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Abstract: We determined the halogen (F, Cl, Br, and I) and sulfur (S) concentrations in Cl-rich
rock-forming minerals from five peralkaline complexes. We investigated sodalite (N = 42),
eudialyte-group minerals (N = 84), and tugtupite (N = 8) from representative rock samples
derived from Ilímaussaq (South Greenland), Norra Kärr (Sweden), Tamazeght (Morocco), Lovozero,
and Khibina (Russian Federation). Taken together, sodalite and eudialyte-group minerals dominate
the Cl and Br budget of the investigated rocks. For F, however, several other phases (e.g., amphibole,
fluorite, villiaumite, and minerals of the rinkite group and the apatite supergroup) are additional
sinks, and parts of the S may be scavenged in generally rare sulfides. The investigated minerals
contain Cl at the wt.% level, F and S concentrations are in the hundreds to thousands of µg/g-range,
Br is less common (0.2–200 µg/g) and I is rare (mostly well below 1 µg/g). Normalized to Cl, sodalite
prefers Br relative to eudialyte-group minerals, while F is always enriched in the latter. Our data
show that both F and S may represent important components in eudialyte-group minerals, sometimes
at similar levels as Cl, which normally dominates. Sulfur reveals redox-dependent behavior: Under
reduced crystallization conditions, S is more compatible in eudialyte-group minerals (EGM) than
in sodalite, which flips to the opposite under water-rich and presumably more oxidized conditions.
We investigate the applicability of F/Cl, Br/Cl, and S/Cl ratios in these minerals in peralkaline
systems to better understand the interplay of magmatic differentiation, fluid loss and hydrothermal
overprint. Similar to apatite in metaluminous systems, fractionation of sodalite, and eudialyte-group
minerals in peralkaline magmas leads to decreasing Br/Cl ratios. The data presented in this study
bear implications for the mineral chemistry and compositional variation of sodalite and especially
EGM in general. Volatile components in EGM that are not normally considered, such as F and
S, can reach concentrations of thousands of µg/g. Especially in the case of F, with its low atomic
weight, the results obtained in this study indicate that it is very significant for formulae calculations,
neutral charge-balance, and similar aspects at such concentration levels. This study demonstrates that
halogen contents and ratios are sensitive monitors for a variety of processes in magmatic-hydrothermal
systems, including magmatic fractionation, volatile loss, and fluid–rock interaction.
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1. Introduction

Understanding the behavior of halogens in magmatic processes is essential for estimating global
halogen budgets and exchanges between the different Earth system reservoirs. The role of magmatism
in mediating halogen fluxes between these reservoirs is important for several reasons, including their
capacity for transporting metals in fluids (e.g., in ore-forming processes) and their environmental
impact on the atmosphere during magmatic degassing and fluid exsolution [1,2]. Besides H2O, CO2,
and S, halogens are important components of magmatic fluids and volcanic gases. Although F and
Cl are normally dominating, Br and I are significant components in volcanic gases [3–5], and it was
demonstrated that Br species in the stratosphere are notably involved in the destruction of ozone,
being much more efficient than Cl in this respect [6]. The importance of I, however, is very poorly
known. Thus, as recently pointed out [2], the understanding of the geochemical cycle of the less
abundant halogens Br and I [7] and establishing reliable analytical methods for their determination in
geological materials [8–12] are important challenges.

Silicate magmas can dissolve significant amounts of halogens, depending on several factors,
such as pressure (P), temperature (T), H2O content, and major element composition. For example,
the solubility of F in rhyolitic melts reaches 8 wt% [13–15] and reach similar levels in phonolitic
compositions [16]. The solubility of Cl increases with increasing peralkalinity and FeO* content but
decreasing SiO2 content and may reach about 0.8–0.9 wt.% [16–19]. Due to gravitational separation
of minerals after they are crystallized from the melt, whole rock Cl contents can show significantly
increased values in rocks where sodalite with its low density compared to other minerals is cumulated.
Similarly, Br solubility depends on several factors, reaching >1 wt.% in peralkaline compositions [20].
In melt-fluid systems, the heavier halogens (Cl and Br) preferentially partition into the fluid phase,
whereas F is largely retained in the melt [14,21–24]. Magmatic degassing fractionates Cl from Br,
as the KD fluid/melt value for Br is about two-fold higher compared to that of Cl (about 18 versus
about 9) [20,21]. Thus, fluid exsolution in magmatic systems influences F/Cl and Cl/Br ratios in
residual magmas.

In rock-forming minerals, the relatively small F− ion (133 pm) can easily substitute for OH−

(132–137 pm [25]), and therefore behaves only moderately incompatible during magmatic differentiation.
In contrast, the heavier halogens Cl− (181 pm) and Br− (195 pm) show stronger incompatible behavior
during magmatic differentiation, probably a consequence of their larger ionic radii [2,26]. The most
common halogen-bearing minerals in magmatic rocks are apatite, mica, and amphibole, besides
accessory titanite, fluorite, or topaz. In most magmatic rocks, apatite, mica, and amphibole are
generally F-rich and relatively Cl-poor [27–29], as mineral-melt partition coefficients for F are generally
>1, whereas those for Cl are mostly <1 [28–30]. Because of its low abundance and analytical difficulties,
relatively few Br data are available for magmatic minerals [9,31–36]. In general, Br contents in apatite,
mica and amphibole are low (mostly <5 µg/g) and Br/Cl ratios in apatite are usually lower than
those of associated amphibole and biotite [24,29,37–39]. Consequently, Cl/Br ratios of magmas may
change during magmatic differentiation, depending on the amount and the halogen composition
of the fractionating phases. In all, the high solubility of F, Cl, and Br in silicate magmas and their
variable behavior during mineral-melt and fluid-melt partitioning renders them ideal tracers for
various magmatic and hydrothermal processes, such as magmatic differentiation, fluid exsolution and
fluid/rock interaction [21,23].

Peralkaline igneous rocks (rocks with a molar (Na + K)/Al ratio >1) are strongly enriched in
halogens (F, Cl, Br, and I), and because of their high levels of high field strength elements (HFSE; such
as Zr, Hf, Nb, Ta, and U and the rare earth elements (REE)); they are of large economic interest [40–42].
Their halogen-rich nature results in the formation of abundant halogen-rich minerals (see Table 1),
including F-minerals (fluorite and villiaumite), Cl-minerals (sodalite and tugtupite), and various
halogen-bearing Na-Ca-HFSE minerals that are either F-rich or Cl-rich, the most common of them
being eudialyte-group minerals (EGM).
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Table 1. Most common F− and Cl− bearing minerals in peralkaline systems. Eudialyte and kentbrooksite
(*) are sometimes considered two endmembers of the eudialyte group, where eudialyte (*) is the Si, Fe,
Cl and kentbrooksite the Nb,Mn,F endmember.

