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Pseudo frenelopsis papillosa Chow and Tsao Fl Pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa Watson 40l 45 ¥ #E47 T WEWF 5T .
Hrp P papillosa Toi N7 MIE Z5 18 J&: 38 B2 M 16 #6548 AR AN 58 @2 — 30 11 E N Pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa
PR A A4 15 o2 5 Dl i AL HES AL U B 0 i R DL LR U AMZAR A AL AR RV L B R R/ T LR B
SEJ7 MRS Pseudo frenelopsis I HAWFA KARN . IR LA P. parceramosa 1S AL M 3830 1 I il BUA: 58 %
P T 5 A M RS COL MR 861~ 1047ml/ L, 75t FH AR Rk 5 L 11 S tH e 1) CO, ok BE B 1o FH A R 22

s HE 5 HE T Ui W AR i iT AR BRI AR

KB HER; EUAZR A COMIEL; Will

EEEZRE — RO KA AR Y Rk
TR A R AR REREZEE
Y 2 2R 2060 2 v R A A B D A R 2R A
T 3k — AT I A DT A PP T RE PR AT R SR AU A
YA o A2 B B 2 R P AR A 2 Al
A HEAUER L TN VR 2 Y 2 K ik, (3
o T 2 B A R A7 A 58 B L BT LI X 26 B K 46 19 4
Pl Ar AT FEAR A I ) HUJR BRAE 2 B 25 1 %
ZERALA o3 AT EE 08 MR R o 5 X HE T —
SE BRI . AP AR R B TR AT T RO
e 111 52 B oty R 2 0 7 bR R T AL G0 A R
AR ) A SR B TS IR 2 — o T R DR L A
ERAFA A YA B 9 F SRR 2 A
I T AR 4 ) S X LR AR DR AT B AL A R
R 1 2= DR AT B9 3 SRR AL AN R B A IR 25 AL
Tor A 3 12 Bz B A A M A A A L AN (L Bl A
IR B9 SR 25 T 5845 2 L i HLAd ol #E e
AR AR PR S AR E COMT AR, 2004) o 3T AR Ok
F A A T2 56 E AL R A iy R CO, R
S5 7 TR A B8 H kR o AR SR T At L R
X SR H LT B BT 228 (I 1) 0E Sk 21 1 1 o 2 %

¥ Bl ¥ Pseudofrenelopsis papillosa F
Pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa WA EEF AT T W
BEWETE, IF 8 2o e BLAE SR G R IR Tl R
CO, ¥ & g i 78 3 1 32 &R By e 2 A f 4k — 2
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Fig. 1 The locality of the fossil plants
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1 Hb A

WL b F [ 2R 1 1 0 . JE PR KPR A
W E G S I B . XA T
o5 AR B R A XD — R i o, B s
5 TTRAHE A5 b T R M, 2 A2 Bl AH L b AR 2 1
DU, 2B 8l )a KA T 9 ZN Y W 2435 gl R AL
R L W R R SR AR RH AR T TS I T 48 R
A A HERR DU T B S AL DL R
FRTE S S & .

WLHERMZR A RT W2, 0T
46 AR/ S5 1 N 2 R AR BB R 1
Ly WG S 4 3 72 Sh ALK LG B 5% . B i A A
JE AT 75 1) 52 AU AU AR 1] A8 3 4 1 5 A Sl 4 b o AL P —
2R 7 1) S AR PG T [ A1 2D B2 ok A 3k 42 1) )
1, 5 A 0] A5 Ak AR s e 1 S A B AR R AR R
] S AR P4 7 ] e A Gt VLA DXl i 7S 1989) . i
VLR DA O 32, e kilisg . Kb, T
WG K T A R b s s A A s
M. —MIFE 300~600m, ™ & 3 AEY LA .
Hh. Myl F & BT Ruffordia
Onychiopsis ¥ ¥ fb 1 Bt F1 Pseudo frenelopsis
spp. AHALAT LT BN H— AR AF 22 5 LU 52
B Z , B BUZ BT 245X A BUZ Rk
2 BPRHRIDT K
2.1 ##

