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The paleo-CO, was 766—1 277 ppmv during the Hauterivian to Barremian based on the stomatal ratio method, which is

consistent with the results of other studies. The CO,variation trend during the Early Jurassic to the Early Cretaceous is

reconstructed based on the leaf gas-exchange model in combination with previous data. The paleo-CO, was 643—1 136 ppmv

during the Jurassic and 548 ppmv during the Hauterivian to Barremian. The results show that the CO, concentration was high in

the Early and Middle Jurassic, with a decreasing trend toward the Cretaceous, and then showed a significant increase during Early

and Middle Cretaceous. The paleo-CO, reached its peak during the late Early Cretaceous, and then decreased significantly

afterwards. Studies have shown that the leaf gas-exchange model can be an effective proxy for reconstructing paleoclimate.

Key words: Ginkgoites; paleo-CO,; gas exchange model; quantitative reconstruction; Mesozoic; paleoclimate.
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Fig. 2 Macroscopic and upper epidermal morphology of Ginkgoites sibirica
a.b. Ginkgoites sibirica A ML A | LB R =5 mm , bR A 4i 5 : 19-K-2-1088; ¢ \d \e. Ginkgoites sibirica Y5 it 5t I 3 B R-AE B ¢y 3%
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Fig.3 Characteristics of lower epidermis of Ginkgoites sibirica
a. Ginkgoites sibirica Yo W35 T 2 FAFE , L HI R =100 pm , 354 4 55 : 19-K-2-1088; b. Ginkgoites sibirica Y% 5t F 2 j B ALAT HF
E, eI =50 pm;c. Ginkgoites sibirica 62 B8 T 2 2 SALAFFAE , o il =10 pm
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Fig. 4 Scanning electron microscopic features of Ginkgoites sibirica
a.b.c. Ginkgoites sibirica 14 H1 55 I 3R J A R ARRAE , B a B b 19 BT R =100 pm, B ¢ L6l R =50 pm, bR A< i % : 19-K-2-10885d e . I. Gink-
goites sibirica I L E 1 3 B 8 R T ARAE , B d H IR =100 pm, Bl e BT R =50 pm, B { GBI R =20 pm;g.h.i. Ginkgoites sibirica ¥4 0 45
TR IEAE B g e IR =100 pm, B h & i (4 H iR =20 pm
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Table 2 Comparison of characteristics between the specimens and Ginkgoites sibirica
4 Ginkgoites sibirica AL
3 2R 3~4 3~4
¢ 8~10 10
R kA 4~9 5~6
24 )7 T o ol [5R) R Bl I3 = A 2
R AL i &
ALARTE AR BT A [EE] TE B T2 A [
TALER KD 35 pm X 42 pm (31~35) pm X (37~43) pm
T2 % AR I 58 BIE
A LA i R 4~5 4~6
LR JIT A5 4 M 2 A JITAT 2 2 A7
BORR I Heer, 1876 ; Seward , 1919 Jil & % %, 2020 A3

