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Abstract The lacustrine carbonates of the Lower Cretaceous Barra Velha ( BVE ) Formation are
important pre-salt oil and gas reservoirs in the deep-water Santos Basin in eastern Brazil, and their unique
rock fabric characteristics have become the focus of academic attention. Over the past decade, numerous
studies have been published on the fabric and genesis of these carbonates, yet controversies persist.
Existing researches indicate that the in-situ carbonates of the BVE Formation mainly consist of calcite
shrubs, calcite spherulites, and magnesium-rich clay minerals. There are opposing views on the genesis of
the sedimentary fabric, whether it is microbial or chemical in origin, and correspondingly different
classification schemes for the rocks. The deposition models also vary, including microbial deposition,
chemical deposition, and travertine deposition. Since no obvious biological structures/substances have
been identified so far, and the shrubs and spherulites exhibit fibrous crystal structures, an increasing
number of studies support the view that chemical precipitation is the dominant process. However, it
remains difficult to determine whether microbial and/or hydrothermal activity was involved. The
comprehensive investigation of paleontological, autogenetic clay minerals and C-O-Sr isotopes shows that
the sedimentary environment of BVE carbonates is a lake with high salt, high alkali and high evaporation,
but the water temperature, water depth, material sources such as Mg-Si-Ca, carbonate formation stage or
sedimentary and diagenetic superposition process and effect are still unclear. Based on the review of the
relevant research progress, it is suggested that future studies should start from environmental medium
parameters, material sources, and the origin of the main components, and carry out matched high-preci-
sion micro-fabric and in-situ major and trace elements, isotope analyses, as well as supporting experi-
ments and numerical simulation, combined with modern investigation, macroscopic rock distribution,
and dynamic system information on basin paleostructure and paleoclimate evolution, to unravel the enigma
of the genesis of these carbonates together.

Key words in-situ carbonates, calcite shrub, calcite spherulite, Mg-clay, Barra Velha Forma-
tion, Santos Basin

About the first author GAO Qiuling, born in 1986, associate professor, is engaged in resear-
ches on reservoir sedimentology and petrogeochemistry. E-mail: g3q7191@163.com.

About the corresponding author LI Zhong, born in 1964, researcher, Ph.D. supervisor, is
engaged in researches on sedimentology and sedimentary basin dynamics. E-mail; lizhong @ mail.iggcas.

ac.cn.

21 HhZ2 AR, TR VETRK 3 T E |As 1T — FICW A M BVE kR #h A F EHRKF AL
ROVE ML, Rl BV AR SRIES A e (in-situ) BREREL A MIPAE (reworked) BRERER & M
T R VY EE P ] Rl ie e KRB 2 (Anjos KA (Terra et al.,2010; Gomes et al.,2020;
et al.,2024; G EREE ) 2024) , fE NS AR Wright and Barnett, 2020; De Ros and Oliveira,
AR T EAEE 2 W) Ttapema (ITP) 41 1 Barra Velha 2023; Anjos et al.,2024) o Jt i ik B2 #h A DA IR Bk
(BVE) ZWIAHMKEREE 7, JoHOZ2AUM Rk BVE R BEAR MR 5 A 47 J00RE B R85 5T 2 4 JE 00k
HIRIREL A, WHRZH&ZFARA R, fif ( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Gomes et al., 2020,
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2025; Carvalho et al.,2022; De Ros and Oliveira,
2023; Schrank et al.,2024) , 5% UL ¥ A8 F1 80 AH
KR £h & ( Wright and Barnett, 2015; 4% M 4,
2023) B A, HEHERM “HA (in-si-
) 7O, LU RATE AT B PR IE B e
(AHXT T 54) ™ DLFR.

FEXS BVE 48R IR ER A (10 70 S a4 ALY, BN
SPELTFRE T RO, B TARZ MR, HR
DR T U 1) A Ao B0 AT RCRRR DR, AT A A AR 0 TR AL
A B9 4 i ( Muniz and Bosence, 2015; Wright
and Barnett, 2015, 2020; Saller et al., 2016;
Wright, 2022; Rossoni et al., 2024) , X —4 15 E
XHZE A B A 58 A A 1 73 26 fiy 45 J7 %8 (Terra
et al.,2010; De Ros and Oliveira, 2023), % #il|%
1A BVE A4 2 Btk A Ein

EHE e m A o FE A SR AT A
BVE 20 J5U A Bk R £h 5 e A A A . or a4 ML
A B 5 TG SRR B T A RN R, BE R R A 1)
A, R BRI E ST, AR A R X E
Bk R h 2 1) L PR AL R B 41 2 2%

1 XigRE=

SEFE T 4 Hb A7 T R K TG TRV 0 Y BV AR AR I
S, AU S O T A AR AR, R RIS S T A, T
2y 32.7x 10" km®, JK & 0 ~ 3200 m ( Meisling
et al.,2001) . ZA MR EIR—m G ER, H

GE A AF ) )AL A R (T 1) o SATIT f b Jm T B Y
9 R PG P L e s R Rl i Gk At , T T X BL 4 Rl
fifptA F1 A g b B B OR P A 5K JT I ( Chang
et al.,1992; FHHEFLE, 2009), H R EHEH RS,
JoIa 1 T R« ad PSR AL ) S A g e
(B 2), W3 Wb . 49 B 0wk sl Rl % 3
AN B B (Chang et al.,1992; 4, 2023),

TR B B B (5 22 T CRE B 00— 35
R, RIGHEMETEZRI, MRTZE
f, HIHEA NE [ pg KRB RER M) G, SR
AHIE] AT WT B 4548 (REHE 44, 2016) , Mk A A
PR 2 DEER A W B o WCRE LR, AR R K
WGB3 e F  (Moulin et al.,2010) , ZL N A&
H—%& Camboriu 2 Zil% . O H M R—F ],
FERE Picarras I . = MU RIAHDIAL, H
HR—F IR ARE R, REIRZERIE. B
‘A O S0 G ) 2 o S A ) 4 O TTP L TUAR I Y, %
AFDXE 35 PAT 114 23 B B 58 % 30 o 3t X 52 2 2 A T 1Y
S, KR AT B AR, b AT R A
K=, L T#asEEZ FrERBXK AT
— BTN, IR — IR LR B A
DU (EFHHSE, 20135 245, 20165 52
SRR, 2024) o ITP A TUAURM, 7R R E I AR
WA Z | % B 2w, I RAERET, HBl—K
REGTURRIEI W o PEBER 2 PR B, B o 20
G BN, TE 7 e 0 S Y L B 2 A e 2R
I B AR P 18] 1 Rio Grande [ —Walvis K 1L
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Fig. 1 Location and regional tectonic zoning of Santos Basin



‘(JM K

#28% 3 mMKAL. DVYRIELEHT [ LS Bara Velha 41 AR EL A 4L KR . BER IR STTE 1107

BB )2 s
15 [ AL Ak
/Ma | | #1 | #¥ #H 1) (2
E S B B e s
El_|g| =
g |5 é" g O | = -
R|2 = 5 (2l R
110 X = 5 O g9 gk | Ek
°l& 02(x ’
o). ]
______ i
2% %
115 & | =
= ) =]
I -
£ = =
1204 & | B A %(
I
i s 1 ~
£, ~
125 L § tapema %
2|0 | =
RE Picarras sSl=
) = <ﬂ
1304 — ] 5| &
o Z
X =
= &
fricy Camboriu W
135-] =
M
ST

Kils BRE S OERE RE RIUE Aotich B\Ez“qi e WA
W (1) 4 Moreira %, 2007; (2) 4t Buckley %, 2015;
BRERRAES
B2 RIGHEHT AERLEEHRE
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E# (Chang et al.,1992; 2T 5%, 2024),