AT T A A B4 T 2007 4 4 SR AW
VLT B B0 22 A Sk 2 AR AR A R R A HL
RAEA MUZ . CINEIRE T -1,2)

2.2 FHiE

TE 52 96 28 56 F R A 0 BALIE BEAR AL A5 B T
it F00) J0 A 8 T2 BRAS FN O S i B ZE 1R K
B, 8RG8 B3 R (HCD 2 > A /e A2 4 7%
K B 2 b e BT SRR (HE) R — B
M BE = b PR, 5 E AR B B AT IR (Schulze?
solution) W2 i b B, 15 £ 51 2 45 3 3% W 52 35 W)
AT FHZE K 7043 Ve, TR A 500 10 ZK T R
(NH, OH) w4038 1 21, FH 2 1K Ui, — 38 o0 FH 3%
ZLge o il RS R A YO A T SR A R
T3 — 4338 Ao A [R) A JE SORG VA VR B K L SR U5 R R B
JZ VLS W B U SRS 7R RS s AR TR R
LR BEYE — 2414 . 7E JSM-5600LV HL 41 i

e T~ A I I

3 ffa e i ik

oW 2 B Family  Cheirolepidiaceae
Takhtajan, 1963
Y T i< I Genus Pseudo frenelops

(Nathorst, 1893)emend Watson, 1977

HEBPIT M Pseudofrenelopsis papillosa
Chow and Tsao0,1977

e AR R T - AR A PR AF B 5 S — /N
Fs/NBOE i« By 3, FEACK 5. Sem AL GE 6~
8mm., FA] K A 9~1lem, AL 60° 447 A% . K 2
dem., B Smm 78 A7, 1 E] K 6~ 8mm, AR A H AT, Y
e e e R R B E S G e o VR S RE SR ¢
SME I G R L1 ko i em 1~ 1
Tmm. LR Z KR 4~5 KA.

W ERE R R R A TUZ AR S
FE M BARE  or Aii 45 B £l 8~ 10pm 1Y [ JE 7L
5 Al W E AR dpm, B T AR 1.2 X
10° 4> LA 21 oA LA B 4~6 4 5~
9pm B I [RHE 3L 58 30 S A1 J&] B IR 1 -3) , A 28R
£l 1Y 7L 58 B AR R oK ) Ah %8 M 3 R — A AR
40pm ., N1E 30pm B Florin ring (f 22 IF) (B Wt
1-3.5) 0 T & Bz oA 2 10 40 i 4) E  R 0, <AL AT
AR AT A 1 HE 5, 22Kk WA 6~13
fLAT I 1415 17 19 ALAT WAL & 2 AT RS
(B IR BT B KRN A 10~ 16 A, D5 =22 1]
LA 1~5 AR B AN 73 TF 5 50 AR 4 1) AL L
AR T2 40 i AH 42 fioh CI&T R T -6 {H R WL 52 3] 2L A7 )
TANMI RIS . AL R IR E M R DE R/
2y 30~50pm, PRILAAMLFBE . L A% AL ) AR
R 40 BR 5 50, 4 ~6 A UL (TR 140, D% 7
A TARRNZEA 2 3 J BE A AR B AN e L
RPAMM R RR 1-7) . — M 3R J 20 M S5 42 AN 512
DU TE B T AN S5 AR AN o 320 3% 4 i
AT FL SRR GG (B T -3,5) 6