Mineral Name Formula

Fluorite CaF2
Villiaumite NaF

Rinkite (Ca3REE)Na(NaCa)Ti(Si2O7)2(OF)F2
Wöhlerite Na2Ca4Zr(Nb,Ti)(Si2O7)2(O,F)4

Natrophosphate Na7(PO4)2F.19H2O
Vuonnemite Na6Na2Nb2Na3Ti(Si2O7)2(PO4)2O2(OF)

Kentbrooksite * Na15Ca6Mn3Zr3NbSi(Si24O73)(O,OH,H2O)3(F,Cl)2
Eudialyte * Na15Ca6Fe3Zr3Si2(Si24O73)(O,OH,H2O)3(Cl,F,OH)2

Sodalite Na8Al6Si6O24Cl2
Tugtupite Na4BeAlSi4O12Cl

The presence of the latter (halogen-bearing Na-Ca-HFSE minerals such as eudialyte group minerals)
defines so-called agpaitic rocks [43–47]. Sodalite and EGM represent by far the most important sinks
for Cl and Br in peralkaline rocks [33,48–51]. Both are stable over a very long crystallization interval:
They form at T > 800 ◦C [16,52] and are known to form during late-magmatic and hydrothermal stages
as well [47]. As both minerals are Cl-rich, their fractionation during magmatic differentiation processes
should impact F/Cl, Br/Cl, and I/Cl ratios in evolving magmatic to hydrothermal systems [16,53,54].
However, concentration data of F, Br, and I for sodalite and EGM to test this are very limited: Sodalite
contains Br at the tens to hundreds of µg/g-level [33,53–55], the only published data for EGM to date
indicate Br contents on the order of 7 µg/g [39]. No systematic concentration data for F and I in sodalite
and EGM exist.

This study documents halogen (F, Cl, Br, and I) and S concentrations in a set of well-characterized
sodalite- and EGM-bearing rocks from the Ilímaussaq complex (South Greenland) and compares these
data with similar rocks from Norra Kärr (Sweden), Tamazeght (Morocco), Lovozero, and Khibina
(Russian Federation). These data are used to investigate the potential of sodalite and EGM to monitor
magmatic and hydrothermal processes and to characterize the behavior of halogens in peralkaline
systems in more detail.

2. Sample Material and Geology

The studied samples derive from five peralkaline intrusions: Ilímaussaq (South Greenland), Norra
Kärr (Sweden), Tamazeght (Morocco), Lovozero, and Khibina (Russian Federation). These intrusions
have different characteristics and we anticipate that this will allow us to differentiate between processes
that are specific for the individual minerals and those that are specific for the different intrusions,
which may derive from different parental melt compositions. For example, Ilímaussaq rocks contain
abundant orthomagmatic sodalite and EGM, whereas in Tamazeght, sodalite, and EGM formed
only locally during late-magmatic stages. Norra Kärr consists of deformed and metamorphosed
EGM-bearing rocks that lack sodalite. For Ilímaussaq and Norra Kärr, alkali basaltic parental melts
are assumed, whereas Khibina, Lovozero, and Tamazeght probably derived from (mela-)nephelinitic
parental magmas [47,56–60].

The major focus of this study lies on the Ilímaussaq intrusion, which is the best studied of
all alkaline intrusions (see recent review [61]). For this study we included 127 mineral separates
(35 sodalite, 84 EGM, and eight tugtupite samples) for which the mutual textural relationships are
well understood. These samples cover the entire exposed stratigraphic sequence of the intrusion and
include orthomagmatic and hydrothermal samples. For comparison, we added six samples from
Tamazeght (one sodalite and five EGM), 7 EGM from Norra Kärr, 11 EGM from Lovozero, and seven
EGM from Khibina covering the major EGM-bearing lithologies. In the following, brief overviews on
the geology of the five investigated localities are presented.
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2.1. Ilímaussaq (Southwest Greenland)

The Mid-Proterozoic Ilímaussaq complex represents a textbook example for the evolution of
peralkaline magmas, culminating in some of the geochemically most evolved rocks known on Earth.
A review of the present knowledge on the origin and evolution of the Ilimaussaq magmatic system
has been published recently [61]. In short, the magmas forming the complex were derived from partial
melting of an isotopically homogeneous, but metasomatically enriched mantle source, resulting in an
alkali basaltic parental magma. The complex is dominated by several types of agpaitic foid syenites
that are linked to each other by extensive m agmatic differentiation during low oxygen fugacity and
water activity. The unusual composition of the magma and the extreme physico-chemical conditions
during their crystallization allowed for the large-scale formation of orthomagmatic, late-magmatic,
and hydrothermal sodalite-EGM assemblages and the retention of aqueous fluids to a very late
stage [62,63]. Studies focusing on non-traditional stable isotopes (Li and Fe) showed that extensive
magmatic differentiation produces significant isotopic fractionation between minerals of the various
rock units as well as between different minerals of the same rock type [64,65]. Late-stage fluid exsolution
even resulted in the isotope fractionation of heavy elements such as Tl [66].

The agpaitic suite of the Ilímaussaq intrusion has a layered structure and consist of coarse-grained
roof series (mainly sodalite foyaites and naujaites) and floor series (kakortokites) cumulate rocks and
fine-grained and melanocratic rocks (lujavrites) that possess strong magmatic fabrics. These lujavrites
intrude the roof series rocks, but seemingly evolve out of the floor series rocks. Sodalite foyaites,
naujaites, kakortokites, and lujavrites are mineralogically rather similar but the textures and modal
amounts of sodalite and EGM are distinct. In sodalite foyaites, and especially in naujaites, euhedral
sodalite is very abundant (up to 70 vol.%), while EGM is interstitial and less frequent than sodalite
(5–35 vol%.); kakortokites contain abundant euhedral EGM but much less sodalite; lujavrites contain
variable but comparably minor amounts of euhedral sodalite and/or EGM. The agpaitic suite contains
abundant hydrothermal veins that are mineralogically diverse. Some of them contain abundant
sodalite and tugtupite (for details see in [61] and the references therein).

2.2. Tamazeght (Morocco)

This Eocene composite magmatic complex contains a large variety of alkaline rock types (including
pyroxenites, glimmerites, gabbroic to monzonitic rocks, syenites, nepheline syenites, and carbonatites)
and documents a progression from ultramafic to felsic alkaline magmatism [67]. Simple fractional
crystallization is not a likely mechanism to explain the large variety of lithologies present in the
Tamazeght complex. It is most probable that successive melting of a compositionally heterogeneous
mantle source region gave rise to several melt batches with distinct compositional and physicochemical
characteristics (for details see in [68–71]). Based on detailed petrographic and mineral chemical
data, the various units crystallized under markedly different redox conditions and these parameters
influence both the phase assemblage and their detailed chemical evolution, including their halogen
contents [39,68]. Orthomagmatic sodalite is a minor phase only in some of the gabbros, monzonites,
syenites and nepheline syenites [68]. Late-magmatic to hydrothermal sodalite-EGM assemblages occur
irregularly dispersed in several spatially restricted areas within an otherwise and sodalite-poor and
EGM-free nepheline syenite body [47,72].

