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R IRE SO 5T LA DU 2 R 5 1 A 5 B0 2 4T [C 3 ¢ JE ( Tonganosaurus hei Li et al. »2010) S i , 3 40

T RE A RGN D5 1 T v W R I 2 R e A R R Y 23 A v Y R

W7 B AR 4 A ER L G

BAMEITIR A e S SL O P B AT B RO . HLh g S R DT A 2R L R B L 7 AR A6 0 B R 3E A
PEREATANSE M 58 3 L A4 15— D AR IE AR S Wosst U . i LA 5 A — SO AR . BB S L SCEE R TR B AT 5T

TV R B 20K ST 2 B AL SR AR

SRR E S RGN HA KM R TR IR RO R

BB RGO TAE R SRS T A S AT A R — B U B TE MR A U v B A TE R AT
KGR M I s 5 e o A s 0 R 5 A PR 4 e s AL R R

5553 B (Systematic Paleontology) » X W & 4t
AR O R AR SR AR TR GE R A YT
FITE—A A 25 73 Bt (Fossil Morphology) Y
— MR TR . AATEAS AP 32 AR
B R B A A A RE 5 A A T A B A B AR
A3 A . LU E B & AL AR 23 2600 e . b
B R TR E, BAAEWJEL MR R .
] W7 0 2 2% Jp (Sauropod) 1 1k 4 TE & 43 ¥, 4 F
1929 4F Wiman X I & H + 09 f K & 2
(Euhelopus zdanskyi) BHF5¢ (Wiman, 1929) , &4
A 80 ZHEMLE T,

R G T IR T T I R 28 R YRR AE
oA CAUla AL » FR AT B 20 A B UL DR
A HE R 1994 4R, S 2N AR K AE R Wilson
S5 OB T A 28 22 e 19 & 42 43 B (Phylogenetic
relationship) i A0 (Wilson et al. , 1994), i J5 i#F
TT7 HIEABFFE (Wilson et al. , 1998; Wilson,
2002) . 5 3 E AT BB FE R4 #Y Upchurch 58 A
W T 4 90 J2 Wi B 2R 2 e 19 R 42 53 B i 58 (Upchurch
»1995,1998) . [ifi e K 4 1 9 [5] 1 4 8 B 2K 2 e 19
B ARG BAR (Upchurch et al. ,2002,2003), J&
K, Harris Z¢ & 1 Upchurch #1 Wilson #9 A , 3
W 331 &M 815 A] L 3 X Suuwassea emilieae HE

T T 2 ¥ (Harris ,2006),

FE] PNl 0 28 2% e 19 R 4 40 AT B T 2003 4R, BR
FHOBETE FC A 2 (08 SO b R A R 5 1138 T 4 1 B
Fi RUAR IR Wilson 45 5 R 109 % 1] 5 1 f) F 7 49 %
718 HH R o HL 9 R A T 1 16 4T 53 A CRROBH 5 2003) .
2010 48 A SCAE 8 78 HA 4 27 6 18 30, 90 25 18 )
A2 Y e 1) S i M 0T VR (B R L 2010)

LR RGO

AR SCLA 7 60 26 % g (Sauropoda) ] [l 22 Jg N
WFFEX R A 8 Z G853 M J7 125 A6 IF 5 i B0 288 % T
RIACA B, R BRI 4 4
AT g H MU TT IR A PR L SE RO S A o L A
B Mr. K% (Tonganosaurus hei Li et al.
2010) (224545 ,2010) & 76 PU 1| 23 B 3 22 K B 10 K 35
Wi e T R R i g T4 .

L1 REMBITIERE

{7 B T ) 2 2H BT ) R A SR AR R TR B TR )
(Simple sentence) , 5 58 B i ik 1 AL £7 = —FFAE Y
T S . — AR B ) R R — SRR AE
— AN A T A R A A . e b — A
) R TR i — 2% S0 R T I S 2L e 1 i A AL

B IAR B R AEA G LA R OB B S

TE AR SON H AR B3 2 10 H DU 1| Z 4t 28 e S A T AL 5 2458 (40572016 RS B T K2 35 4F 35 4 10 H i B0 24 R 1) 2 k43 M O i 0F

387 [F Ve B 1 LR
WCRE H W 2 2012-06-04 5 3R [A1 H 1 : 2012-10-02 ; TT4T: 4 4 - B

YEF WA B84 AL AN VUTE . PR B TR W AR B3 1 LS A R A 50 ol 3 W (BRI 262808 o Email: yey-y@ 163, com,



