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Abstract: The Global Boundary Stratotype Section and Point (GSSP) for Ladinian-Carnian Boundary (LLCB) was defined at Pra-
ti Di Stuores/Stuores Wiesen Section in Italy at a level coinciding with the lowest occurrence of the ammonoid Daxatina cana-
densis. This GSSP level is commonly considered to near the lowest occurrence of the conodonts Quadralella polygnathiformis
or Budurovignathus diebeli. However, the placement of the LCB within sections of South China is controversial, because the
primary ammonoid marker for LCB (D. canadensis) hasn’t been reported in South China. The working placement of LCB based
on ammonoid biostratigraphy (e.g., Trachyceras) is considerably higher than the levels where the conodont biostratigraphy
would suggest its position. For example, ammonoids in the southwest Guizhou region with the best marine record in South Chi-
na suggest the LCB should be assigned near the top of Zhuganpo Formation, whereas conodont biostratigraphy suggests that
the LCB should be at the base of Zhuganpo Fm.. The Dapingzi Section in Zhenfeng County of Guizhou Province, yielded ele-
ments of the conodonts Quadralella polygnathiformis and Budurovignathus sp. from the transitional bed near the top of Yan-
gliujing Formation., which suggests an assignment to the lowermost Carnian (the “Cordevolian” substage, as used by some au-
thors). Therefore, this conodont assemblage would imply that the LCB in the Dapingzi Section should be placed within the up-

per part of Yangliujing Formation, below the base of the Zhuganpo Formation. However, to accurately assign the LCB within
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the marine deposits of South China requires integrating the ammonoid and conodont biostratigraphy with additional stratigraph-

ic correlation methods, such as magnetostratigraphy and U/Pb ages.

Key words: conodont; ammonoid; magnetostratigraphy; Zhenfeng County of Guizhou; biostratigraphy.

FHL T By — < JE B (Ladinian-Carnian) 5t 2&
(LCBY, B — E =& G A 4. K Je Br (Carnian) JiK
Rk L Z A 5 (GSSP) & F 2008 4F 4% [ b
b 225 B 2 A8 AL TR ORI AR JL AT R B S 1L e A
By Prati Di Stuores/Stuores Wiesen | i, UL %4 f1
Daxatina canadensis (Whiteaves) B 1 B B A5
HRJE B m e B, M Zbs i B 1 Paragon-
dolella polygnathiformis (Budurov and Stefanov)
(= Quadralella polygnathiformis, W Orchard
QO3 MEH I M HLEE A D. canadensis W BLFH
# 70 em(Mietto er al., 2012). % i B9 LCB 5 —
IER PR (S2n) (Y 16 B4 4 3T — B st Bk ) 2 L J2 AL
T R A AR AR B ) R 2 3 R B8 Allpe
di Siusi/Seiser Alm M IX Az T B b 0 I 4F 25 4
(237.7740.14 Ma, ik T LCB — 444 f1 (Frankites
regoledanus) Y. 7 » R J& By IK F¢ 48 & B 4 0 Sk
237 Ma, IX — Ji& 5 4F i {5 B o B0 42 B0 v >R
(Mietto et al., 2012).

SRR B 1 R & A E SR JE B IE A2 —pR ik
W28 4 Daxatina canadensis. X5 LI B T IE
£ Q. polygnathiformis W PR E LKJEBE .
TEZ 5 2 1Y 48 X 4E I8, K HE Gradstein et al.
(2012) #5 “A Concise of Geologic Time Scale
20127, P E M R R 2014 (4 [ LR 2 B4 (b E

R I Ze 23, 201D 754 3 B g A AL T B — R 2 Bir
PR AE I MH i AE 235 Ma, H i 19 “ A Concise of
Geologic Time Scale 2016”(Ogg et al., 2016) 1%
LAFIR IR BT 237 Ma.

1 LCB A=Y HJZ W5 BUIR
1.1 HALEYME
HOTE =B REYH)ZE EREEEZIEN
(Tozer, 1994) , AR 4 35 1 b )2 XF LE . 5 42 407 Hb DX A
& K (Tozer, 1994) fE1E % A J& Frankites —
Daxatina— Trachyceras 3¢ J5 H 2 1Y i ¥ ( Mietto
et al., 2012) R 7E 3 E Nevada #[X , B R Fran-
kites J@ KSR B IR AE 5, (H 2 Daxatina J& F1 Tra-
chyceras J& B9 B A0 %% A K 2 W B ) (Mietto et
al.. 2012).[¥Fr LCB 4§ 41 Hu )2 7 51 LAKR 42 37 b IX
A TEAN AL T B e B AR — S IE BT Longobard-
ian 2 JE By & T # — 4 W BY Cordevolian 4K K &
B Protrachyceras longobardicum . Pr. neumayi .
F. regoledanus . D. canadensis Fl T. aon A
(Jenks et al., 2015) (W D BIXM 2,124 M1k, 76
FE L KA %A Daxatina J&HIHGE.
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Correlation of Ladinian-Carnian conodont and ammonoid zones with absolute ages at Tethys