SR R, RS, RATA
HEAB TR E BB (Chaboureau et al.,2013)
32 KL R R ) BEL RS A 5, BVE 21 U0 AU 1
LA AR D T KA R 52 BRADIS I PR 8, BR A il
GREWEE AR, FEIR W —E5 ) 12 1H
8% B2 L UL B (Chang et al., 1992; 3% 57 9% 4%,
2024), Horply R BRI A BRI R A 5E 2k
A C B A AR R T K A, BT 2 8 4
AR H B IR #h A VLA, BVE HNER A & 1 B
NG, ¥ BVE A3 K Bl LBy o B
TR I eS0T, B KRR BER WIS N, FEBRIREh S
TR 2 FRE — &l W28 0 8 AR 2 ad
B Arii HZE R CE 2 R (TEB 5, 20135 fof 3§
5020225 TS, 2024),

FI BT R A 0T 0, B A IR ORI PR 7S Y

Pk, R AE T AR B A B S R B A By, UL
T —EEEMEEAHME . Hrp, Bl A L i
BRIRER TR 325 Mo 1 B 38 0k = W — L W BE A
SERVEEFI BT, EEEF -ERHARIUS .
Mk & BRI S, R A MR s
(VEBTHiSE, 20135 SEa75K4F, 2024)

SMEEg . KNGS AR R
A NSNS AR B £5 5 o, A W I B i
Be, RUELERUHI PSR, RICH A A Tk
KA — K W — 28 9 19 38 fk i B2 ( Pietzsch et al.,
2018), M BVE 20 JE J T K 80 iy BE (4 M 25
2023),

2 BVEAHRMUKRESHUHIES

7E: HRIK

£ BVE AR &R A b, JEAL . Bloid . 45 5%
KARVGRIR R E A R, (B 5 DL A ki ik iR
AN E (Terra et al.,2010; Anjos et al.,2024)
BVE 2] J5ifi ik B2 35 5 A A R ok, N [8) T 1% 48 1 it
FH RN AH Bk B2 £ %5 ( Wright and Barnett, 2015;
Mg, 2023),

2.1 ZHMFFE

FRICW b BVE 21 5 07 5% IR 8 & th A 28/
K, BERT . AP ASLB R (K 35 K45 KS),

HH/WORL o AT i &, B EE S H
2K (K 3; B 4), —KRERHIR(E3), mKHE
A% 2 mm, PR RS R, RS OGET T H A
B+ B4, #3Ch AR “ spherulite”
(Terra et al.,2010; Gomes et al.,2020; Wright and
Barnett, 2020; De Ros and Oliveira, 2023; Rebelo
et al.,2023) , [E AR ILEIRE D CHORL” (R 28 SR,
2022; BUKHAF, 2023; PhREEAE, 20235 A0
S, 2023), AR, fEBRIREL AU E A R
L™ BORE &, F2 SR AR PR A 9 R ECAE )
B ZEBRBL, T BVE 21 [ BRR UKL 1) R AE F1 AL
(WIE30) ¥B58H “BRRE” AR, &% E
P10 BRARABURE 32 B phy R IR B9 05 0% A1 e (A A iR 2
8 (Farias et al.,2019), 2B FH @&V H RN “FK
i’ o B REARFEIESHIRCAR (K 4), AR
( arbustiform ) | 7% A JR ( arborescent ) . Ff £ AR
(dendriform) | £C )2 R—HR 40 A (laminar to co-
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A—JFBERUL (Terra et al.,2010) ; B—3RGBIEFZTHREA + b, VIHIBERE 2R, %k, 6, L35 (Carramal e al.,2022) ;
C, D—[a] — P 5 2 S ARAE, C MBafiot, D RMIEAS)E (Terra et al.,2010); E, F—ERFIESi454E, SEM [E{2 ( Farias et al.,2019)
B 3 FACHT A BVE ZH 5 A7 BR 5 00 4 AF

Fig. 3 Microscopic characteristics of in-situ spherulites of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin

lumnar branched ) 2§ ( Terra et al.,2010; Rodriguez-
Berriguete et al.,2022), & B A] 35 20 mm  ( Wright
and Barnett, 2015), — % & B KT % & ( Farias
et al.,2019) , IEZZMIEC T A FRRHEEHR., B
WA H R AR, Hikfkzh “&EA7
( stromatolite) (Terra et al.,2010); ZJ5, W k#Z£
M2 F N X A 5 8 T Ak 2= iR (Wright and
Barnett, 2015; Farias et al., 2019; Basso et al.,

2021; Rodriguez-Berriguete et al., 2022; Fontaneta
et al.,2024) , FRHBHOCFIRLERZ A “H#EAR
(shrub)” B{ “HARFE (fascicular crust)” ( Gomes
et al., 2020; Wright and Barnett, 2020; Carramal
et al.,2022; Carvalho et al.,2022; De Ros and Ol-
iveira, 2023) . [N H 22 HN AW R
7l (oK 78 IR &5, 20185 B Ig B 55, 2020;
PO AEAE, 20215 R 28 HESE, 20225 B 4K BT 4R,
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A—HEACRI &, #5 AR, IE2E (Rodriguez-Berriguete et al.,2022) 5 B—Ff AN f, 1E3E (Rodriguez-Berriguete et al.,2022) ; C—Hf
BORBE &, BRI (Terra et al.,2010) 5 D—MEECIRHS f, 1AL (Rodriguez-Berriguete et al.,2022) 5 E—SUFURBE, #5RI T, 120k
(Rodriguez-Berriguete et al.,2022) ; F—ZUZRM &, FRM R, IECH (Schrank et al.,2024)

B4 ZFATHT A BVE 20 507 4 i SO0 4 i

Fig. 4 Microscopic characteristics of in-situ shrubs of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin

2023), AR ER > E WIT IR Z AL AT
MWL, FFAR I CHER R (B MIAE, 2023)
s CAER/RCRE . BT (AN SE, 2023) 0 B R
BA A A 44 0 )55 R, R UK R

= »
HH o

R E R SR (A 5), &R

PSR oy, &k & A DU R B9 U8 & 7 4 H Al
MAETE 41 (Gomes et al.,2020; De Ros and Oli-
veira, 2023; Schrank et al.,2024), B JFHZ+ 8 A
AR, E O REBE AL B A RS S0 A
(Netto et al.,2022a, 2022b), fEFRILHZH KR EH
J7¥2 (Carramal et al.,2022), 52 & {0 Bk B8 £h 5 09
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EHT = 20.00 kV Signal A = SE{
WD = 8.5 mm IProbe= 18 pA

Mag = 2210 K X

A—SEREE 2R B ER V) E], (s, IEZSE (De Ros and Oliveira, 2023); B—4 &+ 2R 454, SEM 4% (Farias et al.,2019)
Bl 5 FACrssh BVE 41 A7 85 5 26 L+ oW SR AE

Fig. 5 Microcosmic characteristics of in-situ Mg-clays of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin

WY Jr Z — (Tosca and Wright, 2014; Gomes
et al.,2020; Carvalho et al.,2022; De Ros and Oli-
veira, 2023; Schrank et al.,2024)

JEALRR R 5 o 1 32 B R B0 1 T B B2 2%,
PASS . WEfE o B, SelRah r 28aa
AARVERT . R A0 i A (R IE 4255, 2018;
Azerédo et al., 2021; Carvalho et al., 2022; Schrank
et al., 2024; Gomes et al., 2025) , H = £ 1L1EFHE
B e WERIR L R AE—IE . BORE S
FOARIEE B = A, fEAAE T B d— i
B—adh . A ARBEZMIEENAE (Car-
valho et al., 2022; Schrank et al., 2024; Gomes et
al., 2025) ., MAHN, KEEW PO E AV E IO

F s % (Carvalho ef al.,2022; Schrank et al.,
2024) o WERRAERIE 2 R B A FLBE, H S
JEAE LR BN, #E BVE LR GE%EZ  (Azeredo
et al.,2021) ,

2.2 FRAE

HATE PR A RFWR . A — &R0 BVE
AN RIR h m o R A T RIEA 4FOGR 1), 4
Ry Terra &8 (2010) HY 2R ¥ 5326 O 58 S Wright
1 Barnett (2017, 2020) . Gomes Z£ (2020) ., De
Ros il Oliveira (2023) MM R T E,

