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Fig.1 Stratigraphic correlation of the Cenozoic of the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau and sampling locations

(for the thickness of Miocene lacustrine sediments, see text; the Fenghuoshan and Linzizong groups are generally >2 000 m thick)
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B BB R A IE E’i%*ﬁ%}@?;Pterisispoﬁtes(JXLEﬁ?@)
0.8%, Polypodiceoisporites( A #1)1.7% , Leiotriletes( It
1 = 4848)2.6%, Deltoidospora( = A 48)1.7%, #RFHEYIALHRS .
Pinuspollenites (XX HEHS ¥ )13.0% , Piceaepollenites ( = ¥2#3)
2.6% , Cedripites ( RN )0.8%, Keteleeriaepollenites bR
2.6% , Tsugaepollenites (%% 12 ¥3 )1.7% , Ginkgocycadophytus (4
KH)1.7% , Pinaceae (HBEMBIIER )6.0% ., B THEPIIEN .
Quercoidites  ( e )11.3% , Celtispollenites  ( A K )9.5%
Cupuliferoipollenites TEI.T7% , Salixipollenites ( M3 )0.8%
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Chenopodipollis( 2R H11.3%, Caryophyllidites( ATE2.6%,
Artemisiaepollenites ( T H)0.8% , Liliacidites ( H & #1)2.6% ,
Compositoipollenites (HE8)H1.7%, Scabiosapollis ( TN )
1.7% , Fupingpollenites (1K1 # )0.8% , R hoipites (B # $1)0.8%,
Tricolpites ( —VA#1)7.8% , Retitricolpites (FTH =183 )1.7%,
Triporopollenites (— LA H0.8%, Tricolporopollenites (= L
#)4.3%, Stephanocolpites(ﬁ? VEARIH1.7%, Leguminosae ( HRE
B1)1.7%.

(2)FE i D6—19—5. A AR iR R & (B 2), 78 K
A KA fR B 76 2> AR Graminidites (R AR K3 ) |
Chenopodipollis (22 ¥} ) . Quercoidites (#: ¥ ) Juglanspollenites
(MR ) .

(3)FE A D6—29—10 . FF i U A 78 78 107 7% b At 38 F0 38 2
RE 188 (1B 1~2) , i M K G by b T e 5 A it v J8 8 5 &
o BB ERK L RAFRG(FR D, BHAEGR . BRE
Y F 8.1% , W FAHW ALK 13.8% , B F AW LB 77.9%.,
BRZEHM W F . Leiotriletes (VG TR = 4% 41)1.8% , Deltoidospora
(=M1)0.6%, Polypodiaceaesporites (K JE 45 4 98 )5.0% ,
Extrapuctatosporites (IM UKL FLAE T8 )0.6% , BT AH Y 1L B
Pinuspollenites ( W HHA ¥3 )5.6% , Piceaepollenites ( = 12 H1)
1.2% , Abiespollenites ( B 12K )0.6% , Abietineaepollenites ( R
FAK3)0.6% , Cedripites (A )0.6% , Podocarpidites (% U
)1.2%, Keteleeriaepollenites( MAZH)0.6%, Ephedripites( JiR ¥
M )3.1% . BT W A8 B : Chenopodipollis ( 2 H6.2% ,
Sparganiaceaepollenites ( M = 1 ¥ )3.7% , Artemisiaepollenites
(& B )1.8% , Graminidites (7R A # )0.6% , Labitricolpites ( J& JE
= ¥4 ¥ )1.8% ,Ranunculacidites ( & E # )1.8% ,
Potamogetonacidites (IR T M )1.2% , Liliacidites ( H A #1)
1.2%, Salixipollenites (MI#1)0.6% , Quercoidites (¥:43)15.0%,
Cupuliferoipollenites( FH)2.5%, Betulaceoipollenites ( FUAER )
5.6% , Betulaepollenites ( HEH )1.2% , Alnipollenites ( FE AR )
1.2% , Carpinipites( T E- W # ) 1.2% Ostryoipollenites ( TR )
1.2% , Caryapollenites( B #)0.6% , Engelhardtioidites H
#3)1.8% , Nitrariadites (1 1R #3 )3.1% , Qinghaipollis (75 # #} )
0.6% , Trilobapollis ( =R )2.5%, Operculumpollis ( HIER)
0.6% , Celtispollenites ( A H3)1.8% Liquidambarpollenites ( P A
#)0.6% , Euphorbiacites ( KR )1.2% , Rhoipites (W)
0.6% , Meliaceoidites (4 #3 )1.2% , Cyrillaceaepollenites ( 74 H $iz
#3)1.2% , Magnolipollenites (K 2 #3 )0.6% , Stephanocolpites ( Fi
M H3)0.6%, Tricolpites( =143 )3.7% , Retitricolpites (W Il =14
#3)2.5% , Tricolporopollenites( =fLIAH)6.2%,

