE M H =B AR A A
W, JFRBERE F Maifd s (& 6a). piRAMA
(1~3 mm)(l 6d). FAR A (2~5 mm)([&l 6¢)2L 5
fn H IR EE AT H ¥z 5040, s s A (1~3 mm)Z L
TIE R B AR AT LA 6a. b, 33X EEAREE SR L
FEMAR ., B SRR S50 Y B A E 1 HES,
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Fig.3 Representative lithological units in the Ramba dome
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(2) B RED RN A Sy PETEZ WA Fo Ui, Fo SR 1 P BUIK; (b) 5 VY 5% ZURR A HY Sy T B, Fo Bil3E ) ARMLAR S (c) B REARMIA T Lo 2T
LB, RPN ARMAR; (d) SREHEE Sy MUk AR EIRE A, R AT BA S, L.

E 4 ABEEEFIMISHE
Fig.4 Structural features of the Ramba dome

B AT R 2R BE TN M BR A2 A 5T BT R A
3Rk A7 [ 58 R S R i S g s A, A
Perkin-ElmerSciexELAN 6000 Y i B & 45 85 1 i
AL (ICP-MS) J3 A1 58 o R TC 3R 43 BT B AF AT g 2
PET 5%, MO AT 4 R WL 1.
22 $5ARMER U-PhEE

B A 5 A 1 43 T AEAE TR A6 A AR b5 X S
v A T 5 2 58 o IR BB R A S T A -
RAMEM A e . R TR, DA SR
TR SNk s SR A . RO A R B
A 50 A R PR I R AR R . A R
VR RGBS . i SEOGRTI & O% (BS A ) 8 Bl
(3 ) G 4 T AR AE a0 % o bR 42 A PR 52
R R 58

B A E AT U-Pb [Rf7 3R E AR R 3% 55
MrBHE A BRITAT A BRI A LA-ICP-MS 58 /. 525643

Mriso R BE AR A 32 um(Es A1) A1 16 pm (B JE ).
BiA . MR U-Ph (R ER E A4 R TS A b
91500(4F#% 1065 Ma, Slama et al., 2008). it J& f1 5
FE 44069(4E1% 424.9 Ma, Aleinikoff et al., 2006), =
B E 5 NARFIRER AL, SCRIE 2 IRERIERE
b o SR JE IR O A Ab BER 4K 1ICPMSDatacCal
FEF (Liu et al., 2008, 2010)5¢ i . 4F#% 18 AT 22 i A
AR AT 34352 - Isoplot %4 (Ludwig, 2003)
52 Mo
23 HBFRERS S0

W) LIRS B3 3 A A i B2 BE ) M Bk
Al 2E 5 T ()57 2R M 3K A 27 ) 5K o S0 0 % P AR
B s se s, ML ES - CAMECASXFiveFE HL 1
BEF AT, BER IETTE R PAP % (Pouchou and
Pichoir, 1991) Mt b, s L o 20 kv, #R%E
HLIE A 20 nA, SREEERN 10 pm. ST 5 0Lk 2,
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15.32%~15.49%, AIH X FIK R A S A

3 g R BAOIER A, AR A BA BRI TiO,, FeO5',
MgO.CaO (& 7), H'E Na#t K (Na,0/K,0>4.59),
31 EEREEREILEK SR ZEHE XEAE R A S LREE, it HREE, Hh &M 10

Bl & A2 e 6 B A O il BR R B AR B R & Ho B Lu AZRFH S, B0 Eu S (K 9a).
(AICNK>1, [ 8a), Si0,=69.61%~70.44%, Al,0s=  7EREILRKME L, PIBR —mBEER A EER

SR

5 AEEERBERSERRR
Fig.5 Microphotographs of the leucogranites from the Ramba dome
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(@), (b) TFO-MEMOR A PERAOLERES, IOV R AR Hat, REARY S WM, (o) ARG T al At ok, REAE
W s wH; (d) ARa TR A P A Ra RN, G Ra, ROV H o R, BN R S R A

