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MNBRE: Mk —F A A BORA T A 2 G W R 20 e S 4R 1R A BRBOC &R L b 3
AR R AR R Y U5 1 . R A AU R AR R E B @ UT R h AR B T iz e . E TR T
FEARTR) DX BACAE e B AT R e W] R4 A2 G ) 1 43 LS AR B A A AR A B R DG T HUHOA S BOA Hl IX 22 S
P ARSCETE GG I0 B ik BTt J L O A 21 2 v I R 00 st 7 B0 I 4 3% R v [ A 2 5 ) R SR 2% A 28
T AP T A AU R SRR B R AR IR B R ACR T BB B B AE R B A A L. AR
G —4F 35 v [ A R RE O AT 2 T o R A AU W T A AR R

REEIR : AEARE AL BB SRR R AR A

A A T AP T A AL R
I 4 3R A 72 Ak B2 it F 22 % KL il %6 B} (Zachos et
al. ,2001;1Irving,2008) , ALY 1k A AF hy Hb 5t B 341 19
7 RE A B e 2 I BT AR Y A 58 4 B0 o PRk w] AT T
BF 5% G b 5 N 3030 L R R e SRR RO U R
(Greenwood,2005a) , ARA A5 4 M Fr Ak A7 &
B AEARTUR R o W) — R E a8
7 M 1 T o T AR AU W RE RGO U (Wolfe,
1995; Herman and Spicer, 1996 ; Jacobs and Deino,
1996 ; Davies-Vollum, 1997; Parrish et al., 1998;
Wilf et al. , 1998; Gregory-Wodzicki, 2000; Sun et
al. ,2002; Martinetto et al. ,2007; Uhl et al. ,2007;
Xia et al. ,2009),

H AT AR R b o 3 AR 4R 0 O
ARLIA S PR 28 A 43 B i (Coexistence
Approach,CA) (Mosbrugger and Utescher, 1997)
FIHAH 23 #7 5 (Leaf Physiognomy Analysis, LPA)
(Wolfe,1993) . Rl # & 2 TAEY) 40 KA 1 J7 15 . AR
& 1k A BB T R % B4R 25 B (Nearest Living
Relatives, NLR) 4 4 BF 5 v A fie 22 & 19 HL 77 X ]

(Interval of Coexistence) . M\ 1 #fi 52 #i ¥ BF BY < A
3 Z 5 Bl (Mosbrugger and Utescher,1997), it
WM A H X & i (Overlapping
Distribution Analysis, ODA) (Yang et al. , 2007),
Fo— KUk & WM M . M M (Leal
Physiognomy) 245 I i 4 &8 73 19 1 2 R4k , €04 i
2 SN U AN e 5N O NN N 1 S <3V N T i
%% (Chaloner and Creber, 1990), M-#H /7> #fr % & %t
T I G R HE b AR AR M ) 45
TE 25T i) R 2 00, AR 0 B B A ST ) i AE S R
i B A S R BB RY S AT S kSR A5 AR ) 19y
15: 2 40 (Wolfe, 1993) , it 3 Jr 125 A 5§ 0 2% 43 #7
(Leaf Margin Analysis, LMA) (Wolfe,1979; Wing
and Greenwood,1993) FIS i - M - £ 78 & 43 T #2
¥ (Climate Leaf Analysis Multivariate Programe,
CLAMP) (Wolfe,1993) . #ift » Huff % (2003) i i}
T B 1t 48 5 (Digital Leaf Physiognomy, DLP),
520 B i 1 CLAMP B it 4 2 80& 1 4L K TR
(02 2 7 AR M AR IE R AT B AR AL
REAR T NIRRT AR 25 . (H2 BT BA

A SO E R A RBHE RS (45 30970206) , [H 5 973 K1 (45 2007CB4A11601) 7136 [F [ A Bh2¢ 4 (45 EAR-0746105) | v [5 Bl2¢
BE AR FLA G (S5 2009YB1-13) V[E 52 B AR B 24 5 43 40 [ 3 4R 24 F B ST 5 4 (B 5 40950110338) BF B 31 H B 2R