WA R H9 Pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa
(Fontaine,1889) Watson, 1977 fb A4 (& ik 1 -2)
PRAGRAERUT  Fg— /N B /N Je BOHL S DR AT
KEN 4.4 em, 5808 7~9mm, BA7. 20 10~
12mm, 25 b HFAT NS0 2ok 5~6 45, It
B ROR WA BAE =B R, Bl R 2
~3mm (A 1-2 §i k) .
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AL AR HEF AL L B ) AT AT A P
AL IFATHES) K EAR BT . A EARAL S K
S5~6 AT AT LA 3~5 A MIAT B TS . 47 A 40 i DL 1)
ALY T S 3 R AL AR DL SRR R T
BT WA WM IHIE ., AT N RS
fL 10~12 A B Z 18] 5 LA 1~3 R A 53T, 5
P AH B Y AL 4% LA R T2 40 i A 43 fih {EL DA 3
R DA (EAR 1-8,9 . KALITH R LAk
HUAIE B DB T S BIE  JF DL T B
AR R T B g 5 e A BER R . A fLas iR
JEs 7Y, A B R — [ R, F A% 25~ 65.m, ff T2 41 i 1k
TR A AL LI AR . & 40 5~6 A (AR
1-10) A S AR AR AT ) T80 bR UL 5% #f Jo
A1 JEE 5 B0 5 BSOARR [52) 720— [B8) Y F) B A T I AR
it AL A R HE S AT o LR [ R 24 ) T A5 i
JEHY Florin ring (f 22 Ak 3F) R WFL R &R 1 -11)

B 5 0 g % B 2 B 2 N Genus
Pseudo frenelopsis 1 Genus Frenelopsis Wi 1~ J& »
H o Pseudofrenelopsis %3 fi & N ) Z.
Pseudo frenelopsis J&J& Nathorst(1893,S. 52~54,
Taf. 6~9) W57 % 75 8 Tlaxiaco HbJ7 K- (4 44
G BB Sz Y, B SR Pseudo frenelopsis. felixi
HATGEIR AR 1) A — I3 1 I A S 3 LA
B TR Z R BEBFSE . 1905 4F, Fontaine 18 & fll A<
N % N Frenelopsis wvarians F Pagiophyllum
dubium (1893) {9 5 [H 18 v B i JH 1. 11 2 it A8 ) 1k
£ %8 A 5 Nathorst i P. felixi [A] ., Watson
(197 e 58 5 [ F 5 [ L 1 2 A 52 A2 B i, 3l
Sk A A REWSE, BN N Frenelopsis varians ,
Pagiophyllum M Pseudo frenelopsis.
felizi g [al —AH ¥y, & J 1 34T fA B JZ BF 58 1)
Frenelopsis varians Font. {83 3£ & #4 & S 15 2 10
Pseudo frenelopsis  felixi Nathorst fE K
Pseudo frenelopsis FIREZR , 3 %7 )@ B4R E AT T
VIE . [R] IR O dt LA R RS2 B BT B Mainca 5
Pseudo frenelopsis N Y T 4K B R BT
H5E 3, /EN Mainca W) Fh M. parceramosa
(Font.) B SR B V3 A Pseudo frenelopsis (T 1F 58,
1989), Z45 S Pseudo frenelopsis A )\ Ff
gk 1), F&E Pseudo frenelopsis 14y 1k — I
HWUANF R P papillosa, P. heishanensis, P.
dalatzensis fl P. gansuensis({15% 1),