YRR 3 A A W )2 51 B Jenks er al. (2015); A A &Y HL 2 5] H Kozur (2003) fil Chen et al.(2015) . Bu. = Budurovignathus , Q. =
Quadralella ; A8 %W ET] H Mundil ez al.(1996) Brithwiler ez al.(2007) Fl Mietto et al.(2012)
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Fig. 2 Conflictions among scholars about the marine

Ladinian-Carnian boundary at Guizhou area

T. multituberculatum Hsu.F X W (1983) X} % 7 5
M4 A Y oo 2480 T W12 5, 5L T Xenopro-
trachyceras primum, Pr. deprati X T. multitu-
berculatum =3 A 4, ¥ LCB B FREMATZ
() Bk B 20 CRF 9 20 A A A i B ol A Bk Be K e
B (£ LRI, 1983)) 1Y A7 BFB (A 24 T /INMT 4D 1Y
B 2). Hao et al.(2003) %} 5t JH 5G4 J 5T 4= I
AL O B4 /N2 (PR XA, 2002)) 11 3k 2 2%
HEAT BT 4518 LA A I AR N i R e
191 A G 301 A8 R A5 (2003) X6 5 OG04 3 X A A7 AT 3
HLA/NUIZH (35 40 H )2 AT T IR S - L T 5 A
A, H R R0k X, primwn ¥ Pr. deprai
W Pr. costulatum . T. multituberculatum i Fl
Sirenites cf. senticosus i gk, ¥ iZ# X #9 LCB & T
/N L2 8 B0 DY 014 A6 5 (IR 20 2% 2 45 (2013) 7E = P
BB B =S g 2 B2 T 7 B R Y T/
M) /i L3R 1 36 4 T. aonoides 1 Fl Austro-
trachyceras triadicum i , #F — 20 58 38 T % B 89 19 44
AW Z TF ) A % SCST W RE” B A B, 53 90 2%
SCHTRZZ A S Zou et al . (2015) X 1% I 1) 3 41 4647
T VRS L AT 2 T B 2H B A B (= /NI 4D
AR C5F 8 J2) Mo vk WA AT AT 3 B (T AT LD 26 6.7
J2MIE T34 Trachyceras J& 1L 2 2L TH A
Haoceras xingyiense 7 JEE AR 1% 1H 5 2 J2 1 B
BT A P. polygnathi formis (E IR ,1998) , Zou
et al . (2015) 5% I B9 LCB B 8 T4 6 J25E %
PR BIAT A3 2 Y 1R (& 2).
1.2 FEAEHDHE

WAL BT IE A Q. polygnathi formis TE
A EA BB Z A e R o BB gE
i 2 R B 22 R JE B IR A CEZ0M 55, 2005 ; IME £ 55

2005; Lehrmann et al., 2015). Kozur(1989a)i\ K
B T P. polygnathiformis W B B, Budurovig-
nathus diebeli B E BAL ] LLH K $8 7= < JE B 10 iE
It R JE B d T B 5 kR IE By (Cordevo-
lian) () AT 1 3 B = B 4> F (P. polygnathi-
Sformis) FHL T B 40 F (Budurovignathus J&) M4
R R X R R LR LT B — RE B 2 TE
T B e A ao o BV AR A EE 2 R . 1992). Bu.
diebeli TEFRE BA HIE (B 571~ 5 #HB0h 4> AR
B SF A~ 5. 1999)) . H I 6 18] 7. 38 Bop fE A
(2006) & et ok He 8 e A PRIk L 320Rp 7 op [ B
W JC A VI UE 4 (IR AN S L 20160 8K 1, I =
241 P. polygnathi formis MPLT By F 8250
Budurovignathus J& 73 T1E 5 22 J1 51 _F i L4
AR B (F 40545 ,2005; Lehrmann et al., 2015).