2.3. Lovozero and Khibina (Russian Federation)

These alkaline complexes represent two of the largest peralkaline intrusive complexes on Earth,
with about 600 and even 1300 km2 outcrop size respectively. They are spatially closely correlated and
part of the Devonian Kola Alkaline Province. Within this igneous province, they represent some of
the most differentiated members and consist of variably evolved peralkaline rocks (mostly syenites
and nepheline syenites) and minor amounts of carbonatites and ultramafic rocks [73,74]. Structurally,
both complexes bear similarities with Ilímaussaq. They are multiphase intrusions, and partly consist
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of distinctly layered sections [75]. The parental magmas for these complexes are assumed to be
(mela)nephelinitic to melilititic [59]—very different from Ilímaussaq and Norra Kärr, for which alkali
basaltic parental magmas are likely. Thus, the differentiation path before reaching the peralkaline
stage did probably not involve large amounts of plagioclase fractionation, which is now monitored
by compositional differences in EGM [76]. Sodalite and EGM occur in many of the Lovozero and
Khibina rocks but are much less common than in most Ilímaussaq rocks. Especially at Khibina
they are largely restricted to late-magmatic and hydrothermal conditions, while orthomagmatic
sodalite-EGM assemblages are relatively rare. Furthermore, the mineral assemblages are slightly
different compared to many Ilímaussaq rocks, indicating less halogen-rich magma compositions and
less reduced crystallization conditions for the Khibina rocks [73,77].

2.4. Norra Kärr (Sweden)

This Meso-Proterozoic intrusion represents one of the very few known examples of deformed and
metamorphosed EGM-bearing rocks, which were affected by the Sveconorvegian orogeny about 350 Ma
after their magmatic emplacement [78]. The deformation textures in the rocks vary systematically,
culminating in migmatite-like schlieren in the rocks of the central part of the complex, suggesting partial
melting [78]. Based on detailed petrography and electron microprobe work, it was possible to distinguish
magmatic and metamorphic processes in the complex and link systematic compositional changes of
clinopyroxene and EGM to magmatic differentiation and subsequent metamorphic overprint [58].

In contrast to most other EGM-bearing rocks, the lithologies of the Norra Kärr complex are
sodalite-free and other potentially Cl- and Br-bearing minerals (e.g., amphibole, mica, and apatite)
are only very minor constituents. Thus, EGM is the dominating Cl and Br host for the complex.
By comparison with the other intrusions studied here this offers the possibility to study the behavior
of the halogens during (i) magmatic differentiation without the presence of sodalite and can be used to
explore the potential influence of (ii) fluid-assisted metamorphic overprint and (iii) partial melting.

3. Methods

Mineral separates of sodalite, tugtupite and EGM were produced by crushing and sieving rock
samples and subsequent standard magnetic and (halogen-free) heavy liquid (sodium polytungstate
solutions) separation techniques. From these first concentrates, high-purity concentrates were produced
by hand-picking under the binocular. These concentrates where powdered by hand-milling in an
agate mortar.

Bulk halogen (F, Cl, Br, and I) and S analyses were done by Combustion Ion Chromatography
(CIC) using a 930 Metrohm Combustion IC PP. This is an integrated system consisting of an Auto
Boat Driver (autosampler) and Combustion Module by Analytik Jena and a 920 Absorber Module
and 930 Compact IC Flex by Metrohm. The setup is basically a pyrohydrolysis system that combusts
a sample and the evaporated species are transported in a water flow and trapped into an absorber
solution. For combustion, a small sample (5 to 10 mg) is weighted and mixed with an equivalent
amount of WO3 flux into a quartz vial (6 × 18 mm), which is closed on both ends with a small wad of
Tosoh quartz wool fine grade. The vial is placed into a quartz boat that is fed through the autosampler
into the combustion module. Here, the sample is combusted at 1050 ◦C for 12 min in a flow of O2

(5.0; 300 mL/min) and Ar (6.0; 100 mL/min), while a constant water flow (0.2 mL/min) is maintained.
The loaded steam is collected in the absorber module, where it is trapped into about 5 mL of a 450 mg/L
H2O2 solution. This solution is then transferred to the 930 Compact IC flex and injected onto the ion
chromatographic column.

This separation column is a Metrohm Metrosep A Supp 5-250/4.0 column that separates the
negative ions from each other based on mass and ionic charge. Besides the analytes of interest (F−,
Cl, Br−, I−, and SO4

2−) further anions were detected (NO3
−, PO4

3−, and WO4
2−). Of these, WO4

2−

originates from WO3 added as flux to the sample (see above). Further, it is known that PO4
3− does

not escape completely during pyrohydrolisis at 1050 ◦C, which results in measured concentrations
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that are significantly lower than the actual concentrations, and as such it is not representative of the
actual concentration in the sample. N in rocks is mainly present in the form of ammonium (NH4

+),
and the measured NO3

− is likely to reflect NH4
+ from the sample that is oxidized to NO3

− during
combustion [79–81]. As the chemistry of N in magmatic rocks is poorly understood and not part of
our current investigation, NO3

− is not taken into consideration at this stage. Each sample is eluted
over the IC column following a procedure developed by Walter [82] using an 8 mM Na2CO3 eluent,
while the column is kept at 40 ◦C. The whole system is automated and controlled by the MagIC
software (Metrohm).

For calibration and quantification, primary reference solutions were prepared by mixing single
anion-solutions (Roth; 1000 mg/L) and except for F, a calibration curve that covered the full concentration
range investigated was constructed. These calibration curves could either be a power function
(concentration = a × peak_areab), or a second order polynomial function (concentration = a ×
peak_area2 + b × peak_area + c), whatever fitted best depending on the measurements of the standards
over the ten-month period that the samples were measured.

In the ion-chromatography column, fluoride behaves considerably different from the other anions
in the Cl-rich solutions that were analyzed. This behavior complicates the measurement and calibration
of fluoride considerably. The peak area at a given F concentration decreases significantly when Cl/F
ratios in the solution exceed values of about 10 (Figure 1). For example, for 0.1 mg/L F (dark blue curve
in Figure 1), the peak area for F is about 0.35 for Cl/F ratios ≤1 but decreases strongly to 0.042 (almost
ten times smaller) at Cl/F ratios above 3000. As the Cl/F ratios in Cl-rich minerals analyzed in this
study varies considerably, reference solutions with variable F concentrations (0.01–10 mg/L) and Cl/F
ratios (0.04–3000) were prepared to resolve this dependency and manually correct for it accordingly.
The reason for this effect may be the relatively short analysis time of only 25 min. We anticipate that
when the size of the Cl peak increases considerably it pushes the F peak ahead, partly into the negative
water peak just before the F peak in the chromatogram. This effect may increase in importance when
the Cl peak is larger and is significant in our measurements as the Cl concentration in sodalite is higher
than in EGM. The F peak is much smaller for sodalite samples than for EGM samples, while, after
correction F concentrations in sodalite and EGM samples do not show large differences. The correction
of the F concentration for the Cl/F ratio of the peak areas thus is very important to apply here.
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Figure 1. Relationship between F− peak area, Cl/F peak area ratio and the F− concentration of standard
solutions with different Cl− concentrations. At high Cl− concentrations the F− peak area decreases
significantly, suggesting apparently lower F− present in the sample than is actually present. Small black dots
indicate intermediate, additional (not 1, 2, or 5) F concentrations used for calibrating the F concentrations.