E6 +FA-ERAZEBREERERR
Fig.6 Microphotographs of the staurolite-kyanite micaschist

*1 AEEERETHEEREHER(%)MNETENg/0)EK
Table 1 Major (%) and trace element (ng/g) compositions of the deformed granite dykes from the Ramba dome

K 18HO01 18H04 5 18HO01 18H04 S 18H01 18H04
Sio, 69.61 70.44 Ni 11.1 13.1 Gd 2.23 2.29
TiO, 0.17 0.18 Cu 2.30 1.90 Tb 0.27 0.31
Al,03 15.32 15.49 Zn 35.0 36.0 Dy 1.04 1.31
Fe,05" 1.45 1.43 Ga 20.0 22.0 Ho 0.19 0.22
MnO 0.03 0.02 Ge 0.14 0.15 Er 0.49 0.55
MgO 0.83 0.87 Rb 77.5 87.3 Tm 0.07 0.08
Ca0 1.99 2.17 Sr 251 263 Yb 0.43 0.49
Na,O 5.83 5.89 Y 5.60 6.30 Lu 0.07 0.08
K,0 1.27 1.28 Zr 95.0 103 Hf 2.70 2.80
P,Os 0.08 0.08 Nb 4.60 5.40 Ta 0.48 0.43
Lol 2.68 2.75 Cs 2.85 3.18 Pb 50.0 60.0
Total 99.26 100.6 Ba 235 272 Th 9.62 10.7
A/CNK 1.69 1.66 La 17.6 20.4 u 4.43 5.23
Na,0/K,0 4.59 4.60 Ce 38.3 42.5 Rb/Sr 0.31 0.33
\Y; 29.0 35.0 Pr 4.09 450 sriy 44.8 41.8
Cr 140 210 Nd 15.1 15.9 Zr/Hf 35.2 36.8
Mn 212 227 Sm 3.15 3.19 Nb/Ta 9.58 12.6

Co 3.20 5.20 Eu 0.77 0.75
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Table 2 Representative chemical compositions (%) of garnet from the staurolite-kyanite micaschist of the Ramba dome
s 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19
b} # b}
Si0, 37.2 36.6 36.5 36.4 36.7 36.4 36.2 36.6 36.5 36.5
Tio, 0.07 0.06 0.10 0.08 0.09 0.00 0.12 0.18 0.03 0.02
Al,0; 20.7 20.3 20.8 20.7 20.7 20.8 20.7 21.0 20.8 20.9
FeO 34.3 34.9 345 345 34.3 34.3 34.6 34.7 35.1 35.1
MnO 4.17 453 4.62 5.13 4.96 4.84 452 4.43 4.01 3.39
MgO 2.34 2.23 2.12 1.86 1.98 2.00 2.17 2.09 2.34 2.55
Ca0 1.44 1.40 1.48 1.57 1.50 1.50 1.48 1.48 1.42 1.37
K20 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Na,O 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.02
Total 100.25 100.05 100.16 100.28 100.26 99.85 99.81 100.48 100.22 99.85
Si 3.00 2.97 2.96 2.95 2.97 2.96 2.95 2.95 2.95 2.96
Ti 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
Cr 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Al 1.97 1.95 1.99 1.98 1.98 2.00 1.98 2.00 1.98 1.99
Fe®* 0.01 0.11 0.09 0.11 0.06 0.09 0.10 0.07 0.11 0.08
Fe? 2.31 2.26 2.25 2.23 2.26 2.25 2.25 2.28 2.27 2.30
Mn 0.29 0.31 0.32 0.35 0.34 0.33 0.31 0.30 0.28 0.23
Ni 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mg 0.28 0.27 0.26 0.22 0.24 0.24 0.26 0.25 0.28 0.31
Ca 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.12 0.12
Na 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
K 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ca0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00
Xre 0.89 0.89 0.90 0.91 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.89 0.88
Alm 0.76 0.71 0.71 0.70 0.73 0.72 0.71 0.73 0.71 0.73
Sps 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.07
Prp 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.10
Grs 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04