(4)FE S D6—29—11. B [ Y& 7€ 10 435 b Jb &6 L8 B8 L
T 1~2) AR B AU IR TERE T R TR R 38
KL LG E AW AT 4 R AR T RIYIAE R 11 R B TR
AW 23 K, BRISH WL T . Polypodiaceaesporites(/K i B Hi 4%
t1)2 ki | Leiotriletes (YT — 4E 461)2 ki , B F 4 W 46 # .
Pinuspollenites( XA FA K3 )4 KL, Ephedripites (BR B A3 )7 KL, BY

TR : Betulaceoipollenites( FUHER )1 HE Carpinipites( b
HAGM )1 AL, Quercoidites(FE¥3 )9 #L , Lonicerapollis ( 2 4 #1 )
387, Chenopodipollis (ZEM)1 KL, Liliacidites (H A 81 bi,
Compositae (38 Bt 4£ ¥ )1 AL | Tricolpites ( = 1 ¥y )4 HiL ,
Tricolporopollenites( =fLiE 43 )2 #iL |

(5)FEf D6—29—12. B B Y& 7 17 4; b b & 18 B h
R 1~2) A K PR RS IR 18 R
Nitrariadites (4 F il 85 )5 Hi | Quercoidites ( Mr# )1 kL,
Salixipollenites ( ¥l ¥3 )1 &L | Tricolpites ( = & % )1 KL ,
Pinuspollenites( WA H3 )7 L Piceaepollenites( A2 R
Ephedripites (B EE ¥y )1 KL,

(6) K il D6—28—13 U & 18 1] £ i b 358 v 123 ([
1~2), AR E AR R £ FES TS 54 RLft R | L3R
BRISHEY T 5 k0, BTFAYAER 39 K, BEFHEWAER 10
KL, BRISHH Y61 T . Polypodiisporites (“F-J8 7K Je & 78 )1 Fi
Polypodiaceaesporites (/K JeH FLAETE )4 KL, BRTAHYIAE B
Piceaepollenites ()11 , Pinuspollenites (BUHR A K3 )14
i , Abiespollenites( AR K2 ki Keteleeriaepollenites( HAZ K1)
2 Hi , Podocarpidites (% X FA K1 )4 R , Dacrydiumites( HAZ K1
b , Abietineaepollenites( HTRFA K )2 B, Pinaceae (HL 3 AR} 1E
M3 ki, BT HE WAL B . Quercoidites ( BR By )1 kL |
Lonicerapollis (% M1 L , Artemisiaepollenites (EHH1 R,
Labitricolpites(J&§ & =5 #3 )2 KL, Echitricolporites (i = L4
#3)3 KL, Tricolpites( = 1A K3 )2 K,

(7)FEAD D6—30—4 . 1A 8 K 7 A it 7 R (A
2),EVE R IR AP E RS FRY 60 L, L5 BRZE ALY
L7 5 8 BRFREWIAEN 7 KL BRI AE R 48 KL, BRZEHE
LRI : Polypodiisporites ( 3R K e H1)1 K Leiotriletes (V6
T 4T )4 B, BT HIYIAER) . Ephedripites (B HE8) )6 4L
Pinuspollcnitcs(ﬂﬁﬁ*’l}*ﬁ)l R BT FE RS « Nitrariadites (19
SRR Y AN Qinghaipollis( TR 4 B, Chenopodipollis( #
)15 i, Graminidites (R A< 83 )1 ki | Compositoipollenites ( 4
DR Artemisiaepollenites( =2 DI Labitricolpites( BIE =
By )2 K0 Liliacidites( A &8 )1 %%, Quercoidites (B )4 i |
Juglanspollenites (W Bk 43 )1 KL , Meliaceoidites (1 #3 )1 %L,
Ulmipollenites (H M1 kL Cupuliferoipollenites (ZEMIHL KL,
Tricolpites ( =¥} )5 KL , Triporopollenites ( = fL#} )1 *L ,
Tricolporopollenites ( = {L & ¥} )2 KL , Polyporopollenites ( £ {L
1 kL,

(8) FEfh D6—30—6. WA i Kl 7% oA il vy 2 (&
2), wENFREKMDH, AH KRS, UEH
Tubulifloridites grandis Nagy (FRVE M) | Persicarioipollis
lusaticus Krutzsch (/5 V0 28 ) \Prerisisporites( KBk ), HE
RUE AR B0 RS U EOR R BRI RHIE Sy 1 A LI
FPIEA="a

(O)FEA B7—9—6. B A8 Gt vpal (1 2) 1 R
FERm s, 2MEAESEBEPHE X LEZ
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Fig.2 Miocene sediments of the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau and sampling locations