Minerals 2020, 10, 995 7 of 23

In all, the effective detection limits for powdered samples were about 20 µg/g for F in sodalite and
tugtupite samples, 5 µg/g for F in EGM samples, about 10 µg/g for Cl, 1 µg/g for S and about 0.2 µg/g
for Br and 0.1 µg/g for I. Based on the frequent analyses of standard solutions and various reference
materials, relative uncertainties were generally <10% (1σ level) for F, Cl, and S, and up to ~20% for
Br. I is regularly very close to the detection limit and relative uncertainties can be larger than 50%.
Relative uncertainties are depending on the concentrations of the analytes (i.e., are in general smaller
at higher concentrations).

4. Results

Halogen and S concentration data for EGM, sodalite, and tugtupite are summarized in
Supplementary Tables S1 and S2. Uncertainties shown indicate one standard deviation for replicate
measurements (usually two); in cases where no uncertainty is given, only one measurement could
be done.

4.1. Eudialyte-Group Minerals

For EGM, bulk Cl contents vary largely between about 0.1 and 1.8 wt.%, with the lowest values
for samples from Norra Kärr. Compared to published Electron Probe Micro-Analyzer (EPMA)
data [48,49,58,72,83,84], most CIC data overlap within a 20% uncertainty (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Comparison between Cl concentrations in eudialyte-group minerals (EGM) measured by
Combustion Ion Chromatography (CIC) (bulk) and EPMA (spatially resolved), with 10% and 20%
uncertainty envelopes. Strong deviations between the two methods indicate impurities in hand-picked
mineral separates. Samples outside the 20% uncertainty range have not been considered further in the
discussions in this paper.

Note that the relatively large range of EPMA data for some of the samples are due to compositional
zonations of EGM in individual crystals, which is not mirrored in the CIC data, as these represent
bulk samples (about 5 mg, see above). Some CIC data are, however, lower than the corresponding
EPMA data. This is probably caused by impurities in the hand-picked separates that mostly consist
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of halogen-free minerals, such as clinopyroxene, nepheline, albite, and zeolites. These occur as
small inclusions or as alteration minerals in EGM and sodalite. As these impurities influence the
other analytes (F, Br, I, and S) as well, we omit EGM data with deviations larger than 20% from
further discussion.

Results from the EGM are summarized in Figure 3. Results from Ilímaussaq are ordered
stratigraphically. Ilímaussaq is a classic example of a layered intrusion and it is common practice to
present data from this complex in stratigraphic order (see, e.g., in [61] and other chapters in this book).
Samples from the other intrusions are randomly ordered.
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Ilímaussaq samples are sorted according to their stratigraphic height in this intrusion, samples from
the other four intrusions are randomly ordered.

Fluorine contents are particularly interesting as F is normally not analysed by electron microprobe
because of different interferences that cause high detection limits at about 0.1 to 0.15%. Our data reveal
significant and variable F contents in EGM. They are highest and most variable in floor cumulates
(ranging from less than 1000 to above 3000 µg/g, with the highest values, up to 4000 µg/g, in the
uppermost floor cumulates), lower in the roof cumulates (up to about 2000 µg/g) and lowest in the
evolved lujavrites (between 500 and 1000 µg/g). In Norra Kärr F is mostly higher than Cl. F varies
between 3000 and 9000 µg/g, and because Cl is mostly low in this intrusion F/Cl can be higher than 2
indicating that F in apfu is higher than Cl. In Tamazeght, Lovozero, and Khibina, the F contents are
more in line with F in Ilímaussaq.

Bromine contents in EGM are highest in the roof cumulates where they decrease downwards
the stratigraphy from up to 14 µg/g to values of around 5 µg/g (Br/Cl × 1000 from about 1 down to
0.3). In floor cumulates, Br contents broadly decrease from about 4 µg/g in the lower samples to
about 1 µg/g in the upper samples (Br/Cl × 1000 from about 0.3 down to 0.05), with similar positive
excursions in some of the uppermost kakortokites, as observed for F. In lujavrites, Br is even lower
(between 2 and 0.2 µg/g). Iodine contents are very low (≤0.5 µg/g) in all EGM samples and most values
are close to the established detection limit of about 0.1 µg/g (see above). In most Norra Kärr samples
Br is very low. One sample (NK 5613) however shows an extremely high amount of Br (481 µg/g).
In Tamazehgt and Lovozero Br is in line with Ilímaussaq, while in Khibina the Br contents are mostly
higher than in Ilímaussaq.
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Sulfur contents are highly variable (mostly between 50 and 500 µg/g), which translates to a
maximum of 0.15 apfu, demonstrating that S can be an important component in EGM. While S in
roof and floor cumulates is relatively low (mostly 50–200 µg/g), lujavrites are S-rich, with the most
extreme values of about 1250 µg/g. S is variable in the other four intrusions. It is lowest in Norra Kärr
(50 to just over 100 µg/g), higher in Tamazeght and Khibina (about 100 to 300 µg/g) and highest in
Lovozero (mostly above 300 µg/g). Very little is known of the behavior of S in EGM. Rastsvetaeva [85]
describes one specimen in which S is contained at the M(3) location in the EGM lattice and another
in which it is on the X(1) location. In their classification of eudialyte-group minerals, Rastsvetaeva &
Chukanov [86] only suggest that SO4 can be one of the ions that fits on the locations X(1) or X(2) in the
eudialyte crystal. Sulfur is most probably present as sulfate in EGM, which in the case of Ilímaussaq is
confirmed by our observations on EGM where we did not observe either the smell of sulfide or a black
Ag2S precipitate upon dissolution and subsequent precipitation of chloride for Cl isotope analysis
preparations. Recently [87], the first EGM showing substitution of chloride by sulfide was described.
In their specimen about 0.5 apfu S2− is present at the Cl location. This observation shows that sulfur
can be present in the form of different species, at the very least as sulphate or sulfide. During CIC
analysis however all S-species are oxidized to sulfate and we report the S content in our samples as
total S (Figure 2).