512 1

1 % < IR B e B R RO AT U i T A 1827

B TN o F v B ORI AT I R B0 R 5 O & B Y
KB WA AEAE A H S e s M ) K B D
B BORCH A AE M AR R e B 5T R P R BUHE
HE HAHE RHEF B H B0 R EZEKEZ —: @
BRI FOEAE . TR B B T DA ] — B
R A T 0 Sk L 7] Ao A [ 3 7 B 48 1 DO (L
00 Sk B K AR TS IBCAY I BE A HE AR Y
KA. WHEAFLT . — e 5 — s %
ANGE A X R — BB IR AT A 2 AL — D RFAE R
A 1 22 HeE A

A [5) g ol )l 0 2 22 e 7 ) — 2% T BRLi ) i
AR 0 B % AR W) R AL )RR AR 2 25 5 B A AL
primitive ) X A fif Ak
(apomorphic,derived) . I, — 5% B I 1915 7], j
24 TR A5 I B % R T BE A B A AR . P
A R WIS [ 9 5 75 2 - 7 AP 046 .00 1.2,
3.4 %,

914 o ] BRI ) STUAE 4 A Y 00 B B LM
F1(0), J5 M7 (1)” (Upchurch, 1998) . i3 & Hi ik &
BIL SRRk m) . HERY 38 19 02 5 HE CRL 45 SAE
T 7 R A ) A A 1 T S O T T 4 2R L
K1 RS o A — 3 MEMECR AT R/ 5 IS 599 T .
DRV TR R S 26 YT I Sy MY A BRI T S
[T TR i 118D 7 T A 288 ) SR 4 L R A v T
UL RIME A, dn 4k 2 JLJ7 e (Borealosaurus
wimani) B EHE (LI E-4,2004) s Ji G e W@ N
[ f8) . FR  SCMHE , n88 K k % 0 ( Fusuisaurus
zhaoi ) i FEHE (B HE 25, 2006) 5 R 5 3 187 AT F 1M S5
SR DAy [ RY 4 B Sy ISP i 1Y i AR P MR 5 i
S5 SR X Ry P 1 BR SRy P2 5 i OGS TR M1 S
IR TR B BR R i M o B PR AR
FHENR 22 UL T W R 2 1 K 1 2 20 i 0 28 %) i 34 2
HME . SI0ET R 5 B2 0 SUHE T 5, JFOME LA 3 b A (]
A AL FE BCE A OB AR R S A, i L e
(Gongxianosaurus shibeiensis) [ 30 HE & X B
[ {5 4% 55, 1998) o BRI, i 32 AT 07 3R UARRAE . T
PN S A e i L R R B B -
(Mamenchisaurus hochuanensis) (A8 {g 45 ,1972) |
fif I8 % Jg (% 4 4. 20100 B BE 4R G5 g
(Tazoudasaurus naimi) (Allain et al. , 2004) ZE [
FPUME R Jo T RY A, PRI S 30 A 17 36 7 S HE 2 i [ 28
.

W E R , — TR B ) A — SRR AE 2K
BRI ARZFL A — DR E ik . L,

fif  C plesiomorphic,

(o) “'
h

\
Py

(© (d) 7
(h) (D ()

A= SN

PR D I R i e Ak S R
Fig. 1 The centrum types of sauropod dinosaur

O—HHEME,HLRY N 72 WE 5 () ~ (D) —ff [K 38 % e 1 H
i« GO — U O TAD 5 (b)—J7 ¥ A CRUMTED 5 (o — T8
HECEMED ; (D—J5HRHEBUFED ; (o) RS TR R
78 R T M 28D 5 () ~ () 39 Ay T 1 75 5 ek 0l i B 114
T

