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Abstract: Wuchiapingian is a key interval as a fast ecosystem recovery period between two mass extinctions, the End-Guadalupian
crisis and the End-Permian mass extinction. Carbonate platforms were widely distributed in the middle of Yangtze platform and the
Dian-Qian-Gui area during this interval. Among them, the Leye carbonate platform is one of the typically isolated carbonate
platforms within the Nanpanjiang basin. The continuous Wuchiapingian marine carbonate (Heshan Formation) was deposited above
the disconformity surface on the top of Guadalupian Maokou Formation. The traditional Middle-Late Permian stratigraphic frame
scale in this area mainly relies on the fusulinids biozones, while only a few Wuchiapingian conodonts have been reported. Here,
conodonts from the base of Heshan Formation at the Shuabacun Section and the Liuwei Section in the Leye platform have been

obtained and studied. Eight conodont species (including one new species) belonging to two genera in total were identified, and they
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are Clarkina asymmetrica, C. aff. asymmetrica, C. daxianensis, C. dukouensis, C. leveni, Hindeodus julfensis, H. typicalis and

Hindeodus praechangxingensis sp. nov. . In ascending order, two conodont zones, the C. asymmetrica Zone and the C. leveni

Zone can be identified at the Shuabacun Section. And one conodont zone, the C. asymmetrica Zone is also identified at the Liuwei

Section. Based on this, we surmise that the beginning of the early Wuchiapingian carbonate deposition occurs in the C.

asymmetrica Zone at Leye carbonate platform, after the global end-Guadalupian regression. It can provide important data for

studying the local carbonate platform and basin evolution and also regional stratigraphic correlation.

Key words: conodont; Heshan Formation; Wuchiapingian; Leye platform; paleontology; stratigraphy.
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Fig.1 Locations of the Shuabacun Section and the Liuwei Section in Leye County, Guangxi
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Fig.3 Panorama of the Shuabacun Section in the Leye County of Guangxi
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Fig.4 Wuchiapingian conodont species of Clarkina at the Shuabacun Section of Leye, Guangxi
B AR A7 76 B R K 2 () M Bk B} 2% 2% B Bk A= W 22 R, 1—6. Clarkina asymmetrica Mei and Wardlaw, 1994: 1. SBC-10-4,
SBC-4a_i003; 2. SBC-11-1, SBC-4a_i005; 3. SBC-13-3; 4. SBC-13-3, SBC-3a_i025; 5. SBC-13-4, SBC-5a_i001; 6. SBC-13-5,
SBC-6a_1001; 7—17. Clarkina daxianensis Mei and Wardlaw, 1994: 7,9—10. SBC-13-2, SBC-3a_i001, SBC-3a_i008, SBC-3a_i004; 8.
SBC-11-4, SBC-4a_i016; 11—13. SBC-13-4, SBC-5a_i003, SBC-5a_i006, SBC-5a_i007; 14—15. SBC-13-5, SBC-6a_i002, SBC-
6a_i014; 16—17. SBC-13-6, SBC-6a_i007, SBC-6a_i006; 18—20. Clarkina leveni( Kozur, Mostler et Pjtakova, 1975): 18. SBC-13-6,
SBC-6a_1016; 19—20. SBC-13-7, SBC-7a_i001, SBC-7a_i002; 21. Clarkina sp.: SBC-12-3, SBC _1023; 22. Clarkina sp.: SBC-13-6,
SBC-6a-1025

praechangxingensis sp. nov., XA 43 FERFE M HY i | T A B A Clarkina asymmetrica i (&
AR TR LR 1 RS S el R e A7) BAR R I

Clarkina asymmetrica 7 # Clarkina leveni 5 , 75 N
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Fig.5 Wuchiapingian conodont species of Clarkina at the Liuwei Section of Leye, Guangxi
T A A A 7E R B R 2 (R0 b R B 2 25 B MR AR W 2 £ L 1. Clarkina sp., S 4EFRA . LWC-4-1, LWC-8a_i008;2— 7. Clarkina duk
ouensis Mei and Wardlaw, 1994: 2. LWC-4-1, LWC-8a_i010; 3—7. LWC-4-2, LWC-10a_i001, LWC-10a_i009, 1LWC-10a_i010,
LWC-10a_i015, LWC-10a_i017; 8—13. Clarkina aff. asymmetrica: LWC-4-1, LWC-8a_i017, LWC-9a_i002, LWC-8a_i011, LWC-
8a_ 1012, LWC-9a_i019, LWC-9a_i001; 14—22. Clarkina asymmetrica Mei and Wardlaw, 1994: 14—18. LWC-4-1, LWC-8a_i015,
LWC-8a_i014, LWC-8a_i020, LWC-8a_i018, LWC-9a_i022; 19—21. LWC-4-3, LWC-11a_i003, LWC-11a_i001, LWC-11a_i004;
22. LWC-5-2, LWC-11a_i022; 23. Clarkina daxianensis Mei and Wardlaw, 1994: LWC-5-1, LWC-11a_i011