4.2. Sodalite

Due to low sodalite contents in intrusions other than Ilímaussaq it was only possible to measure a
single sodalite sample from Tamazeght and none from the other intrusions. In Ilímaussaq, sodalite in
roof and floor cumulates is known to be close to the Cl-endmember composition [33,54,88], containing
around 7 wt.% Cl. Most of the bulk sodalite CIC data scatter around this value but some samples
showed, however, much lower Cl contents. This is because of impure concentrates, because sodalite
in most of these samples is rather fine-grained and intergrown with Cl-free minerals (such as albite,
nepheline and zeolithes) that are not easily separated from sodalite and occur in these samples to
variable amounts [63]. The apparently low Cl values for these samples are therefore not considered
further. Fluorine in magmatic sodalite from roof and floor cumulates (up to about 5000 µg/g), is much
higher than in hydrothermal sodalite (mostly below 1000 µg/g). Similar to what was observed for EGM,
Br contents in sodalite decrease downwards the roof cumulate sequence from about 150 to 50 µg/g and
are low, at values below 40 µg/g in the floor cumulate sequence (Figure 4). Iodine contents in magmatic
sodalite (mostly below 0.5 µg/g) are in most cases slightly higher than in EGM, in hydrothermal
sodalite I variation is very largest, from samples with virtually no I to higher values of about 6 µg/g.
Sulfur contents are higher in sodalite from the floor cumulates (900–1200 µg/g) than in those from roof
cumulates (250–560 µg/g), hydrothermal sodalites show variable and partly very high S contents (up
to about 5000 µg/g; Figure 4). The only sodalite sample from Tamazeght shows anion concentrations
that are in line with those from Ilímaussaq.

4.3. Tugtupite

Tugtupite is only found in rocks from Ilímaussaq in this study.
Chlorine contents in the tugtupite samples determined by CIC are on average 5.2 wt.%, which is

well below the expected value of 7.6 wt.% according to the ideal chemical formula. However,
the samples are fresh and do not contain any obvious inclusions, as was the case for some of the
sodalite samples. Rather, the presence of Be in tugtupite at the wt.% level [88] may explain this,
as many Be compounds show covalent properties. If parts of the Cl are present after combustion
as BeCl2 or Be-Cl ionic complexes, this would result in an overall under determination of the actual
Cl concentrations, as only chloride is detected during CIC. Although it is unclear to what extent the
minor halogens (F, Br, and I) are influenced by such effects as well, but for example, possible BeI2 that
is formed during combustion may produce IO− ions upon dissolution in water, and this may affect
(decrease) the measured I contents in a sample. Thus, the determined contents of F (generally below
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200 µg/g), Br (below 50 µg/g), I (below 0,5 µg/g), and S (mostly below 30 µg/g) contents are preliminary
only and clearly, further research is necessary to evaluate these potential problems during analysis of
tugtupite (and other Be-containing minerals) by CIC techniques.
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Figure 4. Halogen (Cl, F, Br, and I) and S concentrations in sodalite and tugtupite based on CIC
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Literature data for F, Br, and I are absent for tugtupite. For S, rather old publications indicate
S at the thousands of µg/g level [88,89], while modern studies [90,91] showed S to be below their
respective detection limits of <50 and <5 µg/g, respectively. Moreover, a Wavelength-Dispersive
Spectroscopy (WDS) scan for S in the tugtupite used as Cl standard at the electron microprobe facility
at University of Tübingen revealed no detectable S, indicating that the apparently low S contents for
the investigated samples are trustworthy. It was, however, suggested [92] that the reddish colour of
tugtupite as well as its luminescence and tenebrescence could be ascribed to the presence of S2− ions in
the mineral. This suggestion was confirmed [90,91] although in both studies it is also suggested that
the luminescence might be a composite effect of both S2− ions and tetrahedral Fe3+ centers. Therefore,
despite the very low S contents in these tugtupite samples the luminescence can still be the result
of these very low amounts. In conclusion, the data presented [90,91] indicate that low S contents as
observed in our present study are sufficient to explain luminescence and tenebrescence as observed
in tugtupite.

Due to the potential and unexplained possible flaws in the measurements of the anions in tugtupite
these data are not further considered in the discussion.

A visual illustration of the final data sets for EGM and sodalite is presented in Figures 3 and 4,
where the samples from Ilímaussaq are plotted according to their stratigraphic position and samples
from the other four locations are plotted in random order.

5. Discussion

Halogen and S contents and ratios (e.g., F/Cl, Br/Cl, I/Cl, and S/Cl) in minerals have been shown
to monitor magmatic, hydrothermal, and weathering processes in granitic and hydrothermal ore
systems [9,37,93–95]. In the following, it will be tested if this applies to for peralkaline systems as
well. The samples from Ilímaussaq include orthomagmatic and hydrothermal samples that cover the
exposed stratigraphic sequence of the intrusion and allow for investigating the behavior of halogens
and S during the evolution of a peralkaline magmatic system in some detail, which will be discussed
first. We then use samples from Tamazeght, Norra Kärr, Lovozero, and Khibina for comparison,
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which enables us to characterize the diversity of halogen characteristics in peralkaline systems in
a broader sense and test the suitability of these differences for deciphering different sources and
differentiation histories.

5.1. Halogens in EGM and Sodalite from Ilímaussaq

5.1.1. Eudialyte Group Minerals

Consistent with previous work, Cl contents in EGM slightly decrease upwards in the floor
cumulate section (kakortokites) from about 1.5 to 1.2 wt.% but are much lower in the lujavrite section
(between 0.6 and 0.8 wt.%; Figure 3). This was explained by a successive increase of water activity
during differentiation [49,96], which causes higher OH− contents on the Cl site of the eudialyte crystal
structure. A large change in water activity during formation of the floor cumulates seems unlikely
because of petrological reasons (see details in [61]). Thus, the decreasing Cl contents in EGM from the
kakortokite section is ascribed to decreasing Cl contents in the magma because of large-scale extraction
of EGM and (simultaneous?) sodalite extraction during roof cumulate formation. Thereby, the Cl
content of the melt decreases continuously since sodalite crystallizes with a stoichiometrically fixed
amount of Cl (about 7 wt.%) (Figure 4). The Cl content in EGM appears to monitor this continuous
decrease in Cl in the melt, in line with the Cl decrease in the melt towards lower temperatures [16].

Interstitial EGM in the roof cumulates have rather variable Cl contents that cover the range found
in the floor cumulates, with no obvious trend along the stratigraphy.

Figure 5 shows the relationships between the Cl contents and the ratios between the measured
anions (F, Br, I and S) for the different EGM measurements.