(c)—In right side view, the rest all in left side view; (a) ~ (d)
vertebrae of Tonganosaurus hei : (a)——cervical (opisthocoelous) ;
(b)—posterior dorsal (amphicoelous); (c¢)—anterior dorsal
(platycelous) ; (d)—prosterior caudal (amphiplatyan); (e)—
anterior caudal of Mamenchisaurus youngi (procoelous); ()
(j)—top vertebrae’ profile, through the longitudinal axis and

the long axis

95 FMEIT IR A R B R 2 — e E A e

G 5 FIAE TT 15 0] A 1) B i 22 o 4 Jn o B AR AE
RCEE . A7 S i 1 R R X R b 8 OGS E
A LB YRR AR S E RN R SR i) ah
Ut BB IE A B /N2 . I TR S BT
15 /) P I 7 AR AL (1 KN

U 1) K S I A 2 R e i o 2 5 R S Y
TEMAE . R R T 1) BUME B H AR AR B EE R
5 5K 1 SR e 02 FE B (Shumosanrus
lii) WYHHE HA 12 4> (R 255, 1988) , MK 2K Y
BEHRKRZ . MW ( Diplodocus )BIFMER 15 4>
(Curtice et al. , 2001), R)F UMK JE & ( Omeisaurus
tian fuensis ) BYFMER 17 A~ ({54245, 1998) . 5
I Je m 8HE A 19 A CHRBHOFE 5§, 2002),
Upchurch 42 5 A~ fij #Lif 1) (GCH CT5~CT79) %K
T8 I RFAE -

INTEET 10 ADHHEC) R TAET 12 A HIHED 5

INTFEET 12 DHHEO) KT T 13 A EHED ;

INTEET 13 D HUHEC) R TAET 15 A HIHED 5

INFEET 15 AHUEO) R TAET 16 DHHED 5

INTFEET 16 A FIHEC0) . R T AT 17 A HikE
(1) (Upchurch,1998),

X 5 Z% AT FAE ) K A AR BUME R H X — R T
X5 Z% TR B R) BT TE BT R R — S 205 %R AR
B BRI, IX 5 2518 ) T i A0 R AR B SHE A 8
H . HALE K :5/205=0. 024, 5%, SHERCH % —
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FEOEAUH — 25 05 AR Al R U A y - 1/(205—4)
=0. 005, L MMM E)F 0. 2 £, WL HHEZ %
AR — A~ B BERRAE L AT AN SR IZ R AE AN R .

=] P A0 2 55 (] A il A 2 O R o8 4 — A A K
FE] A 7 B2 5 I R AIE  7E 15 4h % 3, 40 Upchurch
(1998) \Wilson (2002) Hl Harris (2006) %5 (1) i
AR IR AR B, AN fu] G 22 e 1Y) HE B
LIRS AT A — I REME (B 2. KW
W T BRI A BT L B A FERE T

B R E RS U A T A AL i LY
BE s R RE SR S AT Sy I R R B R
o HHREHE LR E B WLIA 5 3 SER | Hi I T
A EYIRHE  — SRUEEE — A5 . AT e A B
VLIRS o L b o I A o O] 1) i A 248 22k s S A
BHEZ . S TERBEWIHELE 2k 19 4 (K

(a)

MESF,2002) I J5 B LG 5] 52 o i B2 2 e 1 TR S
17 XM, FIL . A SCHEHTE Harris 18 4] J§
S b A SRS IT T A0 R 1B A (Harris 2 4905
T 331 ZKIEA] AN FE B ) g5 N 332 FFIRD .

332, A AL HTRL B B R AR R IMTC0)
D A RS (2)

333. FiMESH /N T T 1000) . 4F 10 F1 13
ZIE (D), RFAET 13(2) 5

334, FHiMERH . /NTF T 130) .4 F 13 F1 16
ZIE (D), RFAET 16(2) 5

335. FiMESH . /NTF 2T 16(0) .4 F 16 F1 19
ZIE (D), RFAET 19(2)

336. A Ja B EE Bl - /N F 55 F 0. 60(0),0. 60~
0.80(1) ., RF4TF 0.80(2);

337 Hi G B /N T4 T 0.70(0),0. 70 ~

20cm
c-2

(b) (d)

b-1 b-2

30cm

2 b BRI R R 1 i O
Fig. 2 Dorsals of sauropod dinosaur
Ca)—fif [R3 %2 e (i 22545, 2010) sa- 1—HT L s a-2— MR 5 (b)— R AF A e AT 15 A 4. 1998) « b-1—HiT AL, b-2— ¥ 5
(o) — A7 FC 55 1N e (A BR BHHE 45, 2002) s - 1— R c-2— JG 5 (D) — R U (3% willson,1998) - d-1— U HR , d-2— Fif ¥