W Hs B 41:2010-03-015 el H 1 :2010-07-07 s 3¢ AT 2 45« HEFT B o

TEE AN 0. 55,1982 4R, T L0Fo0 . B2 Iy AR B i 28 R 4 oy A 8 IR 9T . s b ik . 650204, B W T i 24
B% 132 5 v Rl B B WA P 55 9T AR ) 22 B e 5 A U b 3 2 B 9530 %5 Email: sutao@ mail. kib. ac. en, 58 IRAE & - AW ES L BF5E 0L
LG 0871 —5219932; Email: zhouzk@mail. kib. ac. en; XI# A, Bl Z#%2 . Email: liuc@mail. etsu. edu,
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T Ty v N B R A A R T IR A
(Krieger et al. ,2007),

L MZ i ik ot s o

LM YR o3 A AE X R A SC R B B &
TERE TR A a) . A A 429 . Bailey #1
Sinnott(1915,1916) fY BF 58 5t 3 B, A8 B AR A XL
T AR RGP Rl 20 LSRR R 2 A YR
FAAEE ARG AH S . AR AT IR A T 1 505 N 4% 3t
DX F R i AR B, & BRARAT LS 355 L T 5 A 3R et
X R ZEAE Y Fh 2 0 M 42 2 768 5 I LA
%5  J& £ (Bailey and Sinnott, 1916) . {7 H 1t 5
HR A )l B ) AR A A el AL I Y
W I ISR R AT LIAE S B 6 20 DK 1) A 95 b
(Bailey and Sinnott,1915),

Wolfe(1979) i #f5 Jb 5 il 7 S0 14 A 4 B <A %
i o RS A G Wy B ET g3 B AN AR B 0 AH S5 1
17 RGEMBESE, 48 I W& B AT IR & 09 A G 1
Wing #l Greenwood (1993) R #& Wolfe (1979) 75 .
L - 5 5 A 2030 A 8080 » 1 O ST T I k3 b 1%
RERY 7 i 2 —4F 24 3 7R A Y v, 4 2 ) b
7> S AR B A AR s A A G P (R SC R B 7 =
0.98) . %Iy ¥kl i >R 4R 45 Hh X BLACAE AR A rh B
AARA T MY RS B R, GE T X Se e b 4
RN 3 L TR I R A SRR A A X T B L
i B2k P vl 19 4 A (Single Linear Regression,
SLR) . {57 A G M W) R 43 He 5 4 B 1 — T8 — 1K
Bl 7 fes Horp, G0t W) R | ar o B R &
(Independent) , 4F ¥ 1R 5 4K 28 45 (Dependent) , 4t
TR b R 4 G ) Bl S L ST RAA Y
ZNE 7 R e A A R AE R . BT &
o3 VR A AR B A0 R R v BRPRAE HLA AL
PRI MG 8 S i IE 5 T A ARt e ot A ) — o Iz Al
F ) )7 (Greenwood, 2005a)

B PR b 56T % 5 4 B AR P R F 5T 2 4R
HOAE 2R 0 AU S8 R v 55 R 36 BT P 25 L O L R OR A
WA IEYN 7 4~ Hi X (Wing and Greenwood, 1993;
Jacobs, 1999; Gregory-Wodzicki, 2000; Greenwood
et al. , 2004; Spicer et al., 2004; Traiser et al. ,
2005; Miller et al. , 2006 ; Adams et al. ,2008), R
I 5 AR T IR B A R A DG L AR
S AN TR b DXAB B ) W 58 3R B L i 2k 03 A vk A A A
X 22 % (Greenwood, 2005a) (| 1), Jb3E.Hr1 3£,
ARV e e 26 1 4 2 23 b5 4 24 B R DG 1 P AR

L (Wilf, 1997 ; Gregory-Wodzicki, 2000) . 7E #H
i) 4= 2 W) b 0 FE RO 16 D0 R S —4F Bl RO
A AY bE B BT B A Ao — A I G o0 7 ik A R A
AR Y 1R (B B2 A (Greenwood et al. ,2004), 7E#F
PO AR g it A 43 TS AR IR 0 A OC M T R
ik (Jacobs, 1999; Spicer et al. , 2004), Traiser 4
(2005) 43 Bt 1 BR AR Bl 2% - AH 2 HOR e 2 0 Al
IR A e 5 A A W b 0 L S AR IR Y A
KA W T A G W) Bl G R AR 2 A RE DG A
Adams 55 (2008) 45 Hi , 3¢ [ P4 35 9 5 L DX Y 4 %
PIRh T 23 L5 AR 2 IR N A 3 A AR S 1 L I 4
FLJF PR 2 1 X 52 2% 1) b TE B AR X6 258 /0 1) A ) el