The Br/Cl ratios in EGM from the roof cumulates are highest and decrease downwards in the
sequence from 1.1 × 10−3 to 0.2 × 10−3. These rocks also contain large amounts of sodalite (that
crystallized before EGM) with high Br contents (see above) and similarly decreasing Br/Cl ratios.
We suggest that this reflects decreasing Br/Cl ratios in the evolving magma, while diffusional exchange
of Br between sodalite and EGM remains to be tested. Decreasing Br/Cl ratios upwards in the floor
cumulate sequence (from 0.4 × 10−3 to 0.07 × 10−3) parallel such an evolution, although there is no
clear dependency between Br/Cl and Cl concentration (Figure 5). Nevertheless, preferred extraction of
Br relative to Cl during magmatic evolution seems plausible and the final evolved rocks (lujavrites)
show indeed the lowest Br contents and Br/Cl ratios (0.2 × 10−3 to 0.04 × 10−3) in EGM.

For F/Cl ratios, however, there is no clear variation along the stratigraphy, and these ratios mostly
overlap between floor cumulates (0.08–0.54), roof cumulates (0.07–0.19), and the evolved lujavrites
(0.07–0.23). Moreover, there is no clear relationship with Cl content, probably because the F budget
in the investigated Ilímaussaq rocks is largely governed by amphibole that contains around 1 wt.%
F [49,97] and minor/accessory fluorite and villiaumite (NaF). Until now, the F content of EGM has
never been considered for the F budget of such rocks, as it was generally assumed that the F content in
EGM is very low. Here we show, however, that F in EGM is significant (0.1 to 0.3 wt.%). Considering
the high modal EGM content in some of the investigated rocks, a significant part of F will be present in
EGM and thus cannot be ignored when discussing the F budget in EGM-rich systems. This is especially
important for rocks from Norra Kärr (see details below).

The I/Cl ratios in EGM from roof and floor cumulates vary largely in a similar range (0.001
to 0.05 × 10−3). In the evolved rocks I/Cl ratios in EGM are comparatively high and less variable (0.01
to 0.05 × 10−3) but are still overlapping (Figure 5). No easily recognizable trends are obvious, but part
of these variations can be explained due to lower Cl concentrations in lujavrite samples. Still, as the Cl
contents in the lujavrites are only about 2 to 3 times lower than in the roof and floor cumulates and the
median I/Cl ratios of the lujavrite samples are about 4 times higher than those in the roof and floor
cumulates, I enrichment in the lujavrite samples is suggested. Nevertheless, further research with
methods more sensitive to I in EGM are necessary to better understand these observations.
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The S/Cl ratios in EGM from roof and floor cumulates are below 0.03 and are largely overlapping,
but EGM from lujavrites are comparatively S-rich with S/Cl values up to about 0.2 (Figure 5). The high
S contents and S/Cl ratios in EGM from the evolved rocks are not analytical artefacts because (i)
other S-bearing minerals in lujavrites are very rare [98], (ii) the samples with the highest S and S/Cl
rations (Figures 3 and 5) represent some of the most evolved lujavrites of the section and whole-rock S
contents for these rocks (up to 0.15 wt.% S) are much higher than for the other Ilímaussaq rocks (up
to 0.08 wt.% S [40]) and (iii) previous microprobe data also indicate high S contents in sodalite from
lujavrite rocks [63]. The roughly negative relationship between the Cl content and the S/Cl ratio in
EGM (Figure 5) may indicate that while the Cl contents in EGM decreases due to lower Cl contents
in the residual melt, S in this melt is passively enriched and incorporated in EGM. Alternatively, S
incorporation in EGM from lujavrites is enhanced because of changing redox conditions (see below).

5.1.2. Sodalite

Figure 6 shows the anion vs. Cl trends for the sodalite (and tugtupite) samples. We use this way
of plotting the data as the observed Cl concentration varies strongly. This probably is the due to the
effect of inclusion of accessory minerals in the samples used in ion chromatography. The Br/Cl ratios
in magmatic sodalite systematically decrease downwards the roof sequence from about 1.5 × 10−3 to
values below 0.5 × 10−3, a trend that is rather similar to the trend observed for EGM (compare also
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Figures 3 and 4; see above). Br/Cl ratios in the few sodalite samples from floor cumulates are close to
the lowest roof cumulate concentrations that were observed (around 0.5 × 10−3). As sodalite in the
roof cumulates is an early magmatic mineral (while EGM crystallized later), this suggests that the Br
content in the melt decreases strongly by incorporation in sodalite. In contrast, I/Cl ratios in sodalite
from roof cumulates are mostly lower than those from floor cumulates (Figure 6). No obvious trend
indicating enrichment or depletion of I during magmatic evolution in the roof cumulates is observed,
although the higher ratios in the interstitial sodalite in the floor cumulates may indicate concentration
of I in the final stage of the melt.
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Br/Cl ratios in fluid inclusions from late-stage quartz and fluorite are comparatively high, reaching
values of around 9 × 10−3 [99] and suggest preferential loss of Br relative to Cl during fluid exsolution.
Although hydrothermal sodalite may have formed from such Br-rich fluids, their Br/Cl ratios overlap
with those of the magmatic sodalites from roof and floor cumulates.

Magmatic sodalite has in general significantly higher F/Cl ratios (10–50 × 10−3) than hydrothermal
sodalite (1–12 × 10−3, Figure 4) and significantly lower F/Cl ratios than EGM. For that reason, F/Cl
ratios of sodalite are plotted like the other anion/Cl ratios (thus × 10−3) for clarity. These data suggest
limited capacity for incorporation of F during hydrothermal conditions. Interestingly the low F/Cl
hydrothermal sodalite samples have in general relatively high (but very variable) S/Cl ratios. In the
roof cumulates, F/Cl ratios are variable, but maximum ratios gradually decrease from base to top,
suggesting that incorporation of F in sodalite slightly increases during the cooling of the melt. This also
explains why F/Cl ratios are highest in the interstitial sodalite of the floor cumulates. The highest
F/Cl ratio of 190 × 10−3 may however be explained by contamination with a F-rich mineral. Very low
F/Cl ratios in hydrothermal sodalite can be explained by different exchange reactions and/or because
most F is incorporated in specific F minerals such as fluorite and villiaumite and not as accessory ion
in sodalite.

Low S/Cl ratios in magmatic sodalite from floor and roof cumulates (see above) are in accordance
with previous data [54,63,100]. Unfortunately, we were unable to analyze sodalite from lujavrite rocks
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but Markl et al. [63] report up to 1.5 wt.% S (based on EPMA, equivalent to an S/Cl ratio of 274 × 10−3)
for sodalites from these evolved rocks, which is much higher and in accordance with relatively high S
contents in EGM from lujavrites (see above). We also observe higher S/Cl ratios in sodalite from the
floor cumulates than in roof cumulates. The S/Cl variability in the hydrothermal sodalite samples is
particularly large, showing both some of the lowest and some of the highest ratios observed (Figure 6).
These differences can possibly be related to enrichment of S in the residual Ilímaussaq magmas/fluids
(for samples with S enrichment) or to changes in redox conditions/water activity (that may also lead to
depreciation of S). The most common S-species in natural SGMs (sodalite group minerals) are sulfate
(SO4

2−) and sulfide (S2−), which can, depending on redox conditions, continuously substitute for each
other [100–103]. Ilímaussaq sodalites are among the most reduced sodalites known (∆FMQ-values
below −1 [100]) and as a result their S consists mostly (or uniquely) of sulfide. Markl et al. [63]
suggest that the late state melt from which lujavrites crystallize have more oxidising characteristics
(∆FMQ-values above +2) at which values it is expected that S is present mostly as sulfate ions. The data
thus suggest that S in roof and floor cumulates (with low S contents) is mostly reduced sulfide, while S
in lujavrite and some of the hydrothermal sodalites (with high S contents) is mostly oxidized sulfate.