(a)—Tonganosaurus hei (after Li et al. ,2010) :a-1—in anterior view,a-2—in side view; (b) —Omeisaurus tian fuensis (after He Xinlu et al. ,

1998) ,b-1—in anterior view,b-2—in side view; (¢)—Mamenchisaurus youngi Cafter Ouyang et al. , 2002):c-1—in anterior view, c-2—in

posterior view; (d)—Camarasaurus grandis(after Willson et al. ,1998) :d-1—in side view.d-2—in anterior view
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0.90(1) KT TF 0.90(2);

338. BiJE G L B . /N T 25 F 0. 80(0),0. 80 ~
L.00(D) R TF45ET 1.00(2),

T JE v TR B R I U S AT A% G I
RN B4 Sk B — 4 A - — B PR 0 I i 3R
], 4 Upchurch g 37 7 7 B 28 2% g RR AR 15 4] 5
A DA% 7E 43 28 P i EE R R Al A . 4n Wilson
St 55 W7 D S 1) R AU T ) 2 R G Tl R 28 2 e 1 47
WRTHAES — o WA — BT, B4 A s Ak
A — AR E AL

25 LT G5 G T IR ) A S B A TR
3 O BB A — i E RS2 OQF ) EE 42
T 7 A0 28 224l 1) T A R S 4 L e s O R AE 1 AL
AR Y, — BRRE ] — 25 iE A i d . AR
W 22 608 ) 3 1 45 B A R R 30 A 5 A B Y
R,

1.2 EaIHIEE

HE 4 — 42 50 3% 1 1) B 0E ) B — AR AE T — A
FRFR, — BN — B FERFERR. A
“0.1.2.3.4.77585 , R — R e 1 F AN RAE , S5 A
O TR BT8R o 07 BT A I 4 R AE — AR TR 4% 2L e 1Y)
PEARAESE 0" R . DAL FAF71.2.3 47 1E
. A BT AR AN 528 L B2 0 A7 ) R AE il
27 FRoR . XFE, — 22 e W RFAE 5k mT LA — 41
H1“0 1788 AR AL — B A (AT DR ROR .

AN A1 2L AR AR R — N B A R e S AT B4
XY (1 FAF ) TR BOR — R . XA LR
Z 2RI AT O — R A B . R e
B S B X L o 1 B R BT DL A A A E Y L
L

ol

Ist, 2nd, 3rd cervical

IR ML 2. 35k
Is of Mamenchisaurus hochu

eI | MekE(WO)
© ) Width of centrum

HE K (LO)

Length of centrum

&3 i B 2 R e A SO CHE (R K1 91 A% B i 55, 1972)
Fig. 3 Cervicals of sauropod dinosaur (after Yang

Zhongjian et al. ,1972)

(BLAS T 2 A 2 M 7 B0 ) Dy B 5 A 1Y
B o e S TR RN R A e A A RE G B FE AE
KK SHEAR G R Z A

ElI= LC/[0.5X(WC+ HCO)]

o E1 FERHEAR S5 Celongation index) ; LC F/n
HER K (length of centrum); WC 3 78 HE 1K 5 To
(width of centrum); HC /R M {4 J5 & Cheight of
centrum) , W& 3 Fff 7R o GE K A5 B 52 HE 14 T 78 1) #B
AL SR T 24 5 B[] — 255 7 A 288 22 g AN [ 8 A7 251 A
ORTRISE = & N i N R N El i R S DA S TR S R S I
A 250 o TR R LR A Y R K S B I % B O B
ST ) S 4 250 0 B R IE K AE H, 2 D
[F) — 222 17 5 VR AU R A A i D 5 T
HhER S A, A AR RO A L B R R . — 5%
BTz AL R — A B . i e R 2 e B AR
RAEREAG . OA [ R e Z 18] B AL 5 2 — A A
T 7€ 1Y bL AR TEE