%,

e b A 2 43 B vk A AR 2R I AT Y
AR B UL YRR AZ . HET XL
2 e i L b vt L B AR 0 R T O B )y A BIE S
5 I A (Sun et al. , 2002; Liang et al. , 2003;
Yang et al. , 2007) , & i M 2% 50 #r i . CLAMP
A7 43 B vk o 5 E A AR YA [ 200 ol S R

583

AN = BN

— = = = WG AE iR
MAT=1.038+27.6xP
r=0.79. p<<10"

7 68172 . . i i
5 10 15 20 25 30
EWR (MAT,C)
Pl 12— 24 o SR R 7 S T SO [ i X%
PR I AR M Su et al. , 2010, BRAVEEE )
Fig. 1 The Chinese Leaf Margin Analysis equation and

A7 W R4 4= G ) 0 4y L (P, 100%)

(e}

other seven LMA data sets with best-fit linear equations
(Su et al. ,2010,revised)

1—Z . (Wolfe,1979; Wing and Greenwood.1993) ;22— & .
3 IR 3 (WLl 1997) 53—t 36 . 36 e H A (WILE, 1997) 54—
2 (Gregory-Wodzicki, 2000) ; 5—# K F| . ( Greenwood et al. ,
2004) 36— KXY ( Traiser et al. ,2005) ; 7—Jt 3 K& H 3% (Miller et
al. ,2006) ;8—H1 [E (Su et al. ,2010)

1—East Asia (Wolfe, 1979; Wing and Greenwood, 1993); 2—
North, Central, and South America ( Wilf, 1997 ); 3—North,
Central America and Japan ( Wilf, 1997 ); 4—South America
(Gregory-Wodzicki, 2000); 5—Australia ( Greenwood et al. ,
2004) ;6—FEurope( Traiser et al. ,2005) ; 7—North and Central
America(Miller et al. ,2006) ;8—China(Su et al. ,2010)
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B, Y I ) SURAFAE R — Se R 3 e 3l ] 7
Tl A A AN R 5 ik RE S S ) H B — B 4
(Yang et al. ,2007), Xia Z£(2009) ] ] I & = Ff
Tk s BT 2 g I B W R N e A )
8T A o T D 24 I ) A 25 TR AR AL R T )
B I T U DR O HE DU 5 iz A 2 I A K 4R T
PIIAE M R R . IR SE (2009) M T I 2k 4y Br ik 8 &
AT RS AR Y K 2 A R S A BT A (] B
6 A P A A T AR 2 . 4l 2R 3R B TR AR T 2
T T 5 A BB R BOM [R] 04 8 3, B 58 008 T 5%
PR R . TR Bk S A A B R Y
W2k gy A i R AU R G i G—4F 1R 7RI AR A
(Wolfe,1979; Wing and Greenwood,1993),

T HER U S b AR bR T ET 0 e AN AR E R
2, IR %5 (Su et al. ,2010) | T HENE £
U+ 5 Ml X CAE R D & Y0 [ O 469. 7 - 2458.5
mm, AEP IR E R 2.1 - 22.4C)H 1 50 P RFE S
SR FE A i 2 5 AR 2R 0 AR OGP L DU AR 1)
B3 o [T A AR P A oty A B A A A - R
BRI (Su et al. ,2010) CREE S 2), BFFE R,
SRR AN & iRr . RIESE S ah SN
Hh S A H A A ST A R B O e B (IR 1D R R
M (Slope Equality Test) (Sokal and Rohlf,1995)
W R B, I W BB AE SR 3T 2% B 22 57 (Su et
al. ,2010) . XAARBL T o [E F1 L 5646 B 2 )
FiA 43 L6 5 AR 2 IR R OC PR B A UM (Su et al.
2010) . 5 1 [F] I, I Z— 4 Xt oy [ RS R0 5 i 2 —
SRR AR WA R G BOR 22 57 Y 2 ik 1 oy
b oAy 50 %0 i i S — 41 34 L 7R AL R L i 2% — 4R Y
T E ARG B R AR SR A 1.6 C