BRAtER, THEEEIcER (B 9b). 5E R E
(NS AP aL R aW A By (iR A R v A
B bk LA BB B Sr(251~263 pglg) . BAKEY Y
(4.73~6.30 pglg), MAEE) SrIY {H(41.8~44.8), 1E
SrIY-Y Elfif b, ¥ Tk vis X (& 8b).
32 +FA-BERARBREMSHIE

T A AN A R B BRIRAR S a5 AR IR A
1, AEBEE AR A (1~2 mm) . +F A (2~5 mm), ¥
mf(1~2mm), BIRFH AR, KA. AstHER
BEZH AN AR A AR MEE SR, Fa i G
AA+TFA+IEMA+HR o+ R A+H s+ A
BEAERERA + A 20 X e A AR A A T R AT
SyEIE AT (B 10a), 255 87 A A BA B AR

SRR . DR IALAER, SRR A S BRI, B
FRAR A SRR R, BRER AR A TR B T Y
s, EERRR A SRR (A 10b), X UERHIEY
LY {1 R A S5 A AR A R A (BRREAA 25, 2003) M4 <
33 FERPFHE
331 EHRKELK S MEESE U-Pb F#5

K 18H04 S A FE M HE-EATE, K
R, BiARFE 100~300 um Z 1], K9Elk R 2 1~3: 1,
KRBT R AT EE R, R A B — i IR
HE X, ToHA BCR A R A I RO,
BA AR H AR (B 112). &8, BA
PRGOS AR U, Th SRBHEE G5 N
48.1~560 pg/g. 234~866 ng/g), HHAEEH ThiU (4
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(0.1~1.1), XX BB AFA R BRI PO 00 4F SEERA () PP U AR S A T 42~46 Ma Z ], i
IS REERR, 7E 86~1453 Ma Z i), HAAMIAERIR  BOP4ERS 4551 Ma(MSWD=0.69, n=4)(|4] 12a),
AT BB AT, U S 8 (286~4711 pg/g), Th & 5 X3 B EARIE AR TEAE B 45 Bk R, A0 3% A A2
5{I%(2.95~390 pg/g), Th/U {E7E 0.01~0.24 Z ], X JEAER AL AR N 45 Ma.
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[ T=705 C . P=8.2x10° Pa(Lee et al., 2004); FHi
Tl S We: T=615~665 'C , P=7x10%~8x10° Pa(Ding et
al., 2016a, 2016b); M #5 ARl = pE: T=670 C .
P=8.8x10°~9x10° Pa( T Ei i %, 2019). {HAHE 1 A2,
X r R R AR A R S T A T A A AR I
APt 7E 50~40 Ma Z[i](Lee and Whitehouse, 2007,
Zhang et al., 2015; Ding et al., 2016a, 2016b; T &
G5, 2019), ok SRR AR % 34 5 [A]— X S AR TR
RO AL B3 A AR WS AT, 5 /R P 22 8] A7 A i
KK o
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AR I 3 AR B A DR R W . Hb S AN NS
AT R o DAk S A 2 v AR AR 14 R X — 35014 A8 [ A
1% (50~40 Ma)li7s 1 44t iy = B i 3 1L 7 46
HERRET WENHAIEEEM ., LI AR
FH ek 72 7E T 30 A0 55 B L B L R e g2 R
B, F4n: JeIf/K Ama Drime Range HbIX &0 %
n A A A R R BT IR R 457 T>850 °C
P>14x10%Pa(Kali et al., 2010), 7E A5t A 45 Ma
B 75 J AR A 4R 18 (Wang et al., 2015); EfiE TsoMorari
Hi X285 T R R AR M A A A A AR T e A A
4T 47~43 Ma(Donaldson et al., 2013), X 2EA/F5Y
NG ) A B R L TR T T
T 3R Z0 Y T IS KRR R . R, RIE R AR
P S R A R = SRR LA, AR LR R
TOSRAT B By a7 2L R, Al e B R AR
SRR 1M 7 2 10 iR 2 b e 4 8 T 25 (Lee et al., 2000,
2004) . 3 55 BB -0 P Al HAE 4 B 1 & A il i X —
B 2R AL