4.1 Clarkina asymmetrica & LWC-5-5F5 (&) Z M g9 1 )2 .l #2431 i SBC-
G S 2 UL Clarkina asymmetrica W8 B bR 3 5 10-4 RS LT )2 BOR WA A {8 25 18 3 5 )
TS UL Clarkina leveni ) B bR ki M5z e AR E O, A 5 km A2 4, RO 4
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Fig.6  Wuchiapingian conodont species of Hindeodus at the Shuabacun Section and the Liuwei Section of Leye, Guangxi
e AS A5 77 78 v M B R 2 () M BR Bl p B M BK AR W2 &, 1—5, 7—13. Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet, 1970) : 1. SBC-13-2, SBC-
7a_i0011; 2. SBC-13-4, SBC-7a_i021; 3. SBC-13-6, SBC-7a_i033; 4,10. LWC-4-4, LWC-12a_i011, LWC-12a_i013; 5, 7—8,11—12.
LWC-5-1, LWC-12a_i017, LWC-12a_1021, LWC-12a_i022, LWC-12a_1014, LWC-12a_i016; 9. LWC-4-3, LWC-12a_i005; 13. LWC-5-
3, LWC-12a_1030; 6. Hindeodus sp.: LWC-5-1, LWC-12a_i019; 14—24. Hindeodus praechangxingensis sp.nov.: 14. SBC-12-2, SBC—
7a_1007; 15—16. SBC-13-2, SBC-7a_i014, SBC-7a_1010; 17—18. SBC-13-5, SBC-7a_i024, SBC-7a_i025; 19—23. SBC-13-6, SBC-
7a_i030, SBC-7a_i032, SBC-7a_i031, SBC-7a_i029, SBC-7a_i034; 24. LWC-4-3, LWC-12a_1004; 25. Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet,1973) :
LWC-5-2, LWC-12a_i026

Je W om W )m iz R oy T4« C dukouensis | C. praechangzingensis sp.nov. #l H. typicalis.
daxianensis, C. aff. asymmetrica, H. julfensis. H. Clarkina asymmetrica iz 5 H Mei et al. (1994a)
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Fig.7 Conodonts distribution at the Shuabacun and the Liuwei Sections of Leye, Guangxi
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2019). 1€ | 4b , C. asymmetrica 7 W] WL F F B
Kuh-e-Ali Bashi #f X (Shen and Mei, 2010) , Aba-
deh i X AN Julfa #1 X DL K 9 K6 1 3H 6 08 3l X (Mei
and Henderson, 2001).C. asymmetrica 75 j& 5 %

B 14 2 34~ P X A 4 (Henderson, 2018).C. daxia-
nensts f¢ 54 8 T 0U N O R R VLA T, AL B
T C. asymmetrica, 53 7 B BN C. asymmetrica i
2 C. levenini (Mei et al., 1994a) Mei et al. (1998)
IF 9T T V8 3% 3 W F TSR K T A C. daa-
ianensis 7&= M C. dukouensis ALK, T4 0 7T GEAF
TE“C. dukouensis—C. daxianensis—C. liangshanensis—
C. inflecta” W) 8 A 35 F . 48 0 78 7+ B Kuh-e-Ali
Bashi #i X, C. daxianensis i) L2 R FAE R HL X,
FC B0 2 7 7] BE 1E C. dukouensis i N (Sweet
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and Mei, 1999). C. dukouensis iz % H Mei et al.
(1994a) 238 T P4 )1 9 2 F0 R VL &0 107, JF 4250 T C.
dukouensis i I T2 43 A T 3 E AL R X (Mei
et al., 1998; Sun and Xia, 2006; Zhang et al.,
2007; Sun etz al., 20175 Yuan et al., 2019) UL}z &1
WX (RERLSE, 2017). fEE AL, C. dukouensis i WF
A7t B A XA EL 3 ST 4 R 04 M X (Mei and Hen-
derson, 2001; ¥& # & 28 . 2003; Shen and Mei,
2010). % K PR P B 4 A R 3 AR S C
postbitteri postbitteri=C. dukouensis—C. asymmetrica
LY .C. dubouensis i 5= R F I 0SE 24 F I A
i AR T2 B NEE S5 — AR P2 A8 KRR
B2 M, 7R AR RS () R o3 HL X, C. dukouensis i 5
ERFEFH S LTI A (Yuan ezal., 2017).