OB KA AF R D 14~15Ma B, RS BRI A T3.2%,
BTN 53.5%, BTN 43.1%, BREMEWBT
Polypodiisporites (*V-J8 7K J& 5 18 )1.9% , Leiotriletes ( O Tl = 4%
11 )0.6% , Deltoidospora ( = ff 1f1 )0.6% , #& T A5 W) 4L # .
Piceaepollenites ( = #2853 )15.0% , Pinuspollenites ( X HE S ¥ )
9.8% , Podocarpidites (% B HAH3 )4.5% , Cedripites (%5 A H)
1.9% , Abiespollenites (12 12 ¥3 )9.1% , Keteleeriaepollenites ( il 2

#3)5.2% , Abietineaepollenites AR )3.2% , Laricoidites (7%
i HA 83 )1.3% , Taxodiaceaepollenites (K2 H3 )1.9% , Pinaceae (
FEMBHEN ) 1.3%., B FHIVIAER : Quercoidites(BR Y )15.0%,
Ranunculacidites( & B # )5.2% , Echitricolporites (Hl =L 143 )
2.6% , Graminidites( R 4583 )0.6%, Labitricolpites(J5TE =15 ¥3 )
4.5% , Euphorbiacites (K # ¥3 )0.6% , Rhoipites (% # # )0.6% ,
Betulaepollenites (HE# )0.6% , Ulmipollenites (1 i 43 )0.6%
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1—Deltoidospora irregularis (Pflug) Song et Tsao (AL =il ) ;2— Corrugatisporitis elegans Song et Zhong (A& E i 1) ;3— Triporopollenites
sp. (= AL R 5E T ) ; 4— Polypodiaceaesporites haardti(Pot. et Ven.) Potonie (M F7K JE LR S Up 5— Polypodiidites conicus Song et Zhong (HEJ
1R 7K e 5 46) ; 6— Quercoidites microhenrici (Pot.) Potonie (/N5 [RAEHT ) ; 7—Quercoidites henrici (Pot.) Pot., Thoms. et Thier. (¥ [KER# ) ;
8—Quercoidites asper (Thoms. et Pfl.) Song et Zheng (CHLBEBR B ) ; 9— Quercoidites rotundus (Zakl.) Ke et Shi(FIE## ) ;
10— Quercoidites sp. (BF ) A 5E Fi ) ; 11— Euphorbiacites sp. (K EHM A EF ) ;
12~13— Echitricolpites microchinatus (Trevisan ) Zheng (/I =FLIE ¥ ) ; 14— Quercoidites sp. (BRF A EF ) ;
15~16—Ranunculacidites vulgaris Song et G. X. Li( FHBEN) 17— Taxodiaceaepollenites hiatus (Potonie) Kremp ( W BRAZ B ) ;18— Graminidites
leavigatus Krutzsch (*F-18 RAH) ) ;19— Juglanspollenites sp. (WIBEH ) ;20— Ranunculacidites hailongjingensis M. R. Sun (# Je B EH ) ;
21— Retitricolpites sp. (T =14 B EM) 22— Betulaceoipollenites bituitus (Pot.) Potonie ({LHEH ) ;
23— Pinuspollenites labdacus f. maximus (Pot.) Potonie( ISR K5 ) ;24— Betulaceoipollenites spackmanii (Trav.) Zhou (T ERPIHER )
25— Echitricolpites sp. ( =LA AR E RN, 26—Leguminosae ( ZFHEH ) ;27— Scabiosapollis distriatus Song et Zhu ( WA M),
28— Polypodiaceaesporites crassicoides (Krutzsch) Li (J5&5E7K T B B sk A ;29— Abiespollenites sibiriciformis (Zakl.) Krytzsch (PEAAFIE A2 85 )
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1—Engelhardtioidites punctatus (Potonie) Potonie (4 K4 # ALK ;2— Alnipollenites extraporus Chen
(P FLAE AR MY ; 3—Sparganiaceaepollenites sparganioides (Meryer) Krutzsch (# =% #3) ; 4—Sparganiaceaepollenites neogenicus Krutzsch (H7 Ut 42 B =
1 H}) ; 5—Polypodiaceaesporites haardti (Pot. et Venity) Potonie (M [C/K I8 B M4 1) ; 6—polypodiaceaesporites sp. (7K & B 4% £l o 2 Firy ;
7— Cyrillaceoipollenites sp. (P4 HLRLH A & Flt) ; 8— Nitrariadites minimus Zhu et Xi Ping (/ML HI#Y) ; 9~11—Meliaceoidites rhomboiporus Wang
(Z2FLBERD) 5 12— Stephanocolpites sp. (Fi i) R E Fl') ; 13— R hoipites Pseudodolium Song et Zheng (fBAT I B #1) ;
14— Tricolporopollenites sp. (= FLiE#) K 7€ Flt) ;15— Meliaceoidites rotundiporus Ke et Shi
(BIFL B ; 16— Salixipollenites sp. (M3 & Flt) ; 17— Betulaceoipollenites infraquens (Stanley) Sun et Tsao (Fii > #UHERD) 5

18— Cupuliferoipollenites sp. (32¥3 7 & Fl') ; 19— Quercoidites henrici (Pot.) Pot., Thoms. & Thiergart (% [K#E#}) ;20—Deltoidospora brevisa (G. X.