1 Terra 55 (2010) M2 Eb, EH NN
AFJES W G e &2 0, JRALRIR S A

®1 RSN BVE ARUBBESTZANGEZARILE

Table 1 Summary of nomenclature schemes for major components of in-situ carbonates of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin

g HA A
(§§;§§$> B B ey AR
S2EA R =¢= Terra et al., 2010
BIRORE i LK A HEHE 424, 20185 BT AF S5, 2021
e A LIy BROARBUE PR BERE B e 45,2020
BIZFA RS BB P =€ RIS 2022
TRAKE BRBL K BacE AR A 2023
R Y BRI A 02 MR e Wright and Barnett,2017,2020
I BRI
ﬁgggg}% ﬁgizgigiﬁ ﬁng% Gomes et al., 2020
L2 A o YEBR TR R T ER B
RIrEs BRan K & De Ros and Oliveira, 2023
W BR RS DR JTORT R e IR R
HEAURL IR 25 BB ATy &g, 2023
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WMAEY A, FEKRKFHMY KA (boundstone) | JE
58 RHBZA (stromatolite) | FEI T (thrombo-
lite) . BfAi4G (dendrolite) . ¥J—71 (leiolite) ., ¥
fh (spherulitite) | #URF54E  (travertine) A4
A, HET, BUEZA S A X E
J7Z (Anjos et al.,2024)

& X BVE 20 I A ik R 6 a E S TR A,
P A N TR LR e e S S e A |
( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Herlinger et al.,2017;
Farias et al., 2019; Lima and De Ros, 2019;
Wright, 2022), 5:FSRFCHAH 10 4> B Ay 19
M 3502 5k BVE 2155 413 Fr, Wright Al Bar-
nett (2017, 2020) #&Hi 7% & ARk IR £ A 1) 5
LT Ir Z (K 6-A), I HFEEEF
3 FPEAH,  JF AR 2 43 28 AL R 45 4 R 43 0 i 44
O R A R R B B SR KA (shrub frame-
stone, F1) . 32 2 fy BR df 41 B0 09 3Kk 7% A A
('spherulite floatstone, F2) K 3= 3 dy 40 %7 4H 4 20 Jik,
a2 R4 R & (laminated calcimudstone, F3)
YT FLAF2 HAH, MRAEBEORE L R LB
RERT/ o A1 S/ BB R T, ATk — 25 R 43 A [R]
BEAR. % KT RS a4 (. Flal,
F2a3) NG wacis, MELLRFR & 5 A R ALE R
#3k (De Ros and Oliveira, 2023), HpR R
A B 25 A AR B BT X L A A, AT BR A
TR IR TT R B

BT RICH A A (R EB R AR A A )
8 HTH-y 1921 MEES 041, Gomes 25 (2020) #2

T = ey KA 4 % (8 6-B) .
TEX 2K TR, S50 R . RS AT
e, AEFAE N = oo ini M R = M, BVE 41
A B IR R ALl R 2y O ME 4 2R, il
Wi K & ( shrubstone ) . BR & K & ( spherul-
itestone) . & A& ( mudstone ) . F &4 BT BR & K &
( shrubby spherulitestone ) | Bk & i # & K &
( spherulitic shrubstone ) | % I8 BR & Bt i & K &
(spherulitic shrubstone with mud) . & e #f /i i BR 5
K& (shrubby spherulitestone with mud) . 78 Bk i
K % ( muddy spherulitestone ) Fl Bk % & I8 &
( spherulitic mudstone) ,,

De Ros # Oliveira (2023) %8 [f] Gomes &
(2020) My =siocsr2e, HIKNNIZ D7 R0 E T it 4
JRAE A R b e B A K H (muddy shrub-
stone) S5E 2K, JF H g a A & BE B LT
AT oA A B AT R Ak a1 o BT
It., De Ros Fll Oliveira (2023) 428 T {4k 43
KT (K 6-C), ¥ BVE 2H J5U{37 Bk I 6 o 1) 43 1
6 e TR, 7l . B ALK 5 (shrubstone) |
BRIk 5 (spherulstone) . J8% (mudstone) . Ff 5
BR &G K & ( shrub-spherulstone ) . I J&i # &4 K &
(muddy shrubstone ) F1 I i Bk f& K & ( muddy
spherulstone) , v, Je BT 2H 7045 A A BB R L
i 95308 L2 S A L1 J5 A0 L T s A A ST T
XTF U 4 43 B R 4E B B, De Ros Ml Oliveira
(2023) VR Folk (1968) #HifIr 4, Kk
FA oy B RLAE EBRFE D 62 pm, fEHFFE BVE 245

la

Flal/F2al Fla2/F2a2 Fla3/F2a3

AR (N Tae BRI A 30
B I i{ﬁ/ﬁiééﬁ

N

Fla2: JG/E F2a2; F%

ﬂ B /%
G i
. 2 YANS

C] /%

50

LTV

FLBR AN A REWAETLR 90 10
LB L [\ o A\ 8 \2\
VTS % 70 90 1 b3 r0p | ST LA #/% 333 66.7 R/

A 3] @ Wright and Barnett, 2017, 2020; B 3| 4 Gomes et al.,2020; C &3] H De Ros and Oliveira, 2023, B &t 5 & X .
I—M K s 2—3R KA 3—UR 4 4—BR G TR d K s S—RE S R K s 6— & DR BR &b BT R dfy K55 T— 3 W i
BRI s 8—IRTER KA O— Bk e
Bl 6 BVE 41JEfiikRELAE DRI R

Fig. 6 Classification schemes of in-situ carbonates of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin
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PLBR R L B T AL I, Rossoni 55 (2024) 5] H]
TR—RTE,

M TR AL BB =, N A R SR AR I A
BVE 45 7 Bk BR &6 5 W 8 A F o Rt g, £
Bk 7K Terra 45 (2010) AU &, AN BVE 4
IR R R R WUE D, BA A S 44 7 S
AR (£ 1), k25 (2018) B £ 5%
(2021) 2K & i B A KL, A BVE 20 & & A
TE A1 8 240 JOE R B IR . % B 4F (2020)
YW i B MBIk AT, A BVE IR B &JZ A K
L BORA K L BRRBUED A RS0 KA
BIE A KESE . RZEHESF (2022) @k xf 12 A3
9 533 BRI RERCL 102 m B 0L A K 917 Heilf
FSE ORI S M 3 M, Ay BVE 20 Jst 43 5k R 38
EHUMUEYRIREE & 3, Aldisr &2 0 K E .
BORLWUE W) A MR B0E 3 38, Bk R S5 (2023)
WP HL o3 53 i 44 O & 2 A0 K CE . BRORL K & 2 2L
o

N 2 (2023) . M MnAE (2023) % T
BVE 4 57 ik 1R 8 5 A Ak 2 R WL i, Hob g
B (2023 ) R H S o3 O BE R UKL S BROBL K
HAR K 3 6. AR, XREDRTREBEAMRK
B, AT A 5 BB B B R A0 M 5 Z A G
wAARE,

25 b ik, BVE 4 5 Bk iR #h & 1Y 43 2K fir 44
FEAERWUE 73 8 TE L2325 2 FhoJ5 R E R4+,
Ho, WUEY 3L Terra 55 (2010) SHfUEE, H
HZE M AR IF & v e 1)z, T e L 4 2 0 LA
De Ros #l1 Oliveira (2023) /{tFE, HIZFTE—%
P ST RIS RS 1 2 2 B SR RN

3 BVE AR{EREEAEME: AR

B &y

NS TN Sl I = (DO I
BVE 4 5 Bk 1R &6 & o0 2K iy 44 ib A7 AE BRI,
T 4 SR AR AR J DR 7 T X 3 S Bk R £ o Y 45 4 2 7y
A A AR A2 7E 2 . BVE 41 504 B IR
o I AL R AN A BRI SR 1 (Wright
and Barnett, 2015, 2020; Gomes et al.,2020; De
Ros and Oliveira, 2023; Rebelo et al.,2023) ,

SVARSRE,  H BT XE Sy B B Y B B R L Y

KA B, X HR P A A TR 75 28 3 2 B IR
RSTHF o TR R FIER & O W] B SRR, L
B i e MER R A A R IR T2, 2
XA o FBR R N BT R 2, L 22 A A R T
FMEH, BT 2R HINR (% 2) .