4.2 Clarkina leveni's

UL C. leveni 53 F 0 1 B AR 5 TS . U
C. guangyuanensis W M R AR .

S L F i A 5] 1 SBC-13-6 #%45 K& L 1 b
2L VAR FE IR, R W A4 F C. dax-
ianensis ,H. praechangzingensis sp. nov..

Clarkina leveni 7 x5t Kozur (1975) &t F 4k
1 IR b X B Archura, #2041 16 408 T 0 B A AR Y
Abadeh #] i (Shen and Mei, 2010). 7£ ff [# , %7 i
Mei ez al.(1994a) 16 T DU I 45 & DCEL 3 1 F R T
B 0 = KW Z b DU AE 53 F C. leveni 53
FHE R MIRE, L C. guangyuanensis B 1 MR &
LS, E B  BJ6  Me et al.(1998) Xof B A7 1 1T 19
e 3 A % ) I B C. levend W, AL T C.
asymmetrica’fy WK . 1 TG IE 45 (1998 ) A by 75 3% 3k
P ) TET DA S B T ) TED AT AN B Rk R A3t CLoasym-
metrica s , BITE C. dukouensis ¥ 2. W 8 C. leveni
AR, 4 T FF4F (2007a, 2007b) PA K B 5 45
(2012) 43 SIAE ) V4 3 3EME DU 1| 1 <5 79 4 2408 A1 Ak
Py b )23 ) 4 T, FR A X A% FI T Bl C. leveni
W5 . Zhang et al. (2007) #£ W 7€ 1 A6 Uit 4 L 1L 3] 1
W, JF R 78 2% ) R 5 C. levend 4, T Zhong
et al. (2020) FFr B 55 8 L Ll T, 78320800 2y 1
C. leveniiy .

AR R, AR AR B A ILA, KA
F O KRMT KA . H M Hindeodus praechangrin-
gensis sp. nov. TE il 4TS #1111 7S Ay #) TEHS A A B,
M SBC-12-2 Ff i R LW C-4-3 £ i 2 TR 46 H 3. 95
ZH AR BEA R RRE 5> C. asymmetrica , 61

AW AW RARE AL &I C. dukouensis 5 C. asym-
metrica 53 ¥ A B ICE PN C. dukouensis #
45 51X W A% H T B 2 A R REAE AT DL A
s AR 2 AR S 0 4 BR ORI IR L AR Ik ik
TR £k & Mo 2 /D 3 C. asymmetrica i A I ik K A4 il
R 42 2 Bk R £k U

5 HEEMHIA

H R 1] PhylumChordata Bateson, 1886

1 HE 3 ¥ W. ] SubphylumVertebrata Cuvier,
1812

FIE ¥ 44 Class Conodonta Pander, 1856

% /31 H Order Prioniodinida Sweet, 1988

F+ #] # Family Gondolellidae (Lindstréem,
1970)

v 17 58 Bl J& Genus Clarkina Kozur, 1989

B33 FR5E LT R Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et
Wardlaw, 1994

(Kl 4.1-6,8 5. 14-22)

1994aClarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw)
Mei et al., pl. 1, figs. 12, 15, 16.

1998 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw ;
Mei et al., pl. 5, fig. 10; pl. 9, figs. 8-15; pl. 10,
fig. 13.

2004 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw;
Il PR R SC L 141 3L

2007 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw;
Zhang et al., pl. 2, figs. 12, 13, 17, 30; pl. 3, figs.
1, 13.

2010 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw ;
Shen and Mei, figs. 3.8a-3.16b.

2017 Clarkina asymmetrica Me1 et Wardlaw ;
Yuan et al., figs. 5.1-5.16, 5.13-5.16.

2018 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw;
Yuan et al., figs. 3.14-3.22.

2020 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw ;
Zhong et al., figs. 3.3-3.5.