Li) Li (BL4E = A1) ;21—Quercoidites sp. (#5834 i filY) ; 22—Ephedripites eocenipites (Wodehouse) Krutzsch (437 ¥ 1 ¥3) ; 23— Ephedripites (E.)
mangnaiensis Zhu et Wu (% # WK 85 B}) ; 24— Ephedripites (E.) dafengshanensis Zhu et Wu (KX LR 8 #1) ;25— Polypodiaceaesporites haardti (Pot. et

Venity) Potonie (Wi [C/K J& B HL4E 1) ; 26— Piceaepollenites planoides (Krutzsch) XJ. Sun et Li (it V- = A2 H);
27— Pinuspollenites labdacus minor (Pot.) Potonie (/MM HHS K ;28— Pinuspollenites tacdacformis (Zakl.) Ke et Shi (i &S FA D) 5
29— Cedripites deodariformis (Zauer) Krutzsch (T3 ¥ BT WYY ; 30— Leiotriletes sp. (J6 1 — 4% 7 72 Fl) ; 31— Cedripites sp. (T #A 3 o 2 Firy
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Leguminosae (BRI )1.3% , Rosaceae (% B BHE 3 )0.6% ,
Tricolpites ( —VA#1)7.1% , Retitricolpites (FTH = VA#))0.6%,
Trico]poropoﬂex1ites(E}L‘i@*ﬁ )1.9% AR R ME LR R AE DL AR 1,

(10)FE & D7—8—4, FF 5 B S AR 25 Hh A6 (B 2) , &
PR BB P A, I T G ARURE I D A R IR A 2 E] R RS TE
OB KA (14~15 Ma) Z L FES &R 21 B2, 4 4g
Betulaceoipollenites(TIHE¥Y )2 KL | Alnipollenites(F& A M3 )2 KL |
Quercoidites (¥R ¥ )1 K7 | Tubulifloridites (' 1€ %5 ¥y )4 KL |
Cichorieacidites( 19125 B ¥3 )2 ki | Compositae ( BRI R )2 i
Artemisiaepollenites (%M1 K, Graminidites (RAK )1 Fi |
Cyperaceaepollis( PR R, Scabiosapollis (111 BN R,
Polypodiaceaesporites ( KB ¥4 9 )1 B |, Gleicheniidites ( HL
F14)2 KL | Leiotriletes(JG T = 4E 4 )1 i,

(1) BEf D2—25-1. B E Fi oy B il o b o e 45 e
PRAR ) R U R b (P 2), S B RS L TR D RA R R
G5 AP IR RE S B T ARRL A 29 47% , HEAR SRR Y
WALKY 20 38% , R ISHE W T F 12%., Fe ARHE ; Abies (2 42)
5% , Pinus ( #2 )28% , Betula ( ¢ )6% ,Juglans ( B )0.8% , Tilias
(1)0.8%, Leguminosae(Eﬂ )0.8% , Cedrus( T #4)0.8%, Piceae
(= 42)0.8% , Alnius (K K )0.8% , Cupuliferoi (%€ )0.8% , Ulmus
(H1)0.8% , Rosaceae (% 1% #})0.8% , Rhamnaceae ( L ZEF})
0.8%, HEAR M EEARKEY . Artemisia(# )24%~48% , Ephedra (i
3%, Chenopodiaceae( #)3% , Gramineae ( R 4% )2% , it B
Wit Caryophyllaceae(£/117) . Compositae (3 #1 ) | Sparganiaceae
(B =k ) .Cyperaceae ( W H ) K Ericaceae ( FhHS F )|
Polygonum ()& ) SRR | BRISHIY . Polypodiaceae(FK JE
‘B )5% , Polypodiium (*F-J8 7K J& ) 4% , Peeris (XU BR )0.8% &
Lycopodium ( 41 FAJE ) \Selaginella ( &M JE )  Osmunda (£
JB)SFHLF BRI B