AR SCE A M) G — AR S I A AR TR0 i ABF
FEE 1 H T AR AR W A A X TR R AT AL
T PRI R A 5 e Bk T AL Al A 7l ol AR 3 TR
R P45 25 R 0 5 T\

2 BRI

AR SO T A A I o R R R RS T
BB A AR TR 1) ot 4 2 X SE A ) Y 2T e
AR E RO . S YRS YR E S ol
Z: IR SCHR S AR I 8508l (UL 3R 1) o X i 2% 38 AL i) ]
FERRE DN < 2 ™ A 2 A0 4 B2 /N T 32 B3 o A
ST e 1/4 B B Vi 5k (Ash et al. .1999) . %
Rt/ ki NI =T T SR W B B8 S T i A 1
MRG0k 0.5 A M v S Bk e g

H 0(Wolfe,1993),

PLAEWE 58 b 21 9 i 2 — 48 249 I AR A A Ol
(Wing and Greenwood,1993):

MAT=1.141+30.6XP (D
AP MAT PR AER R, A2 Cs P oY)
BETPORA BT Y 2% YR .

AR S TR 2 — AR 2l AR E AT O (Su et
al. ,2010) .

MAT= 1.038 + 27.6XP (2)

X i 2% 43 B 1k 09 br M 22 (Standard Error,
SE) s LIAE B 58 R H Wil (1997) 42 i f — 351 38 5
2= R %% (Binomial Variance Function) 3¢ %78 (Wilf,
1997) .

SE=b - /@ (3)

.o Sy o A A AL )RR A R
7R RSB il R 30. 6, 2 —4F 14 1 o [ 45 5
N 27,65 P g — " HEYIRE T AR ST AR ) 4 G
YR E o3 W sn O — AN A W) RE R R A M R Y )
il B SE Bl C

Miller 2 (2006) X I 2 53 #7125 H B b 1 22 2 47
THGE  $2 G W Rl o0 L B B S R
FA 3K 7 22 BRI 320 3) 2 R AR o 580 1 o 1
e, %R R 1048 7 (Binomial Variation) 1 %f
b — 1 2,48 57 (Extrabinomial Variation) , ¢ 43 7
25 1 b oE 22 T2 58 1E 25 07 22 R (Logistic Normal
Variance Function) /8 (Miller et al. .2006) ;

SE:bXN/[H—gp(n*I)P(l*P)]X@

(1)
K, o R B 2 R %L (Overdispersion Factor) , i —
A HAE N 0. 052 g A i i XA A3 3,
AR Miller 85 (2006) $2 H 1) 32 48 1E &
72 BRI OO 30 40 R A B30 8 W e 4 24 T 8 F) s o4 22

3 4

B T I kAR B I A Y e R A AU
[Fi st S A0 A 0 oty A SR LR 1

MR UE R i 47 2l v A 2
GENbE e/ i S b N BN R CEL UL PN
BOME . 5 A 23 B ik b i e R R L B
Gk AR YR B RLA A AR B (AR T
AR 2R AR B A s 5 93 A — 28 AR 2 B ik
B CLAMP b B, M & — 45 B R of [ B 7 5%
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Fig. 2 Distribution of modern sample sites used to set up the Chinese Leaf Margin Analysis model and
Cenozoic paleofloras discussed in this study

LBt O S A R BV 50 B 5 2 S At R AR P A O 1 B 5 3 /WG A BT T 3K 3 TR R L B R VLK 25 54— T R I DX A
PR VU RCHL A s 5— P BT G I AR T SN B B 56— M AR BT T A E A W B L T I 7— I A R A 1 RE A 0 T L R TSI P s 8— b
FROBT 1L E AR AR LD AR D 59— e e R AOMCRE W A L G AR 5 10— W rROR L/ R R AL A B . 5 T