IR FFRLIy 1 B A S T, AR A A
AR TR B s it 2 5 08, s 5 IE STE B, Rk,
o, T RE S PR — /NN B L R AL A T A A
LB I G AETTE 1/3 3 1/4 4 2 R4, ok
Sr LA D g R AR A R S OR X FR U
TR TR, BLOL WK S 40 05 7 K, RER 2 A 1A
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SR A8 7 4 M M X5 I G 1 9 2 1535

W 5 A i 40 R A AR — AR /N Y T) B 78 204 44k 1)

B B AR A M 1] A 2 O (ELR R
IR i1 s = DO I R e | 1 s S W
3~ANdthim G RERIK AEAGEMEE,H
M) A R R W TN TR v Bk R
WA Eh A A — R .

T« M LS X R W 4 79 1A 5 /T L J7 1E R
v B 1A 13 2K S, AH VS S U B AR S L BN FE A
5 3 1A T B /0 B A i 4 0 B 5 *%Béﬂﬂ A
VLK 0 5 A AR 28 19 )R 1 et X 51 T C. duk-
ouensis. 5 E A5 02, 58 18 R0l 3 DA A9 38 7
C. asymmetrica b A5 HIEAAH LU 4 65 0 G0 2, 32
B/

ASKE R vd vl ] S5 T Bl Clarkina aff. asymmet-
rica

(Kl 5.8-13)

2013 Clarkina guangyuanensis Dai et Zhang; #
KHESE, K 4.1-4.2.

2013 Clarkina asymmetrica Mei et Wardlaw ; &

KBRS K1 4.4-4.5.

(D el aRa - S =it s M1 S & O Y VA e
T, BB GAERTES 1/3 88 1/4 A0 AR X FRI4E . 15

INCESE TR IS5 AR s A LR SRR
sy m IS, AH Y s N B, 401 o 2 3 R W
LTSS B2 & (S A 0 i € (I M S IR 1155 e & P €
EWR AT - MRER AL .

Vg M5 C. asymmetrica B AL ¥ & %56
O (BN S I v <l O R o ey - I A =
B K5 811 B AR AR K R, A S C
Fl H VG KR R L e g, X '3
C. asymmetrica B8R FRRL, ASHEBR A Jay 3 2045 5% 1 i
B 25 5, B 2 R Clarkina aff. asymmetrica,
5. 12-13 Wb A 14 65 56 58 R 4 I8 2 sl K B L 5 C.
leveni F1 C. asymmetrica 25 K .

i B % fI 58 ®l Clarkina daxianensis Mei et
Wardlaw, 1994

(F 4.7-17, & 5. 23)

1994a. Clarkina daxianensis Mei et Wardlaw ;
pl. 2, figs. 18-21;

1998. Clarkin adaxianensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Mei et al., pl. 9, fig. 16;

3k SRSy 0 P AR R ESE L S B
A, 0 3 SR AE AR 1/3 5 1/4 Ab Wi, K o3 A 1k

leveni J5

Mei et al.,

WHEMMESIESE . Fh/DEEY TR, 5
R 3t 5 — A A0 A L P S5 R B T A o 4 A AR
A0t rh S 1) AR O, HUS ER AN A A R A, b
i e ST o S e €010 g B N LS o4 S D S
ik ml S AR m E . WA B g EE N AR
BB 5 5 E I W, R A G R R R I AR
B MEERELEFRENFNLLE .

PR 5 C. asymmetrica B A M LH 4 &
SMIE A IZ TR At BN R G, 35 1A S R S AR 1A )
B, 3 VA 7 PR AU AR, rh R R I AR

i O % L 58 # Clarkina dukouensis Mei et
Wardlaw, 1994

(Kl 5.2-7)

1994a Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Mei et al., pl. 1, figs. 18, 19.

1994b Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw ;
Mei et al., pl. 1, figs. 1,2; pl. 2, figs. 1~6, 12, 13.

1998. Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Mei et al., pl. 5, figs. 8, 9; pl. 8, figs. 10-19; pl.
10, figs. 1~4.

2004 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw; T
[ PR SCR ¥ 3H.

2007 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Zhang et al., pl. 2, fig. 9.

2010 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Shen and Mei, figs. 3.1a=3.7b.

2012 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw; Fr
51 45, 151 3.13.

2012 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw; 5
9k, pl. 1, fig 9.

2017 Clarkina dukouensi sMei et Wardlaw; Yu-
figs. 4.18-4.31.

2017 Clarkina postbitter ipostbitteri Mei et
Wardlaw ; %45, 8 5.6.

2018 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw; Yu-
figs. 4.26-4.31.