3.1 #RFLIWAE

B LR N UL T, SUZRSE M SRR S
FIRE b DD e, RO s T I ] e R R
(Un, Wright and Barnett, 2015; Carramal et al.,
2022; Carvalho et al., 2022; Schrank et al., 2024 ;
Gomes et al.,2025) . BERA + EE MBSO, B
A F1 i 0 A7 2H % ( Netto et al.,2022a, 2022b),
AP B A AN A A N R A, B
HEEET W EREE S (pH>9, Tosca and Master-
son, 2014; B{ pH {H & 10 ~10.5, Tutolo and To-
sca, 2018) , J&RVUTE P B sh KBl & A 48 F
DU R O o B b 1 D HAA R IR A 1800 A2
P S RS UUAR AL 7 PR AR R R, R A AR &
ek pH(E . #hE . Mg/Si {5, W8 A S 2
R 42, I 90 7T BE DL AR B U1 3 ( Tosca
and Masterson, 2014; Tosca and Wright, 2014 ),
Wright (2012) %1} 7 BVE 41 8 FR 26 + (0 e 4,
WA T BT 3L 28 B L 3 R A ) 3 B4 S b
MWWIAPREE, IR A i, & St Mg 1y
KRG, A A TR T A PTTE. Souza-Egipsy
55 (2005) 7S [0 A8 JE ML AR Mono W] 948
SRR R B R B E IR L TR, —2Eer
H E IR Mg-Si 1 4 0 A Y ad A R
Me Bl T BBk B Bh AL B2 I T UE 4 (Bontognali
et al.,2010; Burne et al.,2014; Pace et al.,2016) ,
T W 46k O Bk o b SO B BE T A R B S
(substrate) , Carramal 28 (2022) DA & 405 85 5
Bt BT B2 A W 5 i el ) A, IR A4 Bk R
T I3 2 R PR TR E R A AR R, (HAE SR
FEMr G e g RVETFE MR I 2 A Fn b, BRI -
YERE RUIE ) 1Z kK E (Sabato Ceraldi and
Green, 2016; Lima and De Ros, 2019; Carramal
et al.,2022; Schrank et al.,2024), X5 R 8945
FEAHZE R A3 A AR P J& o RIS, %o 56 5 266 - A SO0 A
HEFNZS R oy o3 A s, BRI - B — Ryl
o ME AR, ASAHMAEYE R, H I Netto
g% (2022a, 2022b) AN 7EBE RS LB SGS R
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Table 2

® 2 RIRHAM BVE H R84S M B K KR ALk

A EARMEKENRTRILE

Genesis and exsiting issues of in-situ carbonates of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin and coeval adjacent basins

A A

A

B SCHERR I

A7 75 ] 18

AR TR
BA

(1) 3 v W2 30 LA ok o ) 22 4R
(N

(2) BRI ep, 7 1) b i 2R
g5H

(3) 75 7B 53 B i T 308 9530 £ ok o 6
RS, W] BE 5 WU WG 3 A %

(4) B ity 1) L 2 1 2 < R B0 B
i B RE J1 , 55 B A 30380 0 0 58 o e
L, 3 17 1) O A2 K R AIE 506 & Tl A= 9
— A

Muniz, 2013; Muniz  and
Bosence,2015

Muniz, 2013; Muniz  and
Bosence,2015

Saller et al., 2016

Saller et al., 2016; Sabato
Ceraldi and Green,2016

R didik /D | 220K B 2 T R8O AN G A R T

XM RN QA ZEA A UK 2
RiIDEE20

S 00E Y B AR AR N R R
FiNTE P AT IR Py e /R (N I R |
R Sz A R 40 A 1 TOUER , FRE 3 B 4
AR DR B 3 B 0 BUJE 32 3 O W 1R T i e
W), AN BETIE B JIT A5 A o 980 2 1 A ) i

TR AE 506 AR P A AL BE AN RE UL AL 2
S AP P

AR
HA

(D) Bz WA, 52082 a6 H
BLAY B3 24 0 % 45 M 2 0 o5 IR T
1% , 3 A P SOWIE 35 o5 L 0.05%

(2) A S B AR W 25 4 1 ) I

(3) B ity Fh 2 92 19 2F 4R 30 it Ak
PRI B PR 1, TR R T T T R
TRy

(4) BE 3 = A 3 — A 24 40
5 A L

Wright and Barnett,2015,2020;
Wright,2022

Herlinger et al., 2017; Farias
et al., 2019; Basso et al.,
2021; Netto et al., 2022a;
Rossoni et al., 2024

Wright and Barnett, 2015; Lima
and De Ros,2019; Farias et al.,
2019; Carvalho et al., 2022;
Rossoni et al., 2024

Netto et al., 2022a,2022b

W AR BUE Py A
P2 3L E 15

(1) Z& Ltk ki , East Kirkton K7
I BVE 4 —#%, K B A Bk 5

(2) e LB D e A0 B R TURL, 1R LA
A BB AT B A W 7 S i TR LA
K, H B2 DUBE 52 51 20 5 19 5

(3) A0 9 HE B 5 A A i L 9 5 R K
SEHE BB TERR 5 B S b 1 12 5
LI R BRSNS 2 AL IS R WIAE
IKRFE BRI N AR T35 3l

() A 7 K AR v L) 1] Ol AR KR
ZU4 2 PEAE 7R TR WA 1 TSR 3h

(5) AR (o AR A R 2
ARG N TEHLLIN 5 802 R—HE
AR SR I R 2800 T | 2 A AR
WS T B RE 3 2 BB BUE Y

Al

Mercedes-Martin et al., 2017,
2019

Chafetz et al., 2018; Kirkham
and Tucker, 2018 ; Claes et al.,
2021

Claes et al., 2021

Kirkham and Tucker, 2018

Rodriguez-Berriguete et al., 2022

(1) R[FF BVE 41, East Kirkton & 5 () B & o
EREERMAR (2) IR BB, B A
+EE NI A, TR R B A T

AR B B B, AR 2 BRI e

BVE 28 3 & ik SE Bl 5

Y1l fi] S AR R A R A I K B 7

250 N L S B M A DA C-0 TRl 3R, it —
A X HE M B A A R S i 9 R

R A
29

(1)1 HJF BVE 40 F Bepthl iy 12 m J2
A8 SR A5 AR DTAR

Terra et al., 2023

(2)1 O3 BVE 4 E B B 12 4
ML, 3 A M A, 6°C H —4.8% ~
+1.4%0; 8"0FK - 4. 0%0 ~ + 1.5%o , it B
g FAR FR G Hh ) — 22 3 0 AR

Fontaneta et al., 2024

(1) AR e BB SR WL AH 6 1) GIE 305 , 40 38 A R AIE
LKL B BRER VR AT WS R A Bk, KR K A R
W4 (2) BVEZL G IR £h 4 DX R i AR 73 A
ASCRFACRTUR ;. (3) B A 5 15 % 1 48 DT
NI NI T TR 1 P B NG =R
U (4) HGE A 2 % HLE5 A BURUR J5) 30 AR
WA 7
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3.2 HHEMEYMEE

FACHr A BVE 20 5007 5 PR £ 5 1 Gl A W il
P2 i Terra 55 (2010) Lhs A7 7> 2K 4w 4 T2 42
Mo ZJa, TEIPE T 7 1 [7] 2 457 1) Macabu 20 ik iR
5 R TP LS8 3 45 7 v B BT AR IR T AN A TR
AR LA B BE Y 22 R A, R A R I R b R S
CBJEAT ATARLAY ) R A R ARG, R
Muniz (2013) SCHRFRCAE PR X — W, IF 1)
PG S BN T ARG A U S, A 4
FfE HH 3 A T HOK . IR K KT b R
B, Hh& 20 KE T 0 L2 3R w2
KRB, JRECA S R T T R IR AT LR /Y
WK 3 3 ( Muniz, 2013; Muniz and Bosence,
2015) , G, TERVETERF LA AL 9 (Kwan-
za) ML R) IS 0T 3 2 B ¥ 23 A TOURR U0 A Ak
MR B S, Saller 5 (2016) Ay H AT 6E 5 3L
AEYIE A 5o [FIIE, B 1) b 3 ) AR R BT
R e L 149 BE 7 55 BUAC IS8 A0 S ) A S 0L, e g ()
AR BFRE SO6 G RAE R, g /E R

i A CE Y B I IEYE (Sabato Ceraldi and Green,
2016; Saller et al.,2016) , TN XF T ER AR UL, BEIR
HSBE A LA, HAR T DU AF7E, B Saller
55 (2016) TR ER A TTE T H: 1 38 51 i 1 i 0 R
Wb, EET R AT,