(12)FF dh D3-9—6. A RS8R r 12 UG /=2 DL A B b
(B 2), R R D JBOR, 1 FAHIC RIS, ST =k, b
i IR AL 2 47% , HEAR S AN W AE R 2 33% , Bk
FKHEWAF 20%, T*ARAEY) : Abies(R 12 )4% , Pinus(F8)26%,
Betula(F£)7% ,Juglans( EABE)1.0%, Tilia(1)0.8%, Leguminosae
(5 81)0.8%, Alnus(FEA)1.6% % P 1 Cedrus(H ) Picea(
#2) Rosaceae (5 #FBl) Rhamnaceae (RZEEL) | Cupuliferoi
(H)  Ulmus(ffit ) , WEAR B EAMY  Artemisia (5 )17%~21% ,
Ephedra ( JK ¥ )0.8% , Chenopodiaceae ( £ )2.4% ~5.1% ,
Gramineae (RA)4%, &I/ Caryophyllaceae (F77)
Compositae( 2) \Sparganiaceae( B, Cyperaceae( B R
Ericaceae (KL AY R} ) S W) AL KD , BRISHE W) . Polypodiaceae (7K
H)5%~10% , Polypodium (*F-J8 7K H )8%~10%, Pteris (JAUZ
BR )0.8% M Lycopodium ( Vel /N ) \Selaginella ( EMIE) .
Osmunda(ZEHJE) /D mieds

(13)FE i D6—24—1, WA G4 AREE PG B T1 1B B M (&
2), KA R & &K RS SR SE AN e, AT R et A
I 1.5~8.3 m, FEMD BT AR AENT 46%~78% , HEAR B FEA

T ALY 21%~52% , BRFALY 967 MBI 3%6~7%., FrAHE
Y1 : Pinus (1t ) 39%~52% , Betula () 3%~18% , Abies (1% 12 ) 3%~
5%, Tilia (#)0.8%~4.5% M 0 1 Alnus (8 K ) \Picea (= 42)
Juglans ( BIBE)  WEAKR K FARMY) . Artemisia (85 ) 10%~50% ,
Ephedr(FR ¥ )0.8% , Compositae (3§ )0.6%~1.7% , Chenopodiaceae
(3£)0.8%~3.3% , Gramineae (RA)1.3%~5.0%, it B
Caryophyllaceae (4117 ) Sparganiaceae (& =% ) Cyperaceae
(¥ %) K Ericaceae (MRS EL) MY . B EHEY U
Polypodiaceae (7K I &) , Polypodium (*F-98 7K & ) | Peerisi ( X\
FEHR) . Selaginella( EiE) Lycopodium( AmEY ME,

3 DUREHCS R ST AL

3.1 MK

TE T 75 M T R A DORLRE &Y (D6—29—10 . D6—
29-11,D6-29-12,D6—28-13) ik i Bl i 20 W 30— i
20 FU Y T 22 43 WAL VBB ( Nitrariadites) | Trilobapollis( =
R ) MK (Meliaceoidites) k345 ( Opercu]umpo]lis)&ﬁ@ﬂ
(Betulaceae) . LI BREF} (Fagaceae) [ S 5 TR KBS\ i
28 % UL 4 F Qi Bk A (Quercoidites) , % 4 i (Lonicerapollis) e
B 28 R0 DLRR 7R 0 40 = A2 8 (Piceaepollenites) WUHUFA
oy (Pinuspollenites) , % X WA ¥y (Podocarpidites) . H 2 #r
(Darcrydiumites) | i) (Abiespollenites) . LR /N )
(Abietineaepollenites) | W AZ Ky (Keteleeriaepollenites) 5 HL#E
BB (Pinaceae) ; Ho 1A ) b J & T 22 4 DR 34 19 45 B4k
a0 s (Artemisiaepollenites) | BIE =8 (Labitricolpites) |
J T = L8 ¥y (Echitricolporites) , % T¢I 7 b 38 32 #f
AR TR L S22 5 T R T T O G A 2 (A AE AT AN R
B ARG R R TR AL A 255 A W L 2B B
(AWIReeR TR R SRS

T IR A A P AR ORURE L (D6—-30—4,
D6-30—6) 1T 20 S ALY 6By 7 5 00, 95 F b
(Chenopodipollis), &K 7 ¥ ES
(Compositoipollenites) H B3 Z (4 $U I8 ( Nitrariadites) |
J& I = 1B (Labitricolpites) , 71 1 #3 ( Qinghaipollis) | ik B 43
(Ephedripites) . = 18 # 5 5% m = % iy
(Leiotriletes), /b1t th XX AN 43 (Pinuspollenites) . #
(Artemisiaepollenites) | B A B (Liliacidites) . B #
(Meliaceoidites) . ¥r #r ok M
(Juglanspollenites) .1 # (Ulmipollenites) ; % 4 E. B E £ 35 #
(Tubulifloridites grandis Nagy) . ISR (Persicarioipollis
lusaticus Krutzsch) U@ i 1 (Pterisisporites) , [ERAE=w IR p]
FAUB SR SR BT T 22 v R R AR 20, R I 2R AR TR
TH 16 19— B i

% b 2 Hb v S R B I 45 e K s R (D7 —6-3) B T
HYIIEN 64.3% , BT HIYIIENS 28.6% , BR KA YK 6.9% ;
BRI ALE, WK (Compositoipollenites)

( Graminidites)

(Tricolpites)