Pseudo frenelopsis Fl Frenelopsis — & 1E ¥
S RERHE T WA AL AH ZH WA —EE R

dubium

1. RIS L, Frenelopsis B EFEA = A0
R A JEFEEF Bl W Frenelopsis teixeirae , BT
FH WA M 4L (Alvin et al., 1978), T
Pseudo frenelopsis /AT F 33— 404, 7
P. nathorstiana W % 2% 8 7 L # 4> i+ R
19950, fE &£ K 4 M J7 I,
Pseudo frenelopsis W) T 40 M 19 = 76 © 0 1) A
AFIR ZHO 5~6 A ECH 4.7.8.9 B H B Cn
= 1, 1M Frenelopsis @) DM EE LH 4~5
ANDEEER) 6 LU (Gomez et al,2002) , i i LA
] DM T W AZ R X bR ) 6 R 3 A R
AR R AE 7Y 75 T LK e 2T o S BEAZ BB W) Y B SR
AR T 674 6] 9 38 AL W 288 o ot ) T 958 2 3 A ) £
A T AR B8 H SO E T8 1Y K Z — (Watson,
1977) A g — S A T BB e B b A L AR AE AN B 1 U1) %
SE » AR SCHIFFE B0 33X PR AL AT DR AS AR R DRAFBGF 7T i
HEEINEY EA-DZMIBWHRNEAS DA =
AR IR 5 DA AR 5T 2 A B AR TR 2 L 33X T A AL A
T AMIECR F B 5~6 A BN IH BRI A E .
T B H B Pseudo frenelopsis % ffrp (£ 1), P.
papillosa fl P. dalatzensis PIETT B A A%, X 5
PRASE IR I — (5 P. papillosa {E FAlT7 0 5 bR
AT ARG 80 R i Rl (A A S5 T I A 2
e X TR IR T AR PR T AN 284k, N
P. parceramosa W bR A5 0] M i JZ BN OEH . X 5
P. varians, P. papillosa ¥ P. dalatzensis 73 [a] E.
A LT3+ I3 AR s AR AR B ARSI RN L 2 AT B
25 P.nathorstiana " ALHE 5 B AN [R] 5 b5 A< &l T
MM ERIWFL R XY P. heishanensis B T 40 Jifi 28 42
F I T 3 e 20 L 1) 1 3R AN ) 5 A A A T ) R A
fLEs K/D TS P. gansuensis # P. glabra #3418
RZE o e R A AL A B B 29 m] DL 38 20 R Y
Florin ring (f# 22 #k30) . E N P. parceramosa, ¥
B E R ATT K E N P. parceramosa W) K %2 %
FRASN S P. papillosa,fBASSLE N P. parceramosa
HIMR AL J7 T 5 Pseudo frenelopsis papillosa I~
IAH TR S B 5 i ) 9 ) I R A B2 SR B LIS
A JE 5 LY T () AR A BT E B S 2 T A
AR, MEHEARYWE, BN RN P. parceramosa,
Z S A W -2 /D C I S R |
Pseudo frenelopsis P25 Fp a5t L F R4 T — 8
M2 BRI BN A 2 R 0 Z 1R 5 4 BT
EF TR REN .

( Srinivasan,

P. parceramosa
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Table 1 Characteristic comparison among several Pseudofrenelopsis species of cheirolepidiaceae
P AE P. wvarians | P. parceramosa|P. nathorstiana| P. papillosa | P. dalatzensis| P. heishanensis | P. gansuensis | P. glabra
A i) K (mm) 1. 5~17 1 ~11 1~2.9 5 ~11 4 ~10 5 ~6 7 ~11 4 ~8
5 [ % (mm) 3~7 T Lh b 1~2 3~7.5 3~6.5 2.5~4 9 4
" L2
I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
RERSLIE ¢ % 2)
L ) ] B ]
K JE (mm) 1.5 2 1 1.5 2 2 1.5
e L HBET | oo ongeim ol e o e el o ] o ;
9 1) % B A R $0m BATMILR| BAER EEEIRN A FLR BAIR BAIR B
L
I AT I S R ik NEl
AL HES H5 ATHE | IR NAT AR AT | BEHES, EiRTAIbE R CiRTAIbER) Uik A:K EiRTAIbER)
R AT HES Ui Ak
S ALEF 2K 04T Y 8~10 6~10 4~9 6~10 8~10 7~8 7~9
SALE AR (pm) 70~100 50~80 50~73 40~92.5 55~95 62.5~100 90~100 §~120
= " N 5~8 | EHE N 5~6 | WH K 5~6 | HH I 5~6 . WH A 5~6 | HHEK 6~7
= 11 4 o | o .
A DAMBCR | g A 4 5 9 iy wag7.g | BENOE A7 A 8~9 68
S ALARH 18] &=l R & =il LR & =0 &M EER &M
) o e . ol ol e e Rk S
MR | Ao s e AR #olge | mAGR j%éwg WA | wAAR
. i . Berriasian- . Lower Aptian- Lower Cretaceous . . .
TR Aptian-Albian Albian Albian Cretaceous Albian (preAlbia) Aptian-Albian Albian
X EEAT | EERRWILTT | EEALr S| i i i H A
Chow and
Alvin,1977; Tsao,1977;
. . P Chow and XIS -
5% ik Watson, Alvin-et al, Srmwaian. J%]?jk , HE Tsa0.1977; Wk, 1995 /NG, Saiki,
1977 1978; 1995 32,1979; . s 1999
A H %1995 JEIEAE L2005
Watson, 1977 JE & 48,1995
/N5, 2005