5NN, B Eh R 1L Gh B IR (A B 5
3k HA = Na/K Fl Sr/Y {H )4#E(Ding et al., 2005;
Zeng et al., 2011; Liu et al., 2014), X SeHHfFE{d15HF
FEENTERMEAE 5 2R IR T & BB T ot
(FZ R AN ) FER 35 R 0 45 1 2 R AR 4y
VAR TS, A YKBFSE R 45 Ma B 5 Sr/Y {178 1K
65 A T AR R X — A R =) . AR A -
WA B R A R TE BIR G465 A ko B s T
T2 DX Sl b e N PR I R A 3 — 2 R AR TR B B o DAL,
AR SC AT 5 A SR oA 2% 1 X PR 5 o P2 7 2 A T4 DA
MK 46~35 Ma ELIR A o i iR (546 b 5 X —
TAEREARY SR AL T B I S B

5 4 it
(1) 4R B0 X B2 e AT AL 52 BT LA 1
295 45 Ma, JLEA 5 SUY (ASE RIS SR 4

M BERAEFE BT, A5 5 0 Hl e TR 1A

(2) REBRETFA-ERA B AIdsE T
3G kAR Bk %, A i 25 F S 600~650 C,
8x10°~9x10° Pa, X1 (M 5E IR 2 A 35 km.
A1 U-Pb 45 3 B H G 09 75 B isf A2 53 Ma.

(3) R E S [ A B RE — IV UM AR B A R Y 75 T
T4 L) A e R AR T X — 2 A T e
FOT M ST A R At 0 R AR s, TR R
1= SrIY B A5 5L TR (AL < 4 o

Bt AT AMEALENKALSL . WEL ZF L
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FHF IS R A 50 PT 3R & @) PR R AT 40 F R AL, F14%
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Metamorphic Evolution of the Kyanite-staurolite Micaschist
from the Ramba Dome, Tibet: Insights into the Petrogenesis
of Himalayan Eocene Leucogranite

L1 Zhitai*?, XU Kang"?, WANG Lianfeng"? WANG Qiang® and JIANG Yingde®"

(1. State Key Laboratory of Isotope Geochemistry, Guangzhou Institute of Geochemistry, Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, Guangdong, China; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049,
China)

Abstract: The Ramba dome in the Tethyan Himalaya is characterized by polyphase intrusions of leucogranite and
affected by variable metamorphism. The effects of regional metamorphism on the generation of the leucogranites have
not yet been well documented. To address this issue, systematic petro-structural observation, geochemical analysis,
metamorphic phase equilibrium modelling and U-Pb dating of zircon and monazite were carried out on a
staurolite-kyanite micaschist and the associated deformed leucogranite dykes in the metamorphic envelope of the dome.
The deformed leucogranite dykes are porphyritic two-mica granite with a U-Pb zircon crystallization age of ca. 45 Ma.
These dykes have high CaO and Sr contents, relatively high Sr/Y and low Rb/Sr ratios, compositionally similar to that of
typical adakitic granite. These features imply that the leucogranite dykes most likely formed in a thickened crustal
environment. The kyanite-staurolite micaschist has a peak mineral assemblage of kyanite + staurolite + garnet + biotite +
muscovite + plagioclase + quartz + rutile + ilmenite. Metamorphic phase equilibrium modelling reveals a prograde P-T
path associated with increases of temperature and pressure, reaching a peak stage of 600 — 650 °C / 8x10®— 9x10° Pa.
These findings suggest a burial evolution, probably reflecting progressive crust thickening. U-Pb dating of monazite
from the micaschist yielded an age of ca. 53 Ma, interpreted as the timing of the metamorphism. Taken together, the
results from this study suggest a significant crustal thickening at ca. 53 Ma in the Ramba area, and this process might
account for the formation of the high Sr/Y leucogranite from the deep crust. This study provides a good example for
generation of bulk Himalayan Eocene leucogranite in response to the India-Asia collision.

Keywords: Himalayan orogenic belt; Ramba dome; leucogranite; metamorphism and deformation