EZ /@RI BB AN | G I i AN = S e ISP/
28, B DA K /N K 5.7~5.8 um (1 3¢ [ 4h).
e G AR LM E S, LT
WA JE (Ginkgo L) 5 LB 1 J& (Ginkgoites
Seward ) B & SCHIE ] — B & A 4. 8 R R 5
(2020) 7E B 45 11 N 150 2 4F >k 1 Sk 9% k5 il
I, 20 T A R G Y R BRI 5L IR B Ak A
TR FEAE AR AE IR G0 R0 B 58 B2 B2 %) A ) o 48 1Y s
5 RUAR A Ja AT 1B B A X 43 - A T B AR B IE
P 0945 00N IR E S R A R YR A AR LT Y Ak
A ¥ H A RUVR A & (Ginkgoites ) , B A A8 19 4R
FOR NI S LR £ e I N - N S VI SO
TESMIE b 5 2 304k 4 A LY 2 4ig 38 A 10 Fh
(& 1), 70 8 & MEUR A (G.chilinensis) | 7R 4t
LR A ( G.manchurica) A7 P W A ( Goshiguaien-
sis) KW 1 LR 7 (G tasiakouensis ) KA 4R 75
(G.giganteus) W V9 LR A (G. lingxiensis) | % Ik
LR A (G.myrionewrus) | 45 K LR A (G. taenia-
tus)  KE VR 7 ( G.dayanensis) F1 V4 1A F] W) 4R
A (G.sibirica) . JHitp A BRI A4, X5
G. shiguaiensis . G. giganteus . G. myrioneurus . G. ta-
stakouensis . G. chilinensisi # X 9] ( #% 2 4% | 1988 ;
Yang, 2004 ; Sun et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2014) ;
RIXHKFHE G manchurica(10~20 4~ 1 37 %)
AN .G lingzxiensis B 12 M v, 842 7 & ik
4~5 2% M ka2 G g, bk K BB R AR O 2 bk
Ak R, 1982) , 3 5 Y §i A A A X ) . G.taeniatus
HHBEIEZEBRE, BA-SMAE R 2N E 4~8
Z Mk, B8 AT A8 ) 10 B (I AT 4, 1959) , 5% 5 A
XA X .G dayanensis Tl G.sibirica 5 4 SCbr A&

d5c S RH AL B DR HE B0 AR A T8 sy T 0O 524 1 AR AR
AR . G.sibirica TV AE 75 WA S O AR 5 4% SChR A
FEAR —HE (R 2) MUK Z bR A GE N Ginkgo sibirica.

4l KA COLMEE 5 Bt

41 SIALEZREER

AKX G.sibirica W W16 A 1 £ AL S5
Foli R CO M E AT G5, a5 Rk 3 57
7N R A e 20 b o AR A B2 R I RICRE IR
~ LB 0 B CO, ¥ JE 1 232~1 323 ppmv, f
B b E AR 1S M E R 739~794 ppmv (] 5) .

AR E 45 B 5 Hansen and Wallmann (2003)
PRA ) 228 LOR B9l R COL e BE 26 L K Wall-
mann (2001) 2 38 (4 [ 22 228 3] 57 28 AR 4 8K ik 18 26
B AE Valanginian £ Barremian By B 25 2 — 2, I
5 Berner(1994) fil Bergman ez al. (2004 ) ## 57 [ Hb
BRAL A GEOCARB 11 & COPSE 3515 Y 4%
AT (B 5) . A s Bl 5 HoAh % # (Chen et al.
2001 ; Haworth ez al., 2005; Aucour et al., 2008 ; /£
375 &, 2008 ; Passalia, 2009 ;3 Du et al., 2016 ) i
ok A 2 B R 3% 07 A B A KR
CO, ¥ & (5 A7 3 ( % 4) . UL B Ginkgoiles sibirica
Al DUAE R 2t R CO, 1 8 9 Ak £ 45 4
42 XESEKZTHEDNEELER

ARSCR A A8 v i Bl B PRk 2 48 Pliensba-
chian Bl B9 Ginkgoites aganzhenense F1 75 5 4 Hh 75 1
2 R % 48 Aalenian ] 1Y Ginkgoites huttonii \Early
Bajocian ] i Ginkgoites obrutschewi ., Late Bajocian