B E PR B LCB B & A SR 4009 F 2 £ 4
Yy 2 7 %1, Kozur (2003) & 45 T M Longobardian
#| Cordevolian B 4 ¥ A7 W &2 4351 0 : Bu.
hungaricus 1 . Bu. mungoensis . Bu. supralon-
gobardica . X Budorovignathus diebli- P.
polygnathi formis 44 (B 1).Chen et al.(2015)
W) A TR BT 82 1 Bu. hungaricus 7 . Bu. mungo-
ensis MW\ P. inclinata . P. intermedius W
P. tadpole™i W T T A Y HLZ 5 (E 1),

TEAETE A P47 4 (1995) 76 25 74 1 “ 3k I 417 b
W EZ B # L T Neogondolella polyg-
nathiformis-Neogondolella maantangensis 4 &
# .Neogondolella polygnathiformis-Neogondolel-
la tad pole Y17 M Neogondolella polygnathifor-
mis A AE U1 A e 7 0RO S T A A0 O 4B T
TILK M b )2 & A Neogondolella polyg-
nathiformis ¥ ~FA7% (199547544 LCB % Ti% &
P FE 3 40 B IS0 (BT 2) . PMPE & 5% (2005) X Para-
gondolella J&FE LCB B i AL 247 T 83T IR
HA WA 93 307 m AL, — 32N P foliata incli-
nata-P. polygnathi formis-P. maantangensis , 73—
%N P. foliata inclinata-P. foliata foliata-P.
tad pole  HINH P. polygnathi formis W) BAE R
RJE B S bR A S S B L A T BN e
Prryemlm e LCB & T A AT 34 A
R DL L 3.38 m Ak (& 2) (HARERE WIS, bR T 5t
1, A HoAthdh J5 T8 P. polygnathi formis H
Budurovignathus J&5r T 34 (A IE.

H O AR 26 A A= W b 2 3R E AR R A LCB
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TE 5P PG R DX — BT AT T 2 TS R O A
P I A A Wy 2 3 N S T A B 2 IR
B3 36 40 5 T AR AT R & B Daxatina canaden-
sts 3 AT T3 T 5% 56 10 T A o He Al 3 Dk oK i B
A 1t F (Cordevolian) B P. polygnathiformis Fl
Budurovignathus J&4y T A4 ) 33 I 21X fifi 15 1¢
R A LCB Y 2E 9 b 2 0F 584K SR 55

2 WEMEHL)ZE

TE AR W) b 220G A0 P2 ) A HT 4R T Rk )2 AT L
i JE X e AR Bt B Bl BROAR [ B A R AR
b2 P R LCB By PR 2 IR 2 B S
2k JZ2 #! Prati Di Stuores/Stuores Wiesen # [
(Mietto er al.. 2012)35 HhfE 5 1 LCB [ ] Py 2
PUIE M 3 (S2n) , IFFE 4238 LCB T~ #A —
B AT (STr) 33X — R AiE W] 5 A2 Fg OC T &)
(Lehrmann et al., 2015) LI & B F| Mayerling #il
H P47 %F HE (UT1n 1 MT13r 8 H Geomagnetic
polarity timescale Hb f #% 1 B ] 4% 22 X% Lk (Houn-
slow and Muttoni, 2010)). R4& /R 4 LCB &Y
0 RE ATS SR A 5E o (H d5g T Xof 5 M G U 3t J5 2 Bl B 3 1)
P W0 I 20 T8 2 /0N I 20 1 38 6% A b J2 F 5 3R B
/NG SRR ST 2 S Sy B R P T AT AT e iR 2
b S AR T A M0 2 T SR B B P
(Minzoni et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2015). P {15
TERE B2 A 2RI AT S0 4 A 2 25 1 2k 5
b JZ NS A A Y B A Ry TE AR T A AR RS AL A
I RS M b 2 R R SO T b 22 A A Y i Ak LCB
TSR T AT AT S A S M 20 2 18] L A 40 - 4 %) TR
B A VIR B L (Zhang et al., 2015) ,3X Bt LA [A]
T ) S 255 P [0 A R0 (L $FE DA 0 HE T8 149 2 il A e AT
AT REARTR AL T I A0, AT g S 2k 2 A ) T S
(SLo)HXF FeABJE H T4 o ok & s N TR
Z W H = A DL E B DU, mT RE 2 B A= W11k
AU A AT AT AT DL S RN ) E 5 i A 25 A A5 I
R0, T 50H Hr =2 1% Bt J2 0 R v b2 A% R,