1—Paleocene Wuyun flora,in Jiayin, Heilongjiang Province; 2—early Eocene Relu flora,in Litang, Sichuan Province; 3—early/late Eocene
Dalianhe flora,in Yilan, Heilongjiang Province;4—middle Eocene Liuqu flora,in Lazi, Xizang; 5—middle Eocene Shinao flora,in Panxian,
Guizhou Province; 6—late Eocene Jijuntun flora, in Fushun, Liaoning Province; 7—late Eocene Bailuyuan flora, in Weinan, Shaanxi
Province; 8—middle Miocene Shanwang flora.in Linqu,Shandong Province; 9—middle Miocene Nanmulin flora,in Nanmulin, Xizang; 10—

late Miocene Xiaolongtan flora,in Kaiyuan, Yunnan Province
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PHYSG3ARC 15 Hi (% 4 £ W {8 2 . 1 50 H2 0k T
PHYSG3BRC 153 i (1) 4 8 . 5 FE A7 40 B 2 41
Eb o I S5 4 X P AR A AR R B
WMk o N %k rpoe gt L AR W RE I A5 2 AL
A BTk A s 0 AE BR OCH WAL, R 2805
T B G MR AR AR R A . X R PR I
AN TR )R L AR 2 IR B ARG T
£2 S S I R N A i = 3| < [ R T S i
CLAMP FIFEA7 2453 20 iy 4R H R (R D,

4 PHE
4.1 MG—E1RhERE AR S o E AR E
B E R EREN TSR

W 25— A1 49 L v A R R R T o R e R T
4 o DAL IHG R S 47l S e v [0 3 BT N R v A )
T o3 b S AR YR AR SCME . WF ST R I, b [ B
Wt Wy R 43 b5 AR B TR AE TR B 1Y AR OGP
(Su et al. ,2010) , FZAELRY () HE ST, Sk oy A 1Y
WEFESRAL T A R AL YR ] T
et o 0 R A AR T AR R L BB S A A
BB REAIENZ R (R DX BT % o7k
T 2 T R AR A A IR P — B

[F] Fof 245 Y L I G — 4 2 b S A S O
LS RWAAAEE —E M 22wt NS ST ik
R L3R i S —AF $4 3 v [ A R DR R
FAbE L HAE ST MR AR5 EER
(Su et al. , 20100, 5 HHE iz M %—441
AR AR R A L, i 2 —4F 23 o R LA S A AR
R AA W A 3% AT B8 5 I A 2 T AR AR A R
Pk WM R A X, 45 CLAMP o 1y
PHYSG3ARC f1 PHYSG3BRC [ # B, i 24— 4%
5 I A Sl E ¥ L V1 S O I S T i
PHYSG3BRC 13 45 K . 78 PHYSG3ARC #4
PErb, AL G TSR 3 VE A0 R I AF R TE Hb X R
(Spicer,2009) , 3% LA iy v i i A R4 Ei 4 B i
5 1 19 DX %) 5 AN [ o T AR SC b i Ak R B O
AR IR e FE b X W AR AE PR OGO o i 2 — 4R 1
T E B RS AR R 2 S T PHYSG3ARC 14
W, REMH S F YR PEBEANYS
PHYSG3BRC 15 i i 45 1 (8 b 3 82 3 (B 2 L 4
PHYSG3BRC £ N 1y CLAMP %4l 2 9 A RE AR 47
M A R A AR A RE ) BT R E (Xia et al.
2009) . AL, T B AR A BIAFFE o3 BTk 9 X
SR BRI AW CLAMP %4 2 o &4l 1 26
YR SR FE AUBCHE B i AR 23 A vk e SRR (B Y

THEf

T3 b, i G — AR I v R AL S A o) A vk L
BOAVRAFAEE — 228 . AR T k19 20 i 45 21
Fe e 7z A A R DA G R RE R AU X R . FE3E
AT EE T B R AR R Y B Ok A H i
RSB AE A SR . X T ARG 22z A A
T B A XA g b ECREA AT . TS A
S g A5 e T B A 23 A 7E /D B0 X R B A
Momohara, 2005) , I 2 i 26 4 F (1% 30 A B4 55 0
JoT N 30 ) B B b S A AEAR R B A2 Ak . Rt 7E SR
FH A7 53 B 05 4 5 25 Ak A0 b 109 d5 0 % S B0 26 b
(R e - TS (N T < S P
(Kvacek,2007) .