C-O [FALRMEFE s, KPGHEM R R 4 4> %
(7 2 6 0 4 3tb R IR 30 2 3, 22 R L 98 4L 4 b
MRk (Cabinda) #iMy) HA—HH C-0 [F{L
HAFAE (8"Oyppy f E ZAE —3%0 ~ +4%0 Z i,
8"Coppp I EE N 0.5%0~3. 6%, 7). MWiEH C-
O ML RAM . KA R AHEEAA ., EWZHE
PAK . BAEM A ZRE . BHAEBEALRT, 85
SR LR IR R & T T . R, S Y ) A b
( Sabato Ceraldi and Green, 2016; Saller et al.,
2016) ,

iAW SCIRIAUIE SRR, AR IRER A
R R B UESE IF A B0 (3R 2), R IUIE G 1Y
FATE—E BRBE . BN, WESE 1 o holg 8 B A
PR EE B9 22 R K (Muniz, 2013), &ALk A T4
O A BECL BB, DRI B AR R AT BE R A

1518
T1 84>k ALuo et al.. 2019; Lu et al., 2023; KLuo et al., 2019—3C 10t 5| 1 £ 4 -
T2 * I Della Porta, 2015 U:
T3 4k FiBogoriailf] (Renaut et al., 2013) £
10
L1
TR UBEATT (O A L6
SRR AR BE R T ASK I 5 0 )
Jlsomn /%0
30 10
/g ]:y}ﬁf}lk‘”/ S
JCATT T
ATT ( /‘f@l”l);(}’?ﬁ‘{’,t )
IR H S
PR % L T %4 CATT
Tivolif# (Erthal, 2018 ) (K A kAR ) =
ZE R WIEWITA (Della Porta, 2015) \
i A 7 5 S BRI S A , ,%«;’i’\ F AT B VELL
(CATT, Teboul et al., 2016) / 'Q\;‘&%& T Bt Farias et al.. 2019
PUREGAE (Renaut et al., R ok ° Il’% Pietzsch et al., 2020
2013; Della Porta, 2015:Luo 0 ® LB, Carvalho et al., 2022
etal.,2019; Luetal., 2023) i ® [ B Carvalhoetal., 2022
R CeT e 20 o B Lawsonetal., 2023
© Bogoriallfl (1174 5454 (<50 °C, L4 Jifl M Green River o Fontaneta et al., 2024
aut et al., 2013 .5 Pyre ) ek "
Renaut ef al., 2013) LS ramidy] K 407 4 HiMacabuZi]
TR KT V2 SRS AR I oy L7 %:-ENatron, Magadi A i
IR é agadi, Rodrigues, 2005
(Erthal, 2018) Bogora] 25 odrigues
Bﬂgoriah‘di AR 2 A Ll \_101105“'_” o L8 Tangz ],\'1}\'”““‘” L'JE*LE}LI{HJJ I%’I l‘fl\fﬁi
( Casanova, 1987; Renaut et al., 2013) I/z Great S;‘l“f’” L9 Ries ('“”C‘T A Salleretal.,2016;
L3 P M Green River L10 Turkanaiffj 30 Sabato Ceraldi and Green, 2016

Bl 7 RACHT A BVE U IR A 4 C-O [ 07 3 480 B -5t S0 90 1] PA) AN [ e DR 8k I o X L

Fig. 7 Whole-rock C-O isotope characteristics of in-situ carbonates of the BVE Formation in Santos Basin and comparison

with carbonates of different origins worldwide
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AW, AH A ) G A S B AR T GRS 2
Bt rh & B 1 b R R S5 (Muniz,
2013) , HXFZM 2B RASZ2A0 IR, H
Hoas (8] 43 A Bl AT, ER G ik — 2B g F 5T . GRS
3 R AETR S A b TOUPR R o R A AR Pl (Sal-
ler et al.,2016) , A5 G A= Wi s = WAL, (H 2
R A I DB 0E 5 58 2 k4 5 HLED S 2 3 2k
PRI LR, (ELG S A s 1ok v 3T A A 3 0 B
mm Y TOURR e 2L A 150 BT 20 A & T BRI B0 s T AR
Z BN AR T2, AN BETE B BT A B i R 0 B
AN o TR 4 DR ) 1] O A= KR 2 P ADE
U FR & #b B9 fiE S ( Sabato Ceraldi and Green,
2016; Saller et al., 2016), B AR X FPAFAE 5565
APIARRL, (ERE S 1 B LRI RO 5 AR W VR HTIE I
A A

3.3 #HHELERE

WAL M AE W E R E R F R, Wright
(2012) X SFCHT 75 Hh BVE 20 J5 007 ¢ 1 45 A 1 18 =
PSR T O EE . A fTXT Lula M X 2 FTEE 2
1400 m 5.0 Fil 8 i 3400 5K # F (9 A 7R, BVE
YRR £R A B = A W RR A, 54 S 2 A ML
TAE W S K 0 i AR T 1%, T 7 rp SO0 E
#& 5 F 0. 05% ( Wright and Barnett, 2015), 49
w(BEA. WEA. UEEAMZSCA) UK
F BVE 24 Tii #F 20 ~ 30 m ( Wright and Barnett,

2015; Wright, 2022) . Je2 RO W Woas, 78
A0 AR T R R B B O AR 5 A A ) BT (Her-
linger et al.,2017; Farias et al.,2019; Basso et al.,
2021; Netto et al.,2022a; Rossoni et al.,2024) ,

JIZ R A el S £ AE R — I AR AR
ELHRM A, X5 Chafetz #1 Guidry (1999) F X
(4 A AR & (crystal shrab)  HE 3 AL (18] 85 Basso
et al.,2021) , 73R & N 5 5 TR 2T 4R R S AR S5 4
P, KREFHBREABEEIR & BRE EE ey
B, B HE B U0 R AR AE A AR W R 5
( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Farias et al.,2019; Li-
ma and De Ros, 2019; Carvalho et al.,2022; Rosso-
ni et al.,2024) ,

FE—Seghi b & B, BVE 41K AR b5 & & W]
MEHRZER (K 9), ZZFE0.75~5m, T8 H 3
ASFRALRE, BT O AR S W Ak R
JRESHZBIES e A (A0 3)  BREHPE A A (A 2) FIRY
i E ARKE CRR 1), B 1 K A T ik 31 2% ok
AR BT . Mz S BOUK AR AZ T, WK 0
JERIER BE BRI, AIE RS 55 T LA AR, TE R RE
PG (Al REIR FETH LA ) sR Ui Z 4G e s, JFIE
A A% (M 3) 5 WA 28 AT IR BEAT , K MR 68
JERIER BT, 24 pH (IR F 10 T3 BE B b 1 1
& (Tutolo and Tosca, 2018) , Bk /i 78 & & v i A%
A, TERUER TR A A (R 2) 5 BN BE AL 1 ik

ST %&M@

AN AL 55— e A U HLI T — A4
I I T A ) W] 0 > 4 LR
(ERTR (B B3 (LFHEtR/ O A7)

BT

I fif A1 iR

m LRYER T Mt A A

TR 5 S/ TR TE (A4 A T2 285 ol B30 5 O R D A A PR 0B 4L 1R
A 2B 4 2od 40 DR T TE 4 0 T 5 Fl A DR SRR SRS R D A A R 2
K 8 mkRIL AW MIESSMKANFER (#iF Chafetz and Guidry, 1999; Basso et al.,2021)
Fig. 8 Relationship between morphology and genesis of shrubs within carbonates( after Chafetz and Guidry, 1999; Basso et al.,2021)
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PUBUE A EE0.75~5 m