5.2. Halogen and S Partitioning Between EGM and Sodalite

Rock samples from which sufficient EGM and sodalite for CIC analysis could be extracted enable
us to investigate the partitioning of halogens and S between the two minerals (Figure 7). Importantly,
the textural relationships and modal amounts of EGM and sodalite are different in the two rock types.
Roof cumulates (naujaites) contain euhedral sodalite with moderate amounts of interstitial EGM,
whereas in floor cumulates (kakortokites), EGM always largely dominates over sodalite and the latter
is interstitial towards EGM.

Fluorine is clearly concentrated in EGM over sodalite, with relative enrichment factors
([F/ClEGM/F/Clsod)]) between 2 and 6, averaging around 3 (Figure 7a). The relative enrichment
in EGM compared to sodalite is related to the crystal structures of the two minerals. In sodalite each
Cl is tetrahedrally surrounded by sodium with Na-Cl distances of 274 pm [104]. These authors also
calculated the Na-F distance of the not yet synthesized F-sodalite, which is 228.3 pm, significantly
smaller than the distance in Cl-sodalite. As the sodalite structure is relatively rigid, based on a cubic
ordered framework of AlO4 and SiO4 tetrahedra the small F ion does not fit properly into the Cl space
and it will prefer to stay in solution relative to Cl during sodalite crystallisation, or, if F-sodalite was
a stable mineral and the F concentration was high enough, it would form F-sodalite. In EGM, Na is
also only bonded to Cl. In EGM the chemical structure is much less constant as in sodalite and bond
lengths seem to be more variable [105–107]. Johnsen and Grice [107] present the crystal structures of
17 different EGM crystals where F/Cl ratios vary between 0 and 5.7. Interatomic distances are given
in detail for three of these crystals with F/Cl ratios of 0, 0.55, and 5.7. Na-X distances are variable,
but largely overlapping with values between 236 and 283 pm overall with averages of 258 pm for the
F-poorest crystal and 268 and 269 for the F-rich crystals. What we notice here is that average bond
lengths for Cl-rich and F-rich EGM are very similar, suggesting that F can be incorporated as good as Cl.
This suggests that F will preferably be incorporated in EGM compared to sodalite, because it fits better.

Bromine is mostly concentrated in sodalite relative to EGM (Figure 7b) except for one sample,
with relative enrichment factors ([Br/ClEGM/Br/Clsod]) of about 0.5. The bond length for Na-Br in
Br-sodalite is 286.5 pm [104]. Unfortunately, Na-Br bond lengths for EGM are not known. In the case
of Br-sodalite the bond length is only moderately larger than the 274 pm for the Na-Cl bond length
(ca. 5%). Br would fit fairly easy in a Cl-sodalite crystal. Considering that F and Cl fit equally easy
in an EGM crystal could suggest that Br would also fit well in EGM. As the Br ion seems to prefer
sodalite over EGM, this would suggest the Br prefers the crystal where it fits in a fixed Na-tetrahedron
compared to a crystal where it is rather loosely bound to the Na ions in its surroundings. As no
quantitative data for Br in EGM are known, further research is necessary to better understand its
behavior in EGM.
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Although I concentrations are very low in the samples, I/Cl enrichment factors ([I/ClEGM/I/Clsod)])
seem to indicate differences between samples from the roof and the floor cumulates (Figure 7c). In most
roof cumulate samples, I concentrates in EGM, while in the floor cumulates it concentrates in the
sodalite. I− is a very large ion (210 pm, compared to 167 pm for Cl− and 196 pm for Br− [25]) and does
not fit well in most crystal structures. This suggests that it will only be incorporated in minerals in the
last magmatic stages. Sodalites in the roof cumulates are early stage and EGM last stage minerals while
in the floor cumulates EGM are more early stage and sodalite last. This fits relatively well, especially
considering the very low I concentrations in these samples.
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the same rock samples. Sodalite seems to prefer Br compared to EGM, which relatively concentrates F
and S. The preference I depends on rock type or crystallization conditions

The sulfur distribution between sodalite and EGM is similar to what was observed for F (except
for one sample), showing preferred incorporation of S into EGM in most roof and some floor cumulate
samples (Figure 7d) and suggesting that S fits more easily in EGM than in sodalite. A complicating
factor here is the redox sensitivity of S. Following our discussion above (Section 5.1.2), S in magmatic
sodalite from floor and roof series rocks in Ilímaussaq under reduced conditions is mostly present
as S2− and S tends to prefer EGM over sodalite. However, sodalite in evolved rocks that may have
crystallized at higher water activity and oxygen fugacity is very S-rich [63] with S/Cl ratios (around
0.3) higher than in EGM (0.025–0.2). Assuming that S is present as sulfate in both minerals, under
water-rich/more oxidized conditions, the compatibility of SO4

2− for sodalite is larger than for EGM.