W0 Ginkgoites chilinense, H it P8 AL 3 o 1T 1 203



218 HERFF2=  http://www .earth-science.net 49 &
2500
2000
>
g
£1500
=
&}
1000
500
Hett. Baj. Bath. Cal. Hau. Cen.  Coni.Sant.
| Sine.] Plic.| Toar. [Aal] | [ [oxfolKirh.Tith[Berr]Vald. [Barr] _Aptian | Albian | |Turo] || Camp. [Mass
Jurassic Cretaceous
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
200 150 100 60
5 [8](Ma)
Stomata-based Geochemical models Present paper
A Suneral.(2008) | e Geocarb(1994) AL R
@ Cheneral.(2001) Bergman et al. (2004) | Ginkgoites sibirica
[ Haworth et al.(2005) ———===-Hansen and Wallman(2003) fe i AR SZHAE
+ Aucour ef al.(2008) [ Wallman(2001) @ Ginkgoites sibirica
+ Passalia et al.(2009) @ Ginkgoites chilinese
etal. N = e A5 e 76
CRGCEE S S Y Ginkgoites obrutschewi
[ Dueral.(2016) [] Frankseral.(2014) . . .
) @ Ginkgoites huttonii
Isotope-based N Leiefal.(2018) A Ginkgoites aganzhenense
@ Retallack(2009)
| Huangeral.(2012)
¥ Robinson er al.(2002)
K5 RPN R COMERE
Fig.5 Varying CO, concentration from Jurassic to Cretaceous
R 3 Ginkgoites sibirica @S TS
Table 3 Plant stomatal data of Ginkgoites sibirica
il BRAS Gt 5 , , SR
(mm?) (mm?) (%) RCO, PCO,(ppmv) RCO, PCO,(ppmv)
129 2 367 5.17 2.19 4.38 1315 2.63 789
134 2405 5.28 2.15 4.29 1288 2.58 773
142 2431 5.52 2.05 4.11 1232 2.46 739
19-K-2-1088 155 2705 5.42 2.09 4.18 1254 2.51 753
127 2301 5.23 2.17 4.33 1300 2.60 780
G. sibirica 145 2598 5.29 2.14 4.29 1286 2.57 772
133 2312 5.44 2.08 4.17 1250 2.50 750
125 2296 >.16 2.19 4.39 1317 2.63 790
151 2594 5.50 2.06 4.12 1236 2.47 741
18-K-2-498
128 2363 5.14 2.20 4.41 1323 2.65 794
148 2571 5.44 2.08 4.16 1249 2.50 749
g 138+11 2449+143 5.33+0.14 2.13£0.06 4.264+0.11 1277+34.15  2.554+0.07  766+20.49
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Table 4 Comparison of CO, concentration restored by predecessors and this paper
it I £ R CO, I {E (ppmv) Hh Ak
Ginkgoites Hauterivian-Barremian 766~1 277 A3
Gingko Valanginian-Hauterivian 740 Chen ez al.,2001
Pseudofrenelopsis Barremian-Aptian 560~1 200 Haworth et al., 2005
Pseudofrenelopsis Cenomanian 861~1 047 {30555, 2008
Frenelopsis Late Barremian 737~1 567 Aucour et al., 2008
Brachyphyllum Barremian-Aptian 700~1 400 Passalia, 2009
Brachyphyllum ) ) 531~1 060
Preudofrenclopsis Late Aptian-Early Albian [ Du et al.,2016
x5 GFH-REEEHURTEEVSABIBERSTXSCOKREERE
Table 5 Stomatal anatomical data of Ginkgoites plants and reconstruction of paleoatmospheric CO, concentration during the

Jurassic to Early Cretaceous

=02 it D(mm?®) Upm) plpm) 3% Cp 3%Ca C/C, A, Leton CO,(ppmv)
15 139 12.3 5.15 22.29 4.50 0.53 10.71 0.04 518
Kch 14 138 10.7 5.06 22.08 4.50 0.53 10.90 0.04 579
1y 9 73 18.35 4.34 26.70 5.60 0.68 11.43 0.04 785
Iyt 10 82 18.09 4.22 25.70 5.60 0.63 11.15 0.05 643
1y 20 67 17.77 4.12 ~27.40 -5.70 0.70 11.76 0.04 927
Jdx 4 37 11.75 5.30 ~20.60 -6.10 0.41 12.01 0.02 1136

T Ty Toy' Ty Y 85 Cp BB - IR T Sun et al., 2008, HAt S04 g A% SCH9 43 B 1 G831 5040 5 8" Ca Ui K 1 Beerling ez al. ,2002.