25 A Al AU e i E A TR R
FZ R BE5E 7 25, 5800 75 B8 A Bl 7 B A L k2L JOF
FOBS 2R X B T7 A9 B A 45 21 T4t ey 7l 5
B4 18 .

4.2 HRRE

- 5 — 41 243 v [ S R A PR A 0 =R A
137 A ACAE DR 1 48 24 L (F it 48 1 1 1R RE S ik
WA B R . O Ak S A A
25 M DX A - AU BT R SR ] 2 B U E 20 A T B,
IR A MR B 1 2% SRR AE TN 25 S S 8L 1Y
AHOCHE UG 3 i Sl 1 2 S B sag A
P S5 A HE IR A R T A A AR TR 3 Y i
UM E R R A E R W SE 5 2
F1 (Krieger et al. ,2007; Spicer et al. ,2009) ., A1
2P I AR I B 50 S FE g A A 2
ik 5 3 CLAMP 4 P ob , Jf g JF kA (it
KN RIEAS (B2 ) 5 R & F S8
FAOGME 43 BT« 5043 A 0 B8 22365 5 oy [ 26 AR ) B
A Y A - AR,

H RS S 0 Tk 58 07 24k 3L BR ik ks
TR FE W 25 53 B 15 1) i X 22 S5 1L O R 2 Fh 43
BT 7 ¥ 30 4342 90 0k AR BT 2 1 AU A5 8 A L iR T
I Z 05 WT e TAE FZIG R LI 4 5.
4.2.1 MHEEXHIRAEWL

HEA g SO 8 25 02 A1 T AR AT Sl AR 5
TAEM R Z —., RSN FEENE XD &
TSI (Ash et al. ,1999; Ellis et al.
2009) AERAE R RWETE L A E S A
Wrse 3 . NSy Mk b e G A ) R SE T
AR el e g R W T O S B N DR B
SE I 2 EL O RS2 A4 40 R 0 A o < 2k R A
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B A BE /N T R 0 TS 3 S bk R R Y
/4, X T AR Sen; 2 B g Py R i = . DLEE Y 2803
Bk WF 58 b 4 00 5 O R 267 . {H & Spicer (2009)
/N RO o (ST == 7 5 I S S S A=
(Berberiaceae) /N 8t J& ( Berberis) fil + K I 35 J&
(Mahonia) %) . i 5 HAE KRR E A SRR,

*1

PRI o 3 b 2L i i e Oy gt 53 b, B
CLAMP il 1% J5 ¥ B X 31 A 7 AR #E AT 4T
O3 o ERAR NI S MR A B E A 1 A S (A LK
BRAE R AR O TR W 98 8 AT e 25 4 0 AR M [R) A 45
R (Royer et al. ,2005), A b, 75 2 il 2 5 40 2
FNGE— (1) 5 SCbRUE 38 55 A 0 1 T 4 Ak

ETHS M EPERAEEEENAREVESTEYNRERSMAFARERNILE

Table 1 Quantitative paleoclimatic reconstructions of Chinese Cenozoic paleofloras based on the