3 FLRAER
Mundil et al.(1996) % Fd Alps B Seceda i 1

725 Daonella lommeli B HLE F 109 k1K 2
A1 U-Pb Wl 4 25 5 19 % 48 2 238.0 = 0.4 Ma 5§

238.04-0.7 Ma, X —4E R H YN N ZHET 2 A1 lon-
gobardicum /neumayri W. 7% (¥)J& Longobardian)
L B AEHY (Mietto et al., 2012) (& 1).Brithwiler
et al.(2007) Xt B 4l 1] 7§ ¥ Flexenpass #) M Rei-
fling 40 © #4317 U-Pb & f1 45 % K 239.3 £
0.2 Ma, ZFE B E AN N 7F= T4 0 longobardicum
WAHF P (Mietto et al., 2012). WHT BT iR , Mietto ez
al.(2012) %5 1 T B KR AL Alpe di Siusi/Seiser
Alm # X Rio Nigra #| 7 T By L#% A Fran-
kites regoledanus Y45 Hi 2 N 19 #5 41 U-Pb I 47 %%
#ih 237.774+0.14 Ma, il F LCB — AL (& D).
PRI S R JE B S S A1 08 B HE 0 Ry 237 Ma. 25k 4¢
(2016) X 5 M 2% Sk WA AT AT 35 Be (AT AT 30 2HD B3
BEIK 2 B8 AT 5 AT T LA-ICP-MS /Yy U-Pb
ARARAA N L A5 S W 1Ak A WRAF 2 6 4R 08 o
240.821.8 Ma R AT AT MRS AL T 0 A0 15 0
TR 3% % B REOA N IR 48 41 Haoceras
xingyiense 1 24 T8 Alps # X B35 11 F. regole-
danus WA (WF Zou et al., 2015 B Fig.11), 1M 24
A F. regoledanus . B 4 % 20 J2& 7 237.77 ~
237.00 MaZZ 0] (Mietto et al., 2012), 5 &) 5
(2016) A XLAE A BOR A

4 BN 0T F T 3 KRR ] oy AR
Yy b )2

KEEF ) 1 (N25°26'40.09", E105°29'16.38") fif
TR T F e 20 2 km RA G AR 600 m Y
IR 2 oS va B O T S AN 2 70| B B i Y 9 3 g
ARDE NPT FT 4T F0 i 2 b )2 3 e B K SRR
2518 m([& 3) , BARH AW T .

UK £

8 IR ta i — v 2 A A ) WE B A IR A R R A TR
AR LCC-012, % Q. polygnathi formis,J& 2.40 m, H
L.

TORBAA R A JE IR A e LM R A TR R F I A R R
LCC-011, LA/t ,J& 1.50 m.

6. R B b BR A A B IR s 2 AT R AR R L T
R F A FEF LCC-010, i +2.18 m b 5% A LCC-009,
JIE+0.50 m &b RAE LCC-008, 6 F I 7 i, & 3.68 m.

5. BAG R R & AR Tl A TR R T A ke S LCC-007 , %
R AR LCC-006, LA TE =, 2 0.50 m.

A i
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Fig.3 Conodonts and ammonoid distributions at the Daping-

zi Section, Zhenfeng, Guizhou

L EE
4R Z BRI R R A A R K a R W CR F Y AR

LCC-005. & F & fi: Q. polygnathiformis. Budurovig-
nathus sp.,/% 1.70 m.

SRR B A R R OR Y A0 R i LCC-004. % 2F
A Q. polygnathi formis .Budurovignathus sp.,/5 0.90 m.

2R BEJE R TR IB KA KR Y A K & LCC-003.
WA Q. polygnathi formis,J& 2.50 m.

LRB A — EERAEYRE KA, &% A Frankites cf.
glaber i/ W52 G HAZEEFLEYHE K +2.25 m
R F A RE S LCC-002, K MR AE LCC-001. & A Q.
polygnathi formis /DB IE 4 F.J& 5.25 m, B 5.

%) 18T IR HB R AT 3 A1 Frankites cf. glaber
(F 3). 53 Ah RSP IE A ke 12 1 (A Yy 5~
6 kg) B A Jiang et al.(2007) FIAE 4 ¥ 45 (2015)
i AL B A AR B P IR A T
(K 4, HA Q. polygnathi formis FEFTAFHZH T
PS& 715 I i 8 e e OB LY =R SR RS B (E R BE R
B, Budurovignathus J& 4> T 1E B M 4 E 5
WE P WHE LZH, HE Q. polygnathiformis
HA: (18 3).