Minerals 2020, 10, 995 16 of 23

5.3. Halogen and S Systematics of EGM from Different Localities: Clues to Magma Sources?

Between the five intrusive complexes (Ilímaussaq, Norra Kärr, Tamazeght, Lovozero, and Khibina)
there is considerable variation both in F, Cl, Br, and S and in the Cl-normalized ratios (Figures 3 and 5).
Very striking are the exceptionally high F and low Cl contents in EGM from Norra Kärr (Figures 3a and
5a). With generally around 0.4–0.7 wt.%, F in these EGM is mostly even higher than Cl (0.3–0.4 wt%,
which indicates that on a molar basis, F is about twice as high as Cl). At the other locations (Tamazeght,
Lovozero, and Khibina), F/Cl ratios are much more in line with the ratios observed in Ilímaussaq. The
data clearly show that F is always a very common minor component in EGM with concentrations of
around 0.1–0.3 wt.% (Figure 3). Molar F/Cl ratios of EGM from Norra Kärr can be higher than 1, whereas
those from Tamazeght, Lovozero, and Khibina are mostly similar to Ilímaussaq samples and generally
well below 0.5 (Figure 5b). In contrast to the other studied complexes, Norra Kärr is characterized by
the total absence of sodalite and is relatively poor in typical F-carriers in such systems, such as fluorite
and sodic amphibole [58,78]. This may indicate a relatively Cl-poor parental magma compared to the
other studied complexes, or it may indicate that halogens were lost during metamorphism. The first
explanation would result in a system in which F needed to be incorporated in EGM and could explain
the exceptionally high F/Cl ratios in EGM. Unlike the other intrusions, Norra Kärr has been deformed
and metamorphosed and shows intense interaction with crustal fluids. Atanasova et al. [58] state
that EGM were formed once sufficient Cl (and REE and HFSE) were present. During metamorphism,
EGM were destabilised and partly decomposed to catapleite (Na2Zr[Si3O9].2H2O) and secondary REE
bearing minerals. As the high F contents of EGM in Norra Kärr were not realised at that time (no F
data were reported in [58]) it is not possible to establish the importance of the presence of F in this
system yet. It must be realized, however, that it is also unknown yet if Cl is an essential element in the
formation of EGM. Although a F-bearing endmember (kentbrooksite [106]) has been defined already
more than 20 years ago, the importance of F in EGM has not been realised yet. Giehl et al. [16] in
their study on the experimental evolution of peralkaline melts were not able to measure F in EGM
that were formed during their experiments and for that reason it is impossible to understand F-Cl
relationships during formation of EGM from melts that contain significant F and Cl amounts. F is only
very seldomly measured in EGM, as its detection limit at the EPMA is rather high and it cannot be
measured by ICP-MS. As a result, this study is the first to obtain a rather comprehensive view of the
presence of F in EGM.

Bromine contents and Br/Cl ratios are highest in EGM from Khibina, in some samples even
higher than in the roof cumulates from Ilímaussaq (Figures 2 and 5). As progressive crystallization of
sodalite and EGM decreases Br/Cl ratios (see above), this suggests that Khibina represents a relatively
“less-evolved” magma composition compared to the closely associated Lovozero complex, which is
often considered as closely related to the Khibina complex [52,73]. The Br/Cl ratio content in Lovozero
is comparable to the naujaite samples from Ilímaussaq, and higher than in the kakortokites. The Br/Cl
ratios in EGM from Tamazeght are more in line with the kakortokites. Br/Cl ratios in Norra Kärr
are mostly in line with the ratios in Ilímaussaq. The low Cl in this location indicates that Br is also
mostly low. In one sample, however, an extremely high Br concentration was observed. In sample
NK5613 a concentration of 480 µg/g was measured. While extreme, as otherwise no concentrations
in EGM above 28 were measured, the value is real; although at first it was thought that the sample
was contaminated. A recent study [108] measured Br concentrations in a small number of Norra Kärr
EGM by LA-ICP-MS. They measured in each of their three samples Br concentrations that were mostly
above 100 µg/g. That indicates that Br in EGM can in principle be very high. As the EGM in Norra
Kärr are metamorphosed and altered it may be possible that parts of them have been heavily altered
by very Br rich aqueous solution resulting in extreme Br incorporation in parts of the EGM here.

Sulfur concentrations are relatively high in samples from Lovozero. Both absolute S concentrations
and S/Cl ratios are comparable to the contents of the “lower S” Lujavrites from Ilímaussaq,
but significantly lower than the very high S contents in the top lujavrites. S contents in the
other complexes are comparable to the contents in the top and floor cumulates from Ilímaussaq.
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The variability of the minor anion (F-Br-S) geochemistry of EGM in different peralkaline complexes
is well illustrated in a ternary F-S-100 × Br diagram (Figure 8). It shows very nicely that the minor
anion chemistry of EGM varies greatly from location to location. It also shows that there are no fixed
relationships between the minor anions and that their relationships are affected by chemical variations
in the melt and by post-magmatic processes. The ternary diagram illustrates the F-rich nature of EGM
from Norra Kärr, the relatively high Br contents for EGM from Khibina and from Ilímaussaq naujaites,
the relatively S-rich nature of EGM from Ilímaussaq lujavrites and intermediate positions for EGM
from Lovozero (Figure 8).Minerals 2020, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW 17 of 23 
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6. Conclusions

Halogen systematics and halogen ratios in Cl-dominated rock-forming minerals in peralkaline
rocks monitor magmatic processes (e.g., fractionation and cumulate formation) and late-stage
hydrothermal processes (degassing, water-enrichment, and fluid–rock interaction).

We have determined the halogen (F, Cl, Br, and I) and S contents in a set of eudialyte-group
minerals, sodalites and tugtupites from five different peralkaline intrusions (Ilímaussaq, Norra Kärr,
Tamazeght, Lovozero, and Khibina), with a clear focus on EGM and sodalite samples from the
well-studied Ilimaussaq complex. The detailed knowledge for these samples allows to correlate
changes in halogen contents and ratios with processes, based on numerous previous studies on these
rocks. The investigated minerals dominate the Cl and Br budget of the rocks, while for F, other
F-bearing phases (e.g., amphibole, fluorite, villiaumite, and minerals of the rinkite group and the
apatite supergroup) play a role in some of the investigated rocks. Parts of the S budget are scavenged
in rare sulfides.

On an intrusion scale, fractionation of sodalite and EGM in peralkaline magmas leads to decreasing
Cl and Br contents as well as Br/Cl ratios in the system during magmatic evolution. This parallels
apatite fractionation in metaluminous rocks, causing decreasing Br/Cl in evolved rocks, with generally
decreasing Br and Cl contents, while F increases [9]. Fluorine contents in sodalite and EGM are,
however, difficult to interpret in the case of peralkaline systems as several other F-rich phases
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contribute to the F budget of the magma. Because of its redox sensitivity, S contents in sodalite
and EGM show the combined effects of magma differentiation and changes in oxygen fugacity and
water activity. Low I contents render it not easy to constrain the behavior of this rare and barely
studied element during magmatic differentiation and hydrothermal overprint. Although there are
responses to changing physico-chemical crystallization conditions, it remains difficult to draw more
quantitative conclusions. Understanding I better in evolving magmatic systems requires application
of more sensitive methods than the CIC setting applied here (e.g., SIMS techniques) using carefully
characterized and matrix-matched reference materials.

Our data also bear implications for the mineral chemistry and compositional variation of sodalite
and especially EGM in general. Volatile components in EGM that are not normally considered, such as
F and S, can reach concentrations of thousands of µg/g. Especially in the case of F, with its low atomic
weight, the results obtained in this study indicate that it is very significant for formulae calculations,
neutral charge-balance, and similar aspects at such concentration levels. Further dedicated research
on the distribution of minor anions (F, Br, S, and I) is extremely sparse and clearly needed for a full
understanding on the impact of these components on the crystallography and structure refinement
methods for this mineral group.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2075-163X/10/11/995/s1,
Table S1: Anion concentrations and anion/Cl ratios of the EGM (Eudialyte Group Mineral) samples discussed in
this study. Table S2: Anion concentrations and anion/Cl ratios of the sodalite and tugtupite samples discussed in
this study.
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