18 22 e B B — STUME S DR A 52 B 1Y) S5UAE P Y B
HLIERIE RO 2. 91, BT e MR E e Y SUHE £y
h AN B HME AR 55 = SIUHE Y SE 1458 803 ) 2. 52 A
2. 78, i A A< SUME B JE S 8 B0 R T 3. 2R R
i 4 i A SUHE AL AE 67 T 290 350 v B 3 22 e Y SUHE
AR RIMERAR . SXAE L 0k G B HESR 8 22 1 B
K SIUHE I IZ AL T S0 b B s HU AR = S 4G, e R SUHE
ZHNZRT 3,

B ZR WM TS RN BT
R FRA N PR K., X2
R 1A H AR PR R L I R T RO 12 RO S
M.

A ] R 22 e A i IR R e vh 2 2R A P Y
Ty %, ¥ Vulcanodon . Barapasaurus 5§
fE Harris © 95 09808 E g 30 Jg 28, A 1. 2
B oAb T8 U ) g B AR Rl 30 T8 L R
338 AL A1 A A KO 12 o LV o] TR 4 e Y
fiE M HE Harris B35 7] 22 KA SC 1.2 5595 b 78 1)
A g AR B T A 2792729700 7299297277

7797 601100 0010010000 1311121011 1100010111
1031112200 10110477227 7 0107 00000 7
000000000 00007 0? 010 017 0? 077?77 92777
120010 0110100111 2000011000 1001110101
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5 A 30 8 B R A H AT HL A .
1.3 RESH

H1 T BOHE P A ST B — AR e Y AR AR 2
FFER RN R e AR Z [B] 1 L B A AL o AT R 2
6] 7 FE 85 o 4% 3 8 0 BT R B AT LA 22 4 ok
L.

BB AF 45 TNT (Tree Analysis Using
New Technology), PAUP [ Phylogenetic Analysis
Using Parsimony (and other methods) |, Winclada
(A windows program for creating, editing, and
analyzing systematic data sets) 4%,

4 S Ad 1 Winclada 453 #r id 22 Je 76 B A
R 0 AL B A OCBE S B KW R H
(Maximum trees to keep) 1000, T & & &
(Number of replications) 100, & K iz 2 19 42 5 W %5
H (Starting trees per rep)10,

1 SR W% (Search strategy) 2 Multiple TBR+

TBR, F Bk — 20w, 2P K L =966, —3
PEFE 8L C1=45, B 1735 %k R1=64,H Winclada {4
53 ¥, L Prosauropoda 4 I 2K .
1.4 HERGH

BT AT R A B A T A e R A 2
A AR I A S5 R AT E . T A R
4G R G AL R CELD FIRE 280 WS 50h
b K[ The length or number of steps(L) |, —%
PE 8 % [ Consistency index (CI)], B8 7% 48
[Retention index (RD) ], R G L it T8 %2
e 5 At il 10 25 2% e 2 T 1 O A A DG R L A
4 FroR . #EAE K LR, — SR £ CT M Ar 48
B RT Ry S W S B 5 R T BB AR (Wiley
et al. ,1991) . W THRHEACE 55, & G0 AL R4
B O R 5 J BRI LA i 25 . AR 24
WRERT 20 B Z ARG EAN . K5
53 S22 0 o0 W 45 R A P A, B i 1k 4 AR
FE M RGHAN

—®Prosauropoda
Theropoda

Vuleanodon

Shunosaurus

Barapasaurus

Patagosaurus

Mamenchisaurus

Omeisaurus

Mamenchisaurus

Omeisaurus
_|_: Losillasaurus

Tonganosaurus
Haplocanthosaurus
_E: Camarasaurus
Jobaria

e S S
DFracrniosaurus

_|: Losillasaurus
> Tonganosaurus

F

Euhelopus

| 2y g e
MAGIGWISauUrus

— -
I — Nigersaurus
Sem— s
L—— Rebbachisaurus
| ) P
l wicrueouduurus
1
b——— Amargasaurus