2020 Clarkina dukouensis Mei et Wardlaw;
Zhong et al., figs. 3.1-3.2.

k7 A K R EREAR, B S
] T 728 96 2 00 o R BE L TE I AR 1/3 5 1/4 Ak 2
I e o = VAR B i B N 8 =D I VA B N
bR SN ST i s SN R NI S G M NE SR SRS N
Ui 24 il AHL IR 23 AR 1A 5 R o 4 14 =2 ) A

an et al.,

an et al.,
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WS 0 T) B . B T B I S Y 2~3 A Al A A L A
QHEIJ/FEE):TLJ HI B W4 K, JF A E 408 6 B0 %

(DO S5 S N N e BT S VA T R o B A i £ )
"Pfﬁ'i A HOLH .

P18 . C. dukouensis J& i C. postbitteri postbitteri
WAL TR B (Mei et al., 1994b) , C. dukouensis LA
X TER R & L8 6 5 o 2 8B, 48 B Ry g ik
PR, ENA TIA G K, TRA%INS C
postbitteri postbitteri ¥ 1X 3 .

Fl 3z 5= fi = #l Clarkina leveni (Kozur,
Mostler et Pjtakova, 1975)

(Kl 4.18-20)

1994a Clarkina leveni (Kozur, Mostler et Pjta-
kova), Mei et al., pl.1, figs. 13, 17.

1994b Clarkina leveni (Kozur, Mostler et Pjta-
kova), Mei et al., pl.3, figs. 12, 13.

1998 Clarkinaleveni (Kozur, Mostler et Pjtako-
va), Meietal., pl. 5, figs. 5, 6.

2004 Clarkina leveni(Kozur, Mostler et Pjtako-
va), FE K, pl.2, figs.7, 8.

2010 Clarkina leveni(Kozur, Mostler et Pjtako-
va), Shen and Mei, fig. 4.1-4.10.

2017 Clarkina leveni(Kozur, Mostler et Pjtako-
va), Yuan and Shen et al., figh. 17-5.30.

ik By 7 W R R TSR L I 5 e A
AR B R s U AHT 1/2 3 1/3 b IF i il 54l
a5, 38 5 MW A B A A B R OR YRR . 4
WG R B L R — A I T 8 K AR B
i, 1'1Hﬁ?}:ﬁﬁ‘ﬁélﬂ IH%* WHBGEE L8, Hh
A L R R R T I TR B FE T
4k R H

g R FIE R L5 C. asymmertrica B AL,
FREUEENE G, & E LBINL% 5 34 Mk
DA DL S Ak U AR T OB T CLasym-
metrica.C. leveni ) IERLHT G850, 249 HIAK R 1/2,
C. asymmetrica IEBE WG & K BT AR K9 3/4. 4
SCHRR AV B EES G 1/2, 5 C. leveni IE BB A
— S 5 BB LR Clarkinaleveni , 1 5 C.
asymmelrica B ik .

B3 5 3] H Order Ozarkodinida Dzik, 1976

it 5 5 il B} Family Anchignathodontidae
Clark, 1972

Jik 75 | J& Hindeodus Rexroad and Furnish,

1964

KIRIE R
1973)

(1 6.25)

1987 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ; Nestell and
Wardlaw, figs. 4.1, 4.2, 4.5-4.7, 4.9-4.11.

1990 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ; T Mj4g I ¥
AR B G, 1A 1.

2001 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ;
fig. 2.3.

2012 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ;
figs. 5.3, 5.7,,5.24; figs. 6.4.

ik R OB Ay AR B 2 O T8 R P AR
B ER ML =M, Bar, DB R IR

& %l Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet,

Zhuravlev,

Metcalfe,

S 1) Ji AR 1A A A R 1 e O T A
TEJ5 ¥ 1/3 4 S g, B0 53 A B 20 04 1 R, JE Rl —
A 1) bR O T Y e (8 A5 T R AR O B A 1R

A0 1A B I AT 22 ZE ML BB OIOE | B i B 9
(AR bR NG R

PR %A DR TR A5 38 1/3 Ab 40145 4 = 1l s
e B AR5 22, JE i — A 1 b ™ 2 ) 0 7T 5 X )
T HA Hindeodus Ffi .

# B ik 18 | Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet,
1970)

(Kl 6.1-13)

1970 Anchignathodus typicalis n. sp. Sweet;
Sweet, pl. 1, figs 13, 22.

1987 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ;
Wardlaw, figs. 4.3, 4.4, 4.12.