W2 rskemmn {0 et et
W, b sRAEE [ e e e S
LD ET

, 990 000
s i il e ¢ BERTLVE KB,

wstiuiior | QOQ o geg| ™AL
IFY EY EXY 'L

T o L CL T E T
SRR 15 = pH>9. Mgt 5 4it ,
BRI R | — Rt 7 B T L I AR A

PEIZA B FER PR
FEATERFEHES I A
ISR RETHTNE

H3: SRR g
FmBma AT
UL T = —

P
B9 FITHT4H BVE 41BRER 05 DT A
(& Wright and Barnett, 2015; Wright, 2022)
Fig. 9 Carbonate sedimentary rhythm of the BVE Formation in
Santos Basin( after Wright and Barnett, 2015; Wright, 2022)

UTE 19 5 Jo A 365 5 AR A 0 A 4G, L 2 B T 24
A IR WA, AR BRI A K ST
TEAH 2 B TOUARIE OB i O A X AR A G, JFRE— 2B K
TR i, T OB B JK S (A 1) (Wright and Bar-
nett, 2015; Wright, 2022) .

X SZAC T BVE 28 R & 30 i 307 7 4t Maca-
bu 28 R 6 %5 B9 R & WF 98 (Herlinger et al.,2017;
Lima and De Ros, 2019; Carvalho et al.,2022; Ros-
soni et al.,2024; Schrank et al.,2024) B/, B
wn DI BT BE B 26 L SUZ S5, HAR xS BE A LA
B, RO LK, &R ICERr
Beiyy= o oA BE B LA N BE BT, BRERAE L
AR, H R TR A R T AR AR i LD I
THERE RS2 45, U]k Se R B T R
WA A 2055 A7 ( Carramal et al.,2022; Carvalho et al.,
2022; Rossoni et al.,2024; Schrank et al.,2024) .

7E BVE LTS 50 m JE A 410, 870, (6 h
=2%0~ +3%0, 8"Cpys K 1%0~3%c (K 7), 5
ATRAE B IAA L TSr/ SefE K 0. 7133 ~0. 7138, H
TERER A T R BB L AR, R e PR 28 R R
R H A 5 [ 02 2% I 45 1 i B2 46 ~ 73 °C, Farias
S5 (2019) ik Rk R £k T TE I AT RO/ B HE AT
Ko BEGEMERIE, @0 T BVE ZRIR & 1)
ARUIBE, HAR TSRO F— A& L7
G, R AR A B R #h— A $h 2R K ¥ H)) o Farias 5§
(2019) fifke 1k Mo TR 58 10 B4, AR LR T

HETA] A 301 2 50 AR TE B & & HC O 1Y 1 7K A
& CaCl, WY PR X K IR B T IR 5 i 7K, fi il )
TITE SOT A Mg™ We A IR0 1 UL 35 51 CaCoO, 1)
A, IWTTULHE 1R K A o 5 i 2 WO s i 7 o
AR AR EHE A T BE M, Lawson 55 (2023) M
e 2 A B AR B (36 ~38°C) fiff By U0 AR B2
ARG 53 7K 870 ygon fEL R 2%0 ~ 5%0, 3% 5 1%
TR R W 28 K K — 2

Wright (2022) X fii fR £ & 198 N £ 47 T 258
W, Ny BVE 21 JEUA7 5 AR £ 2 AR o M B0 R
PR TR BT L RORR R 1A AR S R B R Y
e R T o AT P REY AR D, LT
I B R R e AR 2 A A, D BVE 21 U il
R ER 5 T BB ULVE T Hy 28 & T8 1 Ao il 1 ¥ 181 /K A4
W BRERER L AR AT BESR B T BBk A A i 22 AUk
RS NERE S S S U DN R TV S i
o3 R REA — b B 8 KR SRR A Tk, AR T AR
A i CO, WEE TRk (Wright, 2022),

3.4 HHEREMILEREH

TE7KIN BVE 20 Ji A3 Bk 12 6 5 A il F1 Bk & ol Ak
SRR AR b, W A e R e A K
fErh B oA U fn/8 3K 3h /E ] ( Mercedes-Martin
et al., 2017, 2019; Chafetz et al., 2018; Kirkham
and Tucker, 2018; Claes et al.,2021)

BETRILW AN KT R LR G, Merce-
des-Martin 55 (2017) ¥ H 5 75 # 22 1 5k & East
Kirkton JKAEZR M, @7 15 & BR b 09 6k Pk il
DO, IR I fife A 3R ik A% & AR TE T i X DT
B AUK RS H, & . & & Ca-Mg KAk
PRI AVA WA AR Y S A I A 3R G S W) 9K )
RN East Kirkton JK & MR S b & A F 5 WK
B, BERFEAKRE, HAHMS BVE HAHR
KZR ., Mercedes-Martin 28 (2019) FlHEKIFHA
Baringo ] Y 14 27 B B DLI 1 K ol 80 A 7K Ak 27 1
fo, HF TKIRB R WA MEE S (R
FEITE . AR IK ) B AR o AR AR B Hs ) i K
BERONXT BVE 21 ) A0 07 ) 20 & 3 25 DUTE 19 5% Wi,
HAZ W HER LS5 BT WH G2, &*
KNI BVE 41 K Ak 2 B 55 $2 it TR S i 2 %
B L, SR AR AT DA77 AR R RIBE B 2 R U0E, (HEE
FiFG - FE A, AREIE SRR A TIvE, R
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Baringo i) Y 14 J¢ L0 B 5% XE LGS ) BVE 2130
RS J1 B3¢ R 3k O A 8 /K A2 31 85

T X A POR DUBUR A B e B 2R EE 5T,
A VO IR LR Y S8BT ) 9 A% 2R AT
THLE KR, K2 U0 3E o 72 32 240 1§ 1 52
(Chafetz et al.,2018; Kirkham and Tucker, 2018),
Xof UL VG AR AL PR AT i B R A b A LSRG A ik
PR 8 5t 5L R 5 M A 3R b ) GOULAE 58 A HE 2R Bl
451 (Claes et al.,2021) o fEfRER L I 004 A1
O BE L 5 A A I B IR BR R A A L BB LR BR
st 5 5 SO Ml Ak 1) G O R R A R K A ) 2 LR
G, RWITE R K 28 K UURUSE 1R 8 A7 16 40 G 3
(Claes et al.,2021) , {H7E 58+ Hr 7 Ho F1AH 26 79 IR
Vet i, R DUAH S HRGE

XF TR A T B B A AN W] kiR . SR EE i
FURYE AR TERR A N R BLOTRR Y e 1 . Bk Z 18]
M RS, N Bk AE KA K —UTRR Y S, AR
TURHI N TR (Chafetz et al.,2018) . F W 5K
RS E LR Z MR IEICR, BRI T R
[E 25 ) L s PR BT s i R C-O [R] AL 3R A A
(8"Opon 0 N —8.2%0 ~ —=5.7%0, 8°Cyppy fH K
=7.8%0~=2. 1%0; 10), #fi B O 9 2L Y il s
& (Claes et al.,2021)

WY A, Kirkham il Tucker (2018)
Nk T v NG S N R B Ya SR N U B R CE AN 7
YDA RS, mARSE AR AR YR o i
W5 W B S W 3%, Rodriguez-Berriguete 45
(2022) AN AN [FIHE 25 0 A dd 80 D)t AS A ) - 8 K
R TEACRFNR BRI 5 & B L 4RIRE5H, 19 Sh R
SYHES, o BN AR TR AR K, O TE PR
P, R R RCIR AR & 5 PR 0 RR B A S S5 40 AH 0,
DU Al REA K N R I s SUZR—HR I3 3
B i 2R 0L T B 2 A HIR R WA R BRI 2, TR
i} CaCO, ML FIBE AR, Z AR IER