Rapetosaurus

Nemegiosaurus

— Isisaurus
p— | Onisthannalina 33
I T Opisthocoelicaudia
— 50
——— Saitasaurus

Cinnivmosnn
suuwassea

[~ Apaiosaurus
|
'I — Barosaurus
1

o s Ak
LUipioaocus

4 0] R 22 e 7 Wl 2 R 8 TP A AL A L A — B0 R g 30 ANJEAE (51 B Harris, 2006)
Fig. 4 Systematic phylogeny of Tonganosaurus hei on sauropod dinosaurs, the strict consensus tree of

30 MPTs with data matrix (modified from Harris,2006)
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4 I RGEALR B AR D TR
Y Gl L R 228 o (Losillasaurus) 4 #F A K
IR R R . Ba 22827 A P BESF W AR 2 i — 1
B 1 i ke &Y b i 2% (Casanovas et al. , 2001;
Canudo et al. ,2010) , T 38 % Je 52 7 © o E )| 5
PR 2 A 1) Wl RS 79 b L S S8 N TR ] — S
s Ak AR Harris (2006) 19 5048 3 35 /) 3 i
T 331 ANFRAE . 8 22 i R ALA 56 AHRFAE, e
R 16,90, BB A1 DR AF AR AS 58 88 1F 2 45 IR
AURAF . T BRI A Rl 2 e i 22 B e AN
HEFRLE LR,

FEMEIE S M ) 45 RN B % e 5 B TR e
FIEJE o A BT I R 2 6 R (45520100, TR N
JE B RS AT R B 4 B RS AR S S R T
gk . P, E & R G807 100l 4 8 o 2R A0 1Y
I3 BT ROR RAF g 0 i M 2800 i i) /b SE AR 5

2 ERARGIIHTHINH

TE I RGO HTBR T %R BT A B AT BRI 0 2K
I AL (57 1 i T LR T WF5E 22 4 i A 26 ) B 2
) PR A OG 28 o WO )T 2 e 1) T A 2R Ak 40 e A
MR Z RAERF1997) , Horb K S R 25 1) 35 22 ) of
A 2 e R TE e B TR Je A L SCH A Ancestor
SRR HE B AT IS i 3 0 3D E B R G T7

0BT U )1 M K S5 A 2 AR O R

T, H Willson () 4 iR B9 18 4] 2 (Wilson,
2002), @7 3 J& 5 R M B 2 0 A B B
Ancester 2] B BCHR P, a0k 1. B JFE b A —
JEFNH 234 DAL BB —Jm R A 234
TERE S A LA G #53 #T o

W3R 1 A e R R AT 20 B, A5 30 )1
a3 A ST D 25 A MR R R A 5

5, i K L=195, — B k45 % C1=84,
AR R R1I=27 . & S4B B . BRIP4y 30 3R
W . ik 8 A T Ui A8 2 a) 5 5 TR e i SR 2Ok
RN BGE . BT e 8 B A1 R R FR S 4H ik
L o Al o D D= T N il SR 0 /N 1 B R
I 53 3 E AR — A 520 1 SRR R 1R A
WA 117 A7 RO ) Rl A B A e B R A PER
U JE e A0 B TR IR A MR AR TR o R B e —
A RS 0 S TR S 199 AN TR R A BT
)& i A PR L EE A s A A PR RIS )
B e A% IR A R 3R] 43 52 B IRA 2500 m SO
199 5) o MRS X P Fh 5 22 0 Bl o3 125 0
TE JAH ok el

3 e

T AR N IR A e 55 5 1R e 14 B % R AL

=1 I £ 4 3K 3R B 2 B0 B4R B

Table 1 The data matrix of long-neck Sauropod in Sichuan Basin

R e JE B U247, R T
00000000000000000000 00000000000000000000 00O00000000000000000 00000000000000000000
Ancestor 00000000000000000000 00000000000000000000 0OO00000000000000000 00000000000000000000

00000000000000000000 00000000000000000000 OOO0O000000000000000 0000000000 0000

8 %, Tonganosaurus
(CAREIP)

g% J& . Omeisaurus
(WBEA T BT

111000110110000? 0101 10000101117 11?7 0? 1?? 111007 0? 0?7 0? 001100007 1?9? 1110111117 000104
01110107 02 31017 11011 1000000211017 0100100 000000100007 000?77 10 07 110000110007 000001
01011010100101000000 11101100010101011100 07 0101177 01010011111 1111111111 1110