mIHEEE X

AL Bl AR A 5 RS K o F CO, /Y Tl
TE PR R A COL ¥ B 5 10 B2 19 728 4k 52 i o <AL Y
KB AR MR S AH TR CO, ¥R BE T8 23 31 A
AL OG5 53 81 06 RS A UL BE o 5 e o AL Y
& LR EHbr EAVFZ#Em B CO,
WL AR I 25 7 1R 5T CO, U B 1Y A2 A X R ) AL
R BFREW, BARKHSHEME. — BRI H T
KM CO M T m B O R REB /- M) (22
C; 1Y - s —3 45 C, /YD MR IL AT Z .
S FL % B ( stomatal density) A F [F 1) & #
(Woodward, 1987 ; Beerling et al. , 1995; Bettarini
et al. ,1998), AL % B 1 722 Ak 52 3 3 Qo IR
JE R A DR R A ) 24 ] — A ) AN T AL AN T
X A9 SD ( stomatal density) &4 WH & #2851k, (HX,
fL#8 %k ( stomatal index) ¥ X — 48 1k 9 2 7% />

(McElwain, 1996) . 4 bt » F AT AT L 32 #08 £2 3 K
A CO, e J8 728 Al B E He 55 U R oy A P b 26 L ol i
ST EATH AL S E SR HED il R CO, kB A
X RN AL F( Poole et al. ,1996) , 317 50 #r
W EE A A (Burgh, 1993 5 PRAZHEAF 20000 .
RKILFTAE P. parceramosa W i 5t JZ A X 8K,
NSRRI CO, WS T 26 ik it
it Bs sk 2) o AR S i Kdls m] AT A A
P. parceramosa B S FLIEE(SDEE K 6. 615 4K
SR AW B i B A 3R % B N Tetraclinis.
Articulata . Callitris
decurrens .Salicornia. wvirginica W Fp S L 18 £
S - 10. 5+ 1. 5 (Haworth Matthew 2%, 2005) ;
AL (SR Oy 1. 59, 13 57 B v 4 LA v b
(SRX1.2)H 191, CO, ¥ JEE K 573ml/ L. % [ A
75 1 COLWR I 480 X 10~666ml/Ls $5 77 540
PRUERE H AR E AL (SR X 2) g 3. 18, H CO ¥ FE R

oblonga Calocedrus
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954ml/L, % & f 22 7] 15 CO, ¥ &y 861 ~
1047ml/L,

BROE A A N 3 W 58 A A W VL i AR P R
SR VI 5 2D AR L 1 g 0 5 e
ARV kO TR AL B AR I AT R R AL
B SR R A 7 AR AT RE A T Aptian 1
#l| Santonian # 2 [A] (4% 1 445, 2001) . 4 bk
AT R B 4 3 i —— W7 VLT B B I 22 4R T Sk 4H i) I
ARRE g 3 2 g 8. KRR A2 R CO, ik 4 )
Berner {4 BRI AR CANIE 20, Hg5 1]
FH BB bR HE 1S 19 £ (B L Berner 11 42 BR i 1 i B2
RUWE AR 0 A0 2k 22 Fn AT 19 CO, ¥k B2 2 7E Berner
R 4 Bk P B R R 22V BN Y . DL B 2 SR U A
i P. parceramosa Y&k &8 A ¥ #1] CO, e B Ly
R FHA A 28 b HE 5 HE A L i) CO, 9 BV 861
~1047ml/L,

& 2 {kH\ P.parceramosa TRESILSH
Table 2 Stomatal parameters of lower epidermis of

fossil P. parceramosa

GiH | [fLE&HE i % B SALE R AL EL
5 (4~/mm?) (4~/mm?) (SD) (SD
1 37 515 37 6.78
2 35 496 35 6.58
3 44 643 44 6.47
4 42 595 42 6.59
5 40 563 40 6.63
A 40 562 40 6.61+0.11
16
14 4 '\ e—SR=1. 2RCO,
D =— SR=2RCO, 4000
Iy
12 4 .
1 AN \
2
3000 z
®
o)
2000 &
X
1000