F6 ETHRMROURELEMRENPHETH-REEHH XS CO,RERTLL

Table 6 Comparison of paleoatmospheric CO, concentration from Middle Jurassic to Early Cretaceous based on the restoration of

Ginkgoites fossils in Gansu

WAL CO, M BE (ppmyv)

o2 T i B A —— . A
AALHCRIE (A BhRiE) S RS i
Kch Ginkgoites sibirica Hauterivian-Barremian 1277 548
1,y Ginkgo chilinense Late Bajocian 1370%* 785
Iyt Ginkgo obrutschewi Early Bajocian 1231% 643
) Ginkgo . A3

Iy Aalenian 1 190%* 927

huttonii

Ginkgo ) )
Jdx Pliensbachian 1252* 1136

aganzhenense

G5 R E Sun ez al. (2008) , Hofl A SCHE B 4ot S0

7 A Hauterivian-Barremian ] B Ginkgoites si-
birica, 3 F Franks et al. (2014) Y & 3Pk 58 4 45 7
HHE TR COME (RS, ES5), 4 RN Jde
Ly Lyt Ly R E B COL M 4 58 1 136 ppmv .
927 ppmv 643 ppmv 785 ppmv, K,ch ¥k &2 ) CO,
B 4 518 ppmv ., 579 ppmv , ¥ {H & 548 ppmv.
43 XL

W E AR AR AL (Franks e al., 2014) k&
A A KA COL YR B B FFE A R 85D AR SORE R 52

g5 S 5 W] Fp R ASAL F 38 0 IR & 25 R 6 b (3R
6,K 5), 45 K8 FIH G aganzhenense YR 2 B A%
% i Pliensbachian ] i CO, #¢ & H < FL R 1k 1
i 116 ppmv; FIH G. huttonii P& 5 4k % Ik Aaleni-
an 1 19 CO, ¥ B o< FL HE 32 19 Ik 263 ppmuv; £l
H G. obrutschewi % 5 W 4k % it Early Bajocian H] iy
CO, #e Bt <AL L #8325 19 A% 588 ppmyv; F] HI G.
chilinense % & f¥) Late Bajocian #] CO, ¥ & H < 1L
Lt 1k B K 585 ppmyv; Bl Hl G. sibirica Yk 2 7.4 ¥
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it Hauterivian-Barremian ] () CO, ¥ B <AL LR
2K 2 AR 228~729 ppmv. 4 K 21 (2018) F] H
Cupressinocladus elegans . Pagiophyllum cf. crassifo-
U e N
55 A F g B P 9 i (Hauterivian-Barremian ) K <,
CO, e FE i 38 [l J}y 482~571 ppmyv , Il 8] Fh <,
FLE R IE R 2 25 Ik 405~682 ppmv. Lei et al.
(2018) F| Hl Brachyphyllum 3 it Y6 4 S AR 58 e fi
RYE A 45 R AR TR AL R A Aptian B
] - Albian 9] #9 K T CO, ¥ 5 550~
808 ppmv. LA b HI G A A 52 #4855 0k 52 1 45 2R
Y 54 SC ik 52 A5 R 40, JF BRI o R
FCO, e B 1 3 ALt AL, 0BRSS
Franks ( 2014 ) f9 #¢ 1 7 [l ( 200~1 000 ppmv ) .

A SO G G R A S R R A2 1Y L
25 5 Huang et al. (2012) F1) 1y 4 3 i 2 £h 4K 15
Y Barremian B 7 CO, ¥ BE (¥3{H 530 ppmv ) 4 2%
18 ppmv; 5 Robinson ez al. (2002) ¥k & ) Barremian
R RS CO, MR E (2520 560 ppmv) #H 22 12 ppmyv,
1E HR 225 [l N 5 Retallack (2009) Fl FH 1 £ 35
[A]{v; 2 1% 5 i) Barremian B 8] RS CO, M B Fl Wall-
mann ( 2001) F| F by 35k 1k 27 B B4k 52 1) Hauterivian-
Barremian #} i K CO, ¥ BEAH 3T . Ud B A SR
B SR A e R A1) 25 B2 WA A AH K 43 )
FH G A AU A2 H A5 B 52 v A= AR 10 45 R W AR T
AL B IR 45 A i HLAS SCEE A5 R R
M A% 20 Pliensbachian # | Aalenian #] | Early Bajo-
cian ] | Late Bajocian ] %] 5. 1 ¥t Hauterivian-
Barremian #, CO, ¥ B 52 21 i 26 B IG5 b 7 PR AR
AR Ak B, X 5 AL R IE IR R 45 R kR — 3K
(K 5).Lei et al. (2018) WF 58 I Ay Ol & MR 58 e i
RUXER 52 1 0 20 B v B HE AR PR RO 1Y CO,L Mk
JEE AT DA WS A AR AR AR SCHl 3 X Ginkgoites agan-