(Quercoidites) |
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1.7% . & B (Artemisiaepollenites)0.8% | E% ) (Chenopodipollis)
11.3% . f1 7 ¥ (Caryophyllidites)2.6% . 1Kk ¥ #
(Fupingpollenites)0.8% , 144 %3 Fl A1 77 #3 1) 3 %2 Ji I 10
Sy bRt b e 0 — EORr i AR B I 2 ARER A R %
T8 L G b U M R R T R T G B DX B - T A
VT KT 77 bR 0 Rt A R 2R ) AR AR b )2 2 ) 5 Ak
B, e T b 2 AR T T e

L5 A8 4 by v AR 1 D8 KA R i (D7 -9-6) K L & 42
3 (Piceaepollenites) (15%) Y2 ¥2 ¥} (Abiespollenites) (9.1%) AL
R Ry (Pinuspollenites) (9.8% ). % X A ¥ (Podocarpidites)
(4.5%) il AZ H; (Keteleeriaepollenites) (5.2% ) e Bt 1 H 0 A% 3
(Quercoidites) (15% ). ook B OR Y R R
(Ranunculacidites)5.2% . H 16 = L ¥4 ¥ (Echitricolporites)
52% . J& & = V8 ¥ (Labitricolpites)4.5% M & #A H
( Graminidites)0.6%. RGN A G 45 G R IKAE S T IRER
TR LI (14~15 Ma) PN HE A 2 fih O 28 | 07 2 A8 4 b
rh AR e B DURR I AR SR rhon e b e 0 S5 A 4 b AL B 4 e A
J2 K L L A B 0 R AR B L A R 1 4 A
(Cichorieacidites) ., £ 1t % # (Tubulifloridites) . # ¥
(Artemisiaepollenites) | 5 BLAE ¥y (Compositae ) R M Y N
PR i) (Cyperaceaepollis) . KA K (Graminidites) . 11 2 |~
(Scabiosapollis) , T FL & e 5 J2 Wb # FUEb 25 52 f R #
AT LA (14~15 Ma) 22 I 3 07 55 A1 28 3t AL 8
BJRTC I AR Ay Fop At

UL 8 W BFORS - BB b (D2—25—1) 555 58 51 BUR b
(D3-9—6) 31 A BLACH 3 GURLRY | 52 P47 R 88 A 8 a6 7
W BB okt 2 b, B AR R R AT 8 (Artemisia) % 5
K 17%~48% FA B 4t (Pinus) 815 26%~28% , #€ (Betula) 6%~
7%, WEAR S AR W) AE K BRI 33%0~38% 5 IR AR DAy g B i
TN 301 Jes [R] K ST AR TR

B A PE T, AR 3 04 B0 L FE W De—24—1 1Y
il R SEE LR AR AR IR I MO TR R AR 4~11 ka, JB
2R TAR O B A MIST VKR 33 (FL5F i 4 )i
3.2 WIREEM

R 20 5 X Tt AR BRI B R 4R R 5 k)
T 6 i J5E r O — 4 R AN ) ) AR R Y 6Lk 20 G
TT R G0, HE A8 B g 3 485 7 77 7 8 St PRy 8 24 A e 300 1 oty
PRI AR

TEVE I 4 b AL 8 T3 B2 A b b SR D B 45 (D6—29—
10) MR F U KA (D6—29—11) MR 41 & | o - rfogn it
W6 300 T 9 1 B K 9 o P B R B e AR e O 9 I et
MG BCR LB (30%) , LABRRY SUKERY RG BB 0 = WA H
Dim R LR , AR (Euphorbiacites) . R
(Rhoipites) . # & ¥ (Liquidambarpollenites) . V4 H L #
(Cyrillaceaepollenites) . A =% B (Magnolipollis) . B #i
(Meliaceoidites) . Ll #% Bk ¥ ( Caryapollenites) ; ¥ it A 46 ¥ 4
9%, AT YA 5 21%, 878 IR SRR EE , K FRZ 1)

K Az ML W), W1 Sparganiaceaepollenites (M = # ¥y ) F
Potamogetonacidites( HR 3% 43 )gff S5 w0 A T A
PN E DN BN D O NS R A Gz s o4 W TSI R 73 s Ll
IR 168 U8 K 2 (D6—29—12) 5 1% B B b B KS - (Do—28—
13), A3 2 G W% BT MR 55 JRURE A, DUBE AR T2
7R L rbo SR G A TR U PR