3.5 HRFFEME

Y TR AR RRAE 5 B R S A AR AR e
MR, 2002 T T BVE 41 7 A7 ik R 46
O B A 9 AT R M. Wright Fl Barnett ( 2015) |
Farais 2§ (2019) % ¥ BVE £ 5kBR 3h A& bk = A R
W I R VR P UE B, AN A RRAE . RORL. Bk R AR IR
AL BEORAER . KAUKAERY S, WHIESY

-10 5 5 0
ik

e

LA

5
0"0,,,,/%o|

¢ o < FITWI A B VELALR i
. ; 0‘. | © RATHIAIBVELLR
* ® -3 & B M acabul]

TS
* B i MacabuZH Bk
& B 75 HiBarbal haZHER G
10| Q ZA AR

L J

*

AT BVE A S AR S 9 ECE 51 B Gomes er al.,2025; IR
7 A Macabu ZH B & A1 5 45 5 A B9 80 51 B Lima et al., 20205
Bl 437 L K2 4 Barbalha ZH B B9 RCHE 51 A Claes et al.,2021; 22354
P& 51 A Rodrigues, 2005; Sabato Ceraldi and Green, 2016; Saller
et al.,2016; Farias et al.,2019; Pietzsch et al.,2020; Carvalho et al.
2022; Lawson ef al.,2023
10 JELALGRFR R A0 B ff FIER T 1 C-O [R] A2 3R 48
Fig. 10 C-O isotopic compositions of shrubs and spherulites

within in-situ carbonates

T B AHALPE A S e 1 2R IR DURR G , BV A s i
FE WA PR TTVE , A RIE T RO EE . [F)
W, BVE 29 2 R ik B2 £ o 1 DX 38 K T AR 43 A A
FoRA 3, ARAS [F] T RO R E a 4AU [F) L R
fER RIR DUAR . WAR & POR A E IR R E s HAW
an A5 I H AU B2 52 AR 81, R R
an AR E R B A E A AR TTAR (Saller et al.,
2016; Farias et al.,2019) ., LI EHFIEA T BVE
B A K R ROR S LA (Sabato Ceraldi and
Green, 2016; Pietzsch et al.,2020)

VT AR ) BV SR A AR Y E , Terra 45 (2023)
1E Atpu Hu X 1 13414 BVE 41 F Bf 90 m JEE .0 -
AR 12 m R SRS AR TR, IR R 43 M)
R E54E (phytohermal tufa) | 2RV S A54E (fila-
mentous tufa) . A% TE 7% R 554 (oncolith tufa)
MERE (MAYR)  (foam rock) 4 ANEAH, I
PO T R IIREAL I A B X B A A T T FAUR
PR IC i o Fontaneta 45 (2024) #E Lula B [X 1 11
) BVE 41 F B U i 12 Ao 3 S S
(Bt . P 1 R BUK -4 ), 454 C-0 [H]
(7 BB (8"Coyppy [ 17— 4. 8%0 ~ 1. 4%0, 80, fH
H=4.0%0~1.5%c; B 7), R H AR N POR 53T
HARGE b ) B s TR, AN IZE A B T i
R, WARBETIESIEZ, JUR T L. mrk
WA, ATREA W bEE &R DTk
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4 BVE ARMBBAEHR: A8
5Bz
R BSR A F 4T3 78 3t BVE 21 35 28 5 5k i Air
BRPRER & 1A A LR L 2t 44 S M LA A 1R
PUITJ& T RAEWTSE, AH—SE R 27 [ J 3 o 7 2]
A DR

4.1 FRIRE

BVE 4] 5 07 ik 1R £ A 19 98 126 355 A ) #H A 34
2 PR o 22 BT 8 R SR H O I AH LR
(% 2), WAHKHEAR A PO WO UESE A A 7Y X
PERIEE 73 . A AL R A MAE A 22 ER
A SRR, HREBR T X B R ER R Sy ORI Y
T HEME ( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Sabato Ceraldi
and Green, 2016; Saller et al.,2016; Farias et al.,
2019; Pietzsch et al.,2020) , {HiT4E B REGHEN
8 (Terra et al.,2023; Fontaneta et al.,2024) f#
BT AR ) M XA AE PO TR ER B

R U IR B8 b i B R #h 5 C-0 R 2 R
i (B 7) B, BRAGE M@ RS TTH (Fon-
taneta et al.,2024) A, FKHS 5 ALk R £h A ) C-
O [ RERANE &, 401 75 28 A& B M A
B DAL, [] Pt 53 A 7 80 AH D A A 5500 FA R NS St
FEAETT R (caleitic or aragonitic travertine and tufa,
faiFK CATT) W[ N, #IAH CATT R8s R I8 T4
PORIR A 17K B ¥ SR ES A TURL (Benson et al.,
19965 Li et al.,2008) Fili A F4 B0 U ( Stof-
fers and Botz, 1994; Dekov et al.,2014) , H A %
Ak 5 I A B R £8 o B B AN IR, s 18] o A R R
S AN SRR DX DR T AR O3 A Y LA B PR 4 A TE i T
WIAH CATT 3158, C-O [W) 28 2H A — E ik vl fE 2
T UK R £ M A TRR IR By G O A R AR L
BRI EER . B I8 BB B A6 L B e & F (pH
fHRKT 9, Tosca and Masterson, 2014; =% pH {H N
10~10. 5, Tutolo and Tosca, 2018) Fl& {3 Y Sr [A]
PEZE A (Se/*Se{H h 0.712 ~ 0. 714, Pietzsch
et al.,2018; Farias et al.,2019) , =% 57 517 bk I8 18
EHUUR T Z8 R B WIA PRI (& 7) o % SRS DT
( Fontaneta et al.,2024) /yAi{EK B MBEE ST AW
A CATT JE I, BEW] =¥ M X Al RE A7 75 5 Bk
BRAE A R B BRI AR A, AH PO IR AR I
1) S ORI 330 S O 3T, i AN T A

4.2 K FFFAEFN Y BRI

AR FN A A SR AR B A Y ) 2 B i BVE
R IR R TR ) K AL 2 S5 A RN ORI

BVE 2 fik B2 #h & 4= ¥ 2 #¢ A% ( Sabato
Ceraldi and Green, 2016) . K &k B iF L1 (Sal-
ler et al.,2016) | PLRUR & RESE A SIS (To-
sca and Wright, 2014; Tutolo and Tosca, 2018;
Carramal et al., 2022) . & “St/*Sr {§ ( Pietzsch
et al.,2018; Farias et al.,2019) K Fa5E Bfik [F) 7 &
0 i, (Pietzsch et al.,2020) , 5/5 40 E . =
Bl . 2R KIS (Sabato Ceraldi and Green,
2016; Saller et al., 2016; Pietzsch et al., 2018,
2020; Wright, 2022; Fontaneta et al.,2024) ., K4
A [FL E R JE B 254k (Sabato Ceraldi and Green,
2016; Saller et al.,2016) FI A # [6 7 £ i+ & 1
BISOSMOW{E (Farias et al.,2019) , G2 & i B 40t
R TH 2 B P AN RS B, (H R BEA 2% IR A R L
FOF AT ()5 3R 52 ) 5 01 s o 2 e, T 1Y
AE B A R B IUE . D& T /K MR BE FIUR BE H AT 1)
A, mE B0

BVE 20 B BR £ A 15 R V4 1 P 1+ 45 3l K il i %
G T A F, BEE L 500m (Sabato Ceraldi
and Green, 2016) , AL WX —-EREH ., B
JER R ER VIR, TEE H 1 Mg, Si, Ca i1 CO,,
(EROIS 7/ B i B W = T I N S R AR T R NG 2
(Carvalho et al.,2022; Schrank et al.,2024), {{42
LA AT RERR IR, A48 LI R L A i XU ik
& (Farias et al.,2019; Gomes et al.,2025) . 74N
LA M SRS (Wright, 2022) | <5 5 K fili
17 ( Pietzsch et al.,2018) . /K38 i ( Farias et al.,
2019) . Humg by A s 46 (Lima et al.,2020) 45