zhenense , Ginkgoites sibirica . Ginkgoites chilinense

lium 1 Brachyphyllum obtusum i

Ginkgoites obrutschewi . Ginkgoites huttonii #J 3§ [t
W B 2 AR KR CO, W B, AN [R] & Fil <
FL AR DG B AR A A BB AU 2 (8] £ 7E 22 57
Ginkgoites aganzhenense . Ginkgoites huttonii 248
Ginkgo longifolius . Ginkgoites marginatus — ¥ 19§
FE M W — B BT TR O A RO A e A A
(Franks ez al.,2014) 5 i A= U R COL MK IE 2
2 a) 22 S 0 A H S Y R AR R G i )
75 4 A1 A (Franks ez al., 20145 Lei et al., 2018)

I G A SR s b B (i 2 25 1 (| 5) , B o
PR 2t — A AR Bk e B v (927~1 136 ppmv) |, [[]
R R NI = N TP - e 16 | S5 P
P B 5k B AL R R AR B 2218 T
ER e R B TS RF R TR XS
Wang ez al. (2014 ) 545 (%) = 48 fb i vk B2 78 5. 1 2%
TH AR B S A R R R R LR
A S 2 T R Y R — B, R UL TR A D
B AR A e R il R R CO, Mk BE R, aT LA
— S PR G R ) 25 5 0 R L R R B4 1Y
J PR AT BE R AR S 2 AR v RV R Ll 4
K U R AR COL YR B T T T, kLl R R AR
K5 A W KR K A, i — R T A R R
WeRE I, B AE R R PR A T KR CO,
W DR R A5 B KLU 4 kR OR A
N ek B 0 A, R MR A S T R U T
R 2 A A A 0 A T A A K
AR TR BE 218 B AR, B A b A B
AE XA AE 5 5 0 v 3 LS R 32 B R 4 e
TG 21 1R 5, & A DR RS I R T AR Ll R K
W REM R AN REERFLT (L4,
20205 ZF A #E 55, 2023) , ff A5 75 5 1122 R HE
R i R R A e ik B A B N, S BB R
GER 7S P Vi NE W = 48 1871 9 - - I/ 3

5 #5ig

(1) E WRAGE 7 H A 0 2 B o
G B 2H A RUAR A Ak A, i 2 00 R RO R IE X
Lo, B Y8 28 S Ginkgoites sibirica. i 3T G. sibirica
b A0 R A AL B Rk E i B @ T Hauterivian-
Barremian 8 % 1 K X CO, # & K 766~
1 277 ppmv; 5 HABLAF 5T 45 8 — 3, IEH T Gink-
goites stbirica W] UAE R IR KA COLM LY 84 .

ARG DI D e W N B L SO R
Pliensbachian #fj . Aalenian #]| . Early Bajocian #f] .
Late Bajocian # i CO, ¥ £ 43 51 "~ 1 136 ppmv,
927 ppmv 643 ppmv 785 ppmv, F H 2 il Hauterivi-
an-Barremian ] ) CO, ¥ & & 548 ppmv, i& i #
THR A RY -2l R COLMRBE 23

(3) % Ho Pk A2 45 R Bt A2 rh AR A RS CO,
W B I, A [ g A AUAL L 3Rk RGBS AR A A 7Y
BB 2 B A7 7E B Y 22 5%, Ginkgoites aganzhenense
M Ginkgoites huttonii F& 8 T W4 19 £2 & % .
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