TIS it 2 b pi #4829 e {00 Sy BT L M Ak T 5 Ul K
H(D7—6-3) B A, o b i b 30158 R s I i e
Wl It b (2496) BH IR (249 ) R AT 1) (25% ) TR A 9 4 5
WL, B SR A A 2D WA T 2| AR R ) B I bR
W EAS AR AR B i AR R (11%) 5 [F) I 8 B 22 1 B iR
BOR AR ARA By AMBY BRRY AR K A R A TR B iR AL R OR
TR AR LT S BRI

rhr e S — LTt R e SR A — 2P ) TR
J5 1) S J& 3 R A b v T A e B — Lk 8 K
(D6—=30—4) FU b (D6—-30—6) AR L& s |, T FAE Y 7>
TR Z LRy R LB 32 T AR A | 8K
TR R AR RIS L I A b 3 T e e 0T KA
(D7-9—6) k3 20 5 .7 B I BRORE 4 57000, S i MRAE o 2 &
ik 40%, WAE A2 15% M 16% 842 9% , FEAMEY) & AT
ZE13% , ¥ T AR B 169 , R IE BT R A R AR T 2%
7 B TR — TRLHY 5 JE A R

P AP 2 2 T TR 20 09 R A [T B B
AR AE R & 1k I 38 40%, LS A2 15% 8 16% 18 12
9% T 5 Y I I bRORE W A B, 38 23% , KL BR B O
T FAKE Y & 2 13% , TR il i FE AR R BT . AR
JE R B R e 5 (D7 -8 —4) UM R D DL A
AEM 32 5 T 0 B R R T AU B

WG, ST T U KB 7 A e A 0 R A R BT I T
GANU/YE b | A =l A NN A L N NN N 7
A AR S B LR W BURS £ SO P (D225
DS HEA BB (D3-9—6) M H & BA R i HH
U | 5k 7 (Artemisia)—#A (Pinus)—HE (Betula) M 32 B9 R AR
F SR S BT bR SR AR ER R PIIR A K
AR B S B R LT K2 (Abies) # N B (4%~5% )
JiR ¥ (Ephedra) e (Chenopodiaceae) B A 48 7 I T
THE T K 0 ) B8 R A R B3 | 5 A AR A D DX Ry PR s AR
P BAT RAF R TI P, BB 116~12 ka BP., AR
S5 ANV F A e BT 68~140 m B i o2 80 AH T AR A i
H BRI 9~48 m I 6 HIFLY ML (T,—T,), HEIEZE 12
AR A, A AR A LA (Artemisia) —#A (Pinus)—HE
(Betula) 4G e ik | 48 78 8] A I8 38 <00 PR35 5 (HAS ) 6 By
W (Artemisia) W (Pinus) ME (Betula) 5 51 kY% 1 [ 0
R THEA AR )10 F6 B LA TR AR A R B MR
TS MISS~MIS2 42 BR R 8 A7 78 5 D) L &R 12

AT IS0 (MIST K I ) 3 7B e S A L Y o, 7
g KR B X R B #E (Artemisia)—H (Pinus)—HE
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POA B 0 T A LLRS RN HE S = RO ) LA (Artemisia) N
F %K (Abies) 52 (Chenopodiaceae) TEAE (1%4%), 5
A LA (Artemisia) 8 3 1Y e F€ 50 Ji 15 00 4 A B S5 UL A7 7E i
25 MR G JOAR e AR A /M R UL Bk T
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& 5°C , AERE TR HE 500 mm ; 10 49 A HE 1] DX 6 38 15 It 1) B4 4
N —2~0°C AT IR R 300~400 mml™,
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T e ST A A A 2 5 T A R AR | X B
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i AEmE KB )TZ K B 5L 6 A DU R M 2 | 7E R
LA KTE A I RELL R IR SE B LR I Bt
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PO R EN 73 78 L LR TR R B T B T R A W T PR
TR 1) LU AR LI 2t AR - B SRGES 16~17°C, e HE AR
ik 5~7°C, L HL A e v 7P 30 3°9C 7 73 2538 1+ 1 AR
S P Bl 3t X R SO R L A SR e R TE 2 B
TH 0 400 42 BRI 22 M B AR, (E R AT AR O i T AR
R — LR | A BRSO DR T | 2 v G TR 7 R
B Ak 5 AR v 26 b IXOB R T AR oK 55 (1] 3) , [E7E
IF3) 1 A R T[] 1

A ER AU IR SE AL B R W ORI TT 4R 7 R 4R
DX 9 P I ik B A0 7 AR Il 2 1 TR A R A R
B 7 S P B B (4 S IRV PTRR AR R A2 & (K 3) B
AR A8 A KL B R T — b R T T R
Ml DX PR T S R R ) AE B 5 B A R S A R R PR IR AR
[ 20 1 i 78 Ak, X 7 R v i P BE T A R R X,