4.3 FEHSWREEIE

B LR e B DO ) B AR i 350
( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Carramal et al., 2022;
Carvalho et al., 2022; Gomes et al., 2025; Schrank
et al., 2024) , {HXPEETRN L 0 A BT 8D o BE T
H BT B ISR (pH (i 10~10.5, Tutolo
and Tosca, 2018), f54]0] g LI AR TE 2T HE (Tosca
and Masterson, 2014; Tosca and Wright, 2014), {H
DR R R B A WEYZ S5 HARAEL

T3 AP it 22 g B D DURR Y BO™ W) (Ter-
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ra et al., 2010; Sabato Ceraldi and Green, 2016;
Kirkham and Tucker, 2018; Farias et al.,2019; Ro-
driguez-Berriguete et al.,2022) , AV &4 Y Wr 8 i 26
TSR S5 KB B R O L R B BT )
(Carramal et al.,2022; Carvalho et al.,2022; Rosso-
ni et al.,2024; Schrank et al.,2024) , X} B & ) 8%
P AR, Z2 8050y ik 2 i o &
( Wright and Barnett, 2015; Herlinger et al.,2017;
Farias et al., 2019; Carvalho et al., 2022; Rossoni
et al.,2024) , {HW A TE LW A g £ (Terra
et al., 2010; Muniz and Bosence, 2015; Sabato
Ceraldi and Green, 2016; Saller et al.,2016) . f#4E
Yy FiAk = 2 E A5 A (Kirkham and Tucker, 2018)
SRR, A BTN AN R T 25 0 B it 1 A e
A—%¥E (Rodriguez-Berriguete et al.,2022)

XFF 07 il A0 BR AR R B B, ORI 5T R S
FeH I 0T 5 ) A B Be (Wright and Barnett,
2015; Herlinger et al., 2017; Farias et al., 2019;
Carvalho et al.,2022; Rossoni et al.,2024), {HiL A
BFSE M A h B B2 VLB B9 (Saller et al.
2016; Chafetz et al.,2018; Terra et al.,2023) . [d]
R, X TERES A, 2805 R A 2 e i
K>3 (Wright and Barnett, 2015; Herlinger et al.,
2017; Farias et al., 2019; Carvalho et al., 2022;
Schrank et al.,2024) , LA WF5EIA N RUE Y FIfL
=36 /E F ( Chafetz et al.,2018; Kirkham and Tuck-
er, 2018; Claes et al.,2021; Terra et al.,2023) BY{%
AWK £ (Saller et al.,2016)

SR, BRI T A A 3 A EZEH ST
O Be e il AH HOR R A s R, fE SR S 2R
P BT U R B 2 5 KRR .
A WSS R, B3 A A 4l 0 AR Rl W o i
(Krumbein et al.,1977; Krumbein, 1979), ¥ 47
A0 HOE LA R B B AR AR, (TR U W
AR AL AT RE = BT Bk F R AL B ( Chafetz,
2013) , 773X AR GROK 9% 04 FL B A 9 ROBE D 35 A i
MBI FE oM LA, 1 e T v 40 PR Y
AT 1% 73 M (Chafetz et al.,2018) . 535k, VIl
B 5T - S0 A 110 3 it AR A AR A T R
W 435 1) B o B b, R O B RS PR B R )
(Wright and Barnett, 2015; Herlinger et al.,2017;
Lima and De Ros, 2019; Carvalho et al., 2022;

Schrank et al.,2024) , F24& 3 iF, X EEER AR
A T UHER AR U R, e AT R 3R 2H R
AR KA 250, BRI AR WS . BAR A
A AR i 9 B AL C-0 [ 7 RAF 58, HA R
B R AN [ 2 3t o B B A A BR ) C-O R 2 3R 40
JAFAEZE S (] 10) , Horp RATHT 4 b BVE 4144
Bk B A A C-0 [al AL R 70 A X [E], ¥y 53 A1
TEA A0 BN s 3R 4 # Macabu 4H 9 3R it £
SAERATEE N, H5 BVE 41 B8R & 4 A i A
i), oM CE BVE ZHA% i AR i 20 A Y8 FEL N 5 Ma-
cabu 41 YR & & AR T EASSAEN, AR PR
Ul 5 BT HL B 433 Barbalha 25 B & U 545 W] 2 i
TRy C-O [m) 7 38 20 AL, 7T RE 32 2 5 B A i A Bl i
(Claes et al.,2021) . & 3R FRAF 36 WA B & A ER & 9
C-O [Al 7 28 40 n 2 2 I 399 i A/ B0 O 1) ok i 2
SR U R, OIS A R R O S
/B BB, [ AN ) DR B [ )22
AL AR b A BR A C-O [l 37 3R e A 7T REAA7E — E
P2e5e, XMW EEZH TAERIES.

4.4 RERMRAME

FeFXF BVE 21 5 o7 ik R 8k 5 £ S 4 4y e A
J PR AR AR R 2 R A B, 2B U — B
RELUT OS5 1

1) FREEAN 502 BRI S AR IR, H X i 7k
2T AT T — S8 PE A R, HA ) C-
O-Sr— A1 1% [F] i 3R B 4 3% T8 i, & TR
SRS BT — B XU 4 R L E
F JELAL F] 52 28 23 B, AR A AH X THE 1 7Y 26 555 4 B 2
B, TR DD M S e A TR Y I K PR B AR
[FJIRF, i o 3w B0 AR [R] 28 B 5 7 A0 IO 55 1) 2%
SRR, IAel, ik E BVE 4 TR Y
WK A7 R

2) BRIRER E VI FORIE 3. B BVE 21 57
BRIRER A T L E Y Mg, Si, Ca fil CO,., B H|%
[F) 057 2 %R BE LB sk, R — 20 ORI UL AR 4 )
RO BRI R . RERINL R . 45 R AL R IRk R %,
LRI EMBUERL, L5 RS 0P BORIR

3) FEARH . BB R
ROBE SO 5% 4 5 [ AL 2 404, AN ASOHE DA% 3]
AR AN AR, A X DL HE R 5 07 3 5 0/ a8 A R
WoAVER (Lima et al.,2020; Carvalho et al.,2022;
Gomes et al., 2025) WM, ZEINBRBZ LA
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TC Rt &l i S A28, BN A BOW 5 AH 24 0 5
A BER b, BCE TF R o RS B2 I Gl 2 A A R 00 B K
JE AL FE . RO R, XA R RRAE i 224 55
HEATXFLERRTE, JF PRI EMT WAERK LR (Mer-
cedes-Martin et al., 2021, 2022), DABH &I AL K
ZE5 o

4) FAMRLA . BVE 41 A7 B R £h 7 S 7 4
T F 3 B Ry A 25 1F R M B 2R A B
Rt , @AE ERBORBESE . BB S I R B BUE
B S AR SRRt b, 255 A I 28 4 A
A . A RS SRR, GG
I3 X B A0 A ) R

5 g

=A

1) R BVE A AR Eha 2y
fR T & 5 AR A R AR R R LA, Hor 2K
AT EAAE AW 73 FERTCHL 3 K B R

2) JRALIRIRER A 1 A A0 R A7 A T A A )
A AR AL S TR AR AR W AN 3 TR A
FI L PR B AE RDR AR AN R WA o R B 2 B BT 5
RS AR A B D EROLEL, EREY R RS
G EEZ 5 LR A RO0E AR, R
R H RO DRI 2 2 A e 4 .

3) WA, AER LT Y. C-0-Sr [
REBIRME BT B, BVE 248k MR 8 UT LR
B dh . mi. R AR RYWIA, (EK AR AR
B, Mg-Si-Ca 2 W BORR . BRIRELIE IR B sl T R
— R B I R R A AN AE

4) DB RS E, YBORIR, £ WA
SERTTOAVIA G, TFRECE 1 ol B AR . 57
EMERICR M RINFEALR M, BB S50 AR
W, EEZ R 2 0 A s B E 56, 2 AR
BVE 21 A0 iR IR e LA AR B A Y B 2042

B AXRATIEFREFRRBGEER
B ERL, kTR R
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