1 Frankites J& 155 $23r, db 25 55 b ] 2 A
THLT B B2 R JE By T2 b (Mietto et al.,
2012). I A Q. polygnathi formis T4 Wl H 41 iE
TR+ oK B R LA KB, X 5 5F A5 (1995) X
DT e 37 KV e ) T A BIF 5 4 2R — B AR B TE R

Bl 4 7T M 0T =35 00 3 KB 30 I i 8 43 F % A
Fig.4 Selected photos of key conodonts from the Ladinian-Carnian Boundary Strata of the Dapingzi Section
HA R =500 o, AR A CRAF7E H b 5T R 2% GO M ERBL 2= 24 B b BR A W% R sa B AL b R, e AR 1~3,Q. polygnathi formis ;1.1.CC-
001,1-1039;2.1.CC-004 ,1-1065; 3.1.LCC-012, 1-1041.4 ~6 , Budurovignathus sp.;4.1.CC-004,1-1082;5.1.LCC-004,1-1084 ;6.1.CC-005,1-1023
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B30 1 A M0 4 B8 k3 T LA Budurovig-
nathus B F (E 4).5 Budurovignathus J& 1
B Polygnathus mungoensis Diebel, 1956 #H
L s AR IX SEAR A O HLO 14 98 L At 35 D R I S A R
BEA R B R s R TR 1 B S OB it iy 1A
& I8 15 v 1 R SRR, 3 2/ G Kozur (1988,
1989b) ¥ Budurovignathus J& W) E X 5 H ik, if &
MIA AN Budurovignathus J&43 T . R, 550 01 F K
PR dm S e I — AL R B A Q. polyg-
nathi formis Ml Budurovignathus J& 43 ¥ 342 g9 33
P JZ X — 3 P JZ B AR AR JE Bir (8 Cord-
evolian. N IX s 7, 5t N 01 F= Je 37 K FF 75 1 7Y LCB
A REE TR B (R 2).

5 B

AR, 6 F IR E VG AH LCB BT (14 2 4 b )2 F
FEWAG TV Z R, 28 T8 A DL 5t 56 0 30 1 1Y i 1
AR (Lehrmann et al., 2015) Hig & 2, %
BT I TC A A0 M2 G L k= B A A W )2 5 %
A7 LR W 4 2 )R LI . T TE 4 A AR ) M R D ST A
B 1) 3 [ 5 PG T DX, R 22 BRI O A A D) A ok
)& LCB.2R M, B A 2 ) 46 £1 Daxatina cana-

TN Q. polygnathi formis B ILEE R R
i€ LCB Y E Z AR 5 il T IERLEUIR i K A
SERE (45 8 T OIS s AL IEL b TR ED | i

fE X WATES (W, Ziegler, 1973 B p.145) ,{H 2 H:
A4 5 TP DR 25 i 5 ke 1 e VR S s i b i 2
$#1E (Orchard and Balini, 2007).0Orchard and Bali-
ni(2007) A b K JE Br L& 1“Q. polygnathifor-
mis” 5 LCB T i Q. polygnathi formis 1R K
AN o PRt SR T 7 A% BRAE T %R AR A A AT Y
BIT.Q. polygnathi formis N EANT 6 DL (1)
W B RN B 8007 BT 5 (2) 1 & ZE A Ik B A7) 5
AR R 11 A8 8 1) i A2 7 T[] oA A B SRR 255 (3)
INRE 47 5 o0 EL IR 2 ll 5 (40 14 4 b 45 v B2 O il
B o (B I 7T BE 4 0 5% 1 1A B il % T B 5 (5) T
WA A AT Bl S 5 T T A RTA S
Z B FERKRBF IR X AT AF F RS E
W SRR A AR — 28 IR B 32 G T A FELBIE G AT A
HBXFRICEN Q. polygnathi formis PFRA FEAT H
kLA A A B W2 Budurovignathus die-
beli W BAALTT LU R B LCB. {H 1% Pl 7 48 1

A W YIRE.

i b IR ENE AR T B — RE B R W5 i
SV ZIE RTEF A VL A A SR )E b K
R 1 25 0 2 AR R e IF — 2B EA T R M T 2 e 4
Xof AF W8 BIF 5 9 AN I BT A IR B 6% 58 B R 47 7Y B
— Y EAR I ERX R LT LA A 21
)2 (PLEEFRSF,2016) , sl LA M Bk £k 2= it 26 (o5
VLK . 2016) KA T Z MR E 2. B H 2. 2 F
B (1 BIF 5 R B UE 74 8 B 47 b ff 2R b % 2 (]

FM. I BEeRBRAEFTRARAXZ (X AHD
WRERFEHFTBRELEZRT TR LA R ILE
B AL R F AT DAETRET H ;K
ERAGERPRMET H8;].G.Ogg #4% 3 A LR
BT 25 E L A — IR R R
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