0 | AT I B R TS L
..................
250 230 210 -190 -170 -150 -130 -110 90 70
i) (Ma)

B2 B CO, e HE 25 Ak

Fig. 2 CO, concentration change over geological time

5 118

RIXK A P. parceramosa 1 it )2 S Lt
k5 Haworth Matthew 28 A (Haworth Matthew
55,2005 WF 58 1 R IR CO, ¥R B2 R I 9 J5 ¥ it
B BARLAR A A W] . B A AR 5 % AT M Haworth
Matthew 25 A F A A% 28 (SR X 2) F1 (SR X 1) P4 Fp #x
AT FCAR AL L 5 5 Berner f9 ik - i £ 1 E (4[]
3, MWK Er] PLFE H Haworth Matthew 28 A 3 7%
ZORRUEDS A 45 S 5 Berner (165 1 £ 1 50t 3t A
— B X WAEY] T A NS IER Y. WK B F
A1 28 AR HEAT Hh AR 3 = 2 500 I A R B COL MR B
MR R B e g e R R BT XS
Berner [ F #7858 R AR A . Berner #Y ik - 1
BERLE BRI 5 T 1 KA COL W -2 28 fh it 3
PRI T SR AR DX il CO,L ¥ 5 23k 2y COL W 2
Beth Ao TE— MO0 L AR P AL B A R A K
5 CO, ¥ BE (1) 722 Ak ka #e s Wb 25T AE [] — Ml i A [6] 2 AL
LR A — AP AR G A BB IR B R FROROCR . | T
AT I B B R 2 b 55 5 Haworth Matthew #4
BER A A E] L BT AA B A — B g ). A3
B FE 45 AL — 2 58 T Haworth Matthew %5
NBEER UL T A Fha] LIRS IR 45 .

T 3 5T IS5 v CO, Y JBE 05 1Y 52 ) — B2
WA — o A A O A OB s 1 i 40
CO, ¥ B 12— & I B0 T B8 B e 24 i i) 0 fee , (H &
AR AR P 2R . B g 1 3 g 1 T
$0 2 b 5 B0 e AR R R A B L R R R T AR E

16

.o R HE
144 ‘- e—SR=1. 2RCO,
-\ =—SR=2RCO, L4000
1 * - JyHaworth Matthew%§ A\ ¥4
12 I \_ -~
I T
7" ' -~
10473 ; \ £3000 2
p ! .o E
N o
o . %
\. e}
~. 2000 ©
6 r
X
o™ .
44 /N~
- / - |:|.I L1000
-~ s .
2] S I\ —
S
0 o i CAEEAT mozn |0
250 -230 -210 -190 -170 -150 ~-130 ~-110 -90 70

il (Ma)

K3 PB4 CO, W EZ L

Fig. 3 CO, concentration change in the Cratecous
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Abstract

Cuticular characteristics of two species of Cheirolepidiaceae conifer collected from the Cretaceous
Guantou Formation, in Jingling of Xinchang County, Zhejiang Province., Pseudo frenelopsis papillosa
Chow and Tsao and Pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa Watson, are studied with SEM and LM. They had
been extinct by the Tertiary. Of them, morphological and epidermal characteristics of the former species
P. papillosa are completely consistent with those of the holotype ( Chow and Tsao, 1977). However,
pseudo frenelopsis parceramosa is characterized by smooth internode cuticle and regular stomatal
arrangement. Besides, papillae are not found in the subsidiary cells, and size of stomatal apparatus and
free leaf and internode length etc. are not the distinctly same as those of other species of the genus
Pseudo frenelopsi. CO, concentration in the late epoch of the Early Cretaceous is estimated by stomatal
ratio of P. parceramosa (NLRs), which is from 861 to 1047ml/L. It is suggested that the climate in the

Xinchang Basin, Zhejiang Province, was warm or hot and arid or semiarid.

Key words: the Cretaceous; Cheirolepidiaceae; microstructure; CO, concentration; Zhejiang