TE W T 1 2 BRI I AR R | 35 TR A 4T DI B i 17 v 401
JE RUHE V55 1 6% 21 (0 5 R (URE i 26 L2 R 45 s B
R R SEO0L, B A AR A R o A BRI (10%~
18% ) (& 1), AL 4% K 8 ¥ (Euphorbiacites) . % W ¥
(Rhoipites) , P ¥} (Liquidambarpollenites) , P4 B $i ¥
(Cyrillaceaepollenites) . K > B (Magnolipollis) , # #1
(Meliaceoidites) . 1l # #k % Fr Al kY
(Palmaepollenites) B (Rutaceoipollis) Bk 4 R
(Myrtaceidites) . WU ¥ #3  (Pterocaryapollenites) , & 7 #4 #3
(Platycaryapollenites ) . % F ¥ (Ilexpollenites) , A7 H K L 491 14
B I AR i i i o AR R — s Bk B R AR TE A T AR

( Caryapollenites) |

WA ALY 5 15%~18%, EHMMAEY (A2 ++% 42 N
32% , ¥ W R PR W) 19% , HE R K BLAAR WAL 5 5%~
8Up1S~191, G 1 — R 43 1 T TH B B AR N 10%~
13% , EF ALY (B A2) di 11%~21% , % I @ i AR 9 o5 15%
~21% R T B AAE Y i 28%~30% P T8 VAT Z b B 1 v i
A AT A 2 5 23% , TR (A + =) B 16%,
¥ A MR W A 14% , R B B AR WAL 22% ~
30% P 122 25 2 b Wt v 6 0T B SIE B A 2 ] 15%, B
WA (= A2+ ) 5 24%~34% 1

29 1R T B 0T T G 5 v R L IDT | A X A S B
AT R B /L | AR PR v B 0] — R 4 0 2
(P 4y GG <7 — [0 4 b Ry SV Ry Al A6 A 5 k78 Wi
TH B 0] — v thE SRR 22 306~5% , B T TR R 0.59%,
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B RO R R 796, ot v e 0 B R 2 106, LR SR A
TH S 5 78 PHE AR R A 2 14 [ B MRS - I Ak
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G & 341 b DX o T — b B S SRS R A 45 8K AR
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Fig.3 Diagram of the oxygen isotopic composition vs. time of

sediments from the Atlantic Ocean (after Schackleton, 1984)
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Table 1 Comparison of Late Cenozoic sporopollen assemblages among the
Qinghai-Tibet Plateau and its adjacent regions
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Fig.4 Evolutionary curve of Late Cenozoic sporopollen assemblage of the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau and its adjacent regions
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Fig.5 Changes in latitude of the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau in the Late Cenozoic

m q§ M

(the minimum movement velocity is the north—directed component oltained by conversion of the present GPS observation data; the maximum
movement velocity is the present NE—directed absolute movement velocity relative to the Eurasian Terrestrial Reference System obtained by
GPS measurements, which may probably represent the nearly N—S—directed movement velocity prior to the transition from compressional
shortening to extensional strike slip of the crust below the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau. The dotted and dashed lines denote the mean movement

velocities between the maximum and minimum velocities at the points Kunlun Pass, Tuotuo River and Tongtian River)
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Late Cenozoic environmental evolution of the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau as
indicated by the evolution of sporopollen assemblages

WU Zhen—han, WU Zhong—hai, YE Pei—sheng, HU Dao—gong, PENG Hua

(Institute of Geomechanics, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Sporopollen was analyzed for samples from Neogene lacustrine sediments of the Tuotuohe,
Tongtianhe, Nagqu, East Wenquan and Oiyug basins and Late Quaternary lacustrine sediments of Bas Co, Co
Ngoin and Nam Co on the Tibetan Plateau. According to these data together with the sporopollen assemblage
data from the Xining —Minhe basin, Lunpola basin, Namlin basin and Weihe basin, the authors analyzed the
evolution of the Late Cenozoic paleovegetations and paleoenvironment on the Qinghai—Tibet Plateau and in its
adjacent regions and found that vegetation and environment differentiation occurred in the Late Oligocene—Early
Miocene in the Qinghai —Tibet region and its surrounding regions, resulting in rapid decrease and gradual
disappearance of tropical —subtropical plants in the Qinghai—Tibet region. Such a change of vegetation did not
coincide with the global warm climate and lower paleolatitudes of the Qinghai —Tibet region in the Late
Oligocene —Early Miocene, and the extinction of tropical —subtropical plants indicates that the Qinghai —Tibet
Plateau was uplifted in the Early Miocene. The broad—leaf and needle—leaf plants on the plateau showed a trend
of general decrease and quasi —periodical fluctuations from the Early Miocene to Late Quaternary, which
corresponded well with the global climate changes. In the Late Quaternary herbaceous plants increased gradually,
leading to the appearance of the vegetation landscape of mixed needle—leaf plants, broad—leaf plants, shrubs and
herbaceous plants dominated by Artemisia, Pinus and Betula on the Tibetan Plateau in the Late Pleistocene and
Early Holocene.

Key words:sporopollen assemblage; paleovegetation; paleoenvironment; Late Cenozoic, uplift of the Qinghai—
Tibet Plateau
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