Nestell and

2004 Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet) ; T [ B,
pl.4,figs.10-12.
2007 Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet) ; Jiang et

al., pl. 4, figs. 6-11; pl. 5, figs. 20, 26, 27.
2008 Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet) ; {11 7K ,
pl.3, figs.8-9.

2012 Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet) ; Yang and
Laietal., figd.2-4.3.

2014 Hindeodus typicalis (Sweet) ; Wu et al.,
pl. 2, fig.7.

BRI e R 30l N RN NI N
KA, KEZEARREER 2.0~2.505 . Fk %
RN HSL, W LA R Tﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘*,éﬂim
o JEE ) i O BRI, B — A R AN R E
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Wie : H. typicalis 5 H. minutus (Ellison, 1941)
TRARARL, X BIAE T H. minutus W) 55 PR K B & 58 BE 1 3
5, H. typicalis 5 8 10 4145 &5 BE ) J5 32 8T FEAIG,
H. minutus F 9 J5 19 6~8 /> 4l 15 JL-F- 55 & , 76 )5 &
1/3 b 2RI B AR B 2 K ¥ H. typicalis 5 H. julfensis
9 DX 2 S A A TE S B 1/3 A 4 B M R Y
W — BB AR R ER K H. typicalis 77T, Vi H Ja B L
AN A AT RE RS , AT RE O AR (BB AR ) bR A I — R B
BIENL JE T AR E B B 22 5

BT ¢ AR B % ( #7 # ) Hindeodus praechangx-
ingensis sp. nov. Xie Y. H. & Jiang H. S.

(6. 14-24)

1994 Hindeodus julfensis (Sweet) ; #H JE 45,
BRI, 6.

FRAE 5 OB 20+ MO BB | BRI I K, %
O™ AN XS R, — i P 0 R i AR DN L R A B
8, BT B AT 2~4 A4 /I B 2 S AR AT 1 40 1
F R EA 3~8 AV, 4 U P 55 K, R R T R
I 5 J5 AR AR 43 Al 1A B L B R 43 O i 14 L A
L — U W, 2 o 3~4 AN 20 A T B B U S 34 2 W 1)
Je TR B 0 IS 0 ORI AR, B 2~3 BT
/N A

R DUE = B AL T Hindeodus changx-
ingensis Z Wi 7 4 .

IEAE 6. 155 B 8 6. 23.

B 16 MR A

Wit AE SN 15 H. julfensis UL} H.
changxingensis IRAML , 5 H. changxingensis 1) X 53
FBAE TR K 00 s 2 R Y 2/3, iR
TEOR I KA — e o7 05 05 28 — 5 5% = 4n ki Al ,
1M H. changringensis 5 & 24 (5 1A 1) 3/4 , L HE i
TE ORI KA — e X o7 8 95 05 28— 5 58 —am vk el
BE WO T Z RN i R AT LAH B LAY B 0 B g
e BE B S TR L A AN T H. julfensis B8R
WE R A —m AR S B ESEE -
o 20 15 A — 3, B 2 05 035 5 218 AL, ik
SR BEAK A BTN A Hojulfensis W] REJ& H. changx-
ingensis G IR AR (Jiang ez al., 2011). SR M4 SC I 6.
14-24 B A 5 H.julfensis B IERAE AR R 22 0E , 5
H. changxingensis 85 AL, H 55 3 P A Tl 22 [6] (1
HAL X RA T E 25

A YBIEFERT T PG Rl AR B R ER - 15 b i) R
A F90 TR S Sy ) SR - S8 A L 2R AE R A
NG DLHEAT 3T, RS 2 )@ 8, b L 45 R A
Hindeodus praechangxingensis sp. nov.. Jill &8 &F 1 1
Al LRGN Clarkina asymmetrica 55 Fl Clarkinalev-
eni 5 5 75 A H ORI Y Clarkina asymmetrica 5 .
R PSS AT U, B SBC-12-2 45 L &
LWC-4=-3 5 R AL JF 46 B M4l 2 45 & A B A
SR E MRS NS 5 — RV R 2 AL
A RHFIR I L R0l Bk PR 1 A 15 L 2 /0 2 C. asymmet-
rica’ i CIF IR ER , 3 W T I ik IR h A DU

B AL ZHBEAAAF L2 A (Nos.
41872117,41972033,41830320) ¥ Bh . & it # 1% B
L FRAS AR EGEFTAEOERETL. TH
BRA T ERRRF (KRR EYRFEARSLE
FELEZRTZRRMEH ok EXBRFA
BF b T AR o SRR 69 A B 5 R T B 2 AG 5 AR A2
FEg L.
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