HIRS TR 10110012111000100100 01000100010111120010 11017 127?27 0011100000 2727 0127 12 1000001104
Mamenchisaurus. youngi 1100010110310107 17 11 101010021000077 10117 0000007727 0000072727 10772727 110207 007 000
(BN EB LT 10101010011110010000 1027 1100927797 07 199 01 1117 09297 0797227929 017 2729797 111 1197
BINGITE R 29999999999999292299 292922992297 11079977 27722992772727 100007 101117 1?7 11110000117 4
M. hochuanensis 017 1010110310107 17 17 10?7 00001277727 0110100 000000100007 000777 10 0011007 01777777777 01

(WEJEH LB T 010111101001222222272 2229 11002722 01011101 0011017 11011107 11227 22 12 117 122 127 0
ZEDITRE R 27777999999792999797 79999992929999927999 299979299999992999997 77792292727 17777 117 4

M. anyuesis

CGEHAL T

ERP SRR 3 Fi5l A2 &K (2012), )5 JE 51 A Sekiya(2011),
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’— Ancestor
117 123 124 152 156 167 192 194 199

1 19 20 27 28 36 39 72 95 109 111168 181 217 232 .
Omeisaurus
85 107 149 203 205 218 86 116120127197198209213229
6 88
34 71 80 83 140161162169 201 .
100 M.youngi

Lo 107 168 208

M.hochuanensis

&5 DI 2 A 2080 I 2 Y R S
Fig.5 Genealogical tree of long-neck sauropod

from Sichuan Basin

Fb A A AR AN AR [ 4 0k JE e TR 5 5 1 R TR TR IR
— [ H A I TR e B (] 5 4% 55, 1984, 1988) . Bl
JG AN N RGO R 43 ol 7 JE T
BEFITL TR o WA (2545,1998), 2010 4E, ] [K 38
BRACAM BRI Z )G RS T 45 R B -l
Ly KA T R T 3 R 2 e B A i S ALY
FZEZ Yang C Y et al. , 201034 F#,2012),

1R e ) Hh sk i BR A B B R N A
Foft 9 Al 1) G 2R 5 “2¢ 5 b DX 01 A G R R4 )11 ol £ o
SR AR (0 40 5 M O R SO e AR K
Al AR MM AR5 2 . WEDLE KR RLG
JRR A4 72 E V% i 41 E B Ch Ak 2 i) | i 22 5 R =
B 3% S A (R 2D .

b Tk, B 5 FEAR R M B i s e EDIE T
EVETE A M1

4 gEip

L LTk . TR 2SR e 1Y E AR G A O ik R
A F P TR BB T S 3 A A
T M oo M 45 3 3 O AR o] FROE & Y
FE ST A R 1] FRE 2 g S MR JE e AN 1T
Je 3 Jm S Z 18] B R 4 Ok &R S LGB S
SR B YIRS AT DR % 1 R W B TR T
5 O EPEIE 0 0 B e /e i R 4h TR S04
TG W T8 B 18 o AR BB T 4 AR B
AR,

Bt AR IS SUIR G P A B A WIOY R AR
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Systematic Analysis Method of Sauropod: a Case Study of Tonganosaurus hei

YANG Chunyan
Chengdu University of Technology, Chengdu, 610059

Abstract

This study takes Tonganosaurus hei (Li et al. , 2010) as an example to introduce a new method of
sauropod dinosaurs, quantitative systematic paleontology and its application in determinig the Phylogenetic
position of new sauropod dinosaur fossil materials. There are four links in this method: compiling and
revising the statement repertory, setting up the data base, software analysis and result analysis. Among
them, compiling and revising the statement repertory is the key link and needs to be complemented and
improved based on the fossil material in order that no features have been omitted. Thus they are of the
same weigth in accordance with its importance. Then evolutional relationship of Jurassic long-neck
sauropod dinosaur in the Sichuan Basin was analysed by this new method. The result shows the
quantitative systematic paleontology has the advantages of objective, fast and all-sided. Most importantly,
the result of the quantitative systematic paleontology is in agreement to that of traditional qualitative
configuration analysis, indicating this method is of supplementation and check to qualitative analysis

method.

Key words: sauropod dinosaur, systematic paleontology, phylogenetic position, Tonganosaurus hei ,

evolutional relationship