Chinese LMA model and other models

PHYSG3
1A A P {IEAM P LMA-China | LMA-East ARC PHYSG3 CA. EE DTN
paleoflora era ! Co Asia (°C) (o(‘)’ BRC (°C) | O references
L Z AR LR
2 29| 0.41 [12.442.9 * |13.7£2.8 * — 11.5+1.2 — | HURIER AR, 2005
Wuyun flora Paleocene
ety B B
s ke 17 0.53 15.743.7 * | 17.3+3.7 — - — WA, 2009
Relu flora Early Eocene
A YRE A B L4 R
B : = R 2710.56 [16.543.0 * | 18.242.9 | — — — S, 2009
A part of Dalianhe flora Early Eocene
Wi XA ) LR GRARIiN
'_ A 37 10.70 |20.4+2.5 *| 22.7+2.3 — — - I, 2009
Liuqu flora Middle Eocene
A i 1 ) B SR RN
' o 17 10.29 [9.0%£3.3 * | 10.143.4 - - - T4, 2009
Shinao flora Middle Eocene
i R B B B i a7 1
o % * T 17]0.29|9.043.3 * | 10.1+£3.4 | — - - 2009
B part of Dalianhe flora Late Eocene
TR YT 5 43 o e
g " 55| 0.13|4.64+1.4 * | 5.0+1.4 - - - H %, 2009
Jijuntun flora Late Eocene
F IR AR e 2 4
e # " 19]0.268.24+3.0 | 9.243.1 — — — P4, 2009
Bailuyuan flora Late Eocene
TEAE P RESS 4 )2 i 15. 3~ | Sun et al. .2002;
i RE A YIRS 4 2 o 431 0.40 |12.1+2.5 *| 13.7%2.3 9.9 10.2+1.2 un et e
4th layer of Shanwang {lora Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
INHEAE ISR 5 T2 ¥ 15. 3~ | Sun et al. ,2002;
HAHE 5 2 EPEP%ETLI‘ 27 10.41(12.443.0 *| 14.6+2.9 11.2 12.3+1.2 e
5th layer of Shanwang flora Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
HEFEIHESE 7 )2 Hr 15.3~|S tal. ,2002;
it kEs PEE o0 30 [stze | 1s1x27 | o5 | e.renz | et
7th layer of Shanwang flora Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
I AEA P RESR 13 2 % 15. 3~ | Sun et al. ,2002;
HARR 132 AEPEP%JE 30 0.37 [11.342.8 * | 12.542.7 | 10.4 | 11.5+1.2 et
13th layer of Shanwang flora | Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
IR REES 14 2 it 13.8~|S t al. ,2002;
L AL B 5 B A i 26 0.44 [13.2£3.1 * | 14.6+3.0 10. 6 12.441.2 uneta
14th layer of Shanwang flora | Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
INREAE P RESS 15 )2 ¥ 13.8~| Sun et al. ,2002;
HARE 15 R AEPEP%,E? 24| 0.46 |13.743.2 *| 15.243.1 | 11.0 | 11.9+1.2 et
15th layer of Shanwang flora | Middle Miocene 16.6 | Yang et al. ,2007
3 i 4 Hr i 6.8 Spi tal. .
AL B 001 | 6stze + 764201 ¢ 8.242.3 | — preer et e
Nanmulin flora Middle Miocene +3.4 2003
JIN B T A i * 17.2 16. 7~
J REEN Bﬁl‘*‘%—‘ﬁﬁ 471 0.69 |20.1+2.3 *| 22.3+2.1 18.1+1.2 Xia et al. , 2009
Xiaolongtan flora Late Miocene +1.7 19.2

T n=AH YA AW T WA P b BB P=AE P BE P R A BT A ) A G R 4 1 LMA-China = I —4FE ¥R b BRI (AR 2) ;5
LMA-East Asia = MZ—4EH A TEE (AR 1D PHYSG3ARC = S ff—— M B 245 5 A i F (CLAMP) H 36 173 AN 304 A5 B 0 41 5
SRS HOEE I . PHYSG3BRC = T 144 A BUARHT B v A0 5 S0 2 800 8008 2 (Spicer, 2009) s CA = JLAF4p BTk, 32 i 9 9 b 3 067

BHILAE 2,

Note: n= the total number of woody dicotyledonous species in a paleoflora; P= the percentage of woody dicotyledonous species with entire
leaves in a paleoflora; LMA-China = the Chinese LMA model; LMA-East Asia = the East Asian LMA model; PHYSG3ARC = CLAMP
dataset of 173 modern vegetations including parameters of leal physiognomy and climate; PHYSG3BRC = CLAMP dataset of 144 modern

vegetations including parameters of leaf physiognomy and climate ( Spicer, 2009); CA = coexistence approach. Locality of each paleoflora is

shown in Fig. 2.
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4.2.2 REBPEBHRESKERR

A TR AR 43 B U b 5 AR D ) — 2H BR
it o A GERHY AT SR M T AR S BT R R R (Y T
[FIFEE 2L, (H2 BT AN ZEX) PR B8 R IR, AR M 7E 30
7 ] F 4% B DR A7 58 B 109 Dt 2B FE 4 T 268 R 2 8RR
B R T MR A, XA, HENRR S
Sl A ) ) B RS — o R 8 HE A AR TR ST TE Y
AEER . XAIRA R ZAEAE T E 78 B
SR8 F T R RE 1) 1] 8 (Spicer, FA NG AR .

AT AR AS 5 T R fiff e b a [m) R, — 5 . R
AR S T . BN TN B AR B AE
A B AR ORI R L SE R S )
—J7 1T« 38 2k SR RS B A e 1 R AE TR A 3] 0 4 g
WG RAE R KSR Bl s FE &R
TORG BE i A BRI, 40 New 55 (1999) g 37
RGN 0.5 ANEEE X 0.5 >4 B 1 4 5k S e i
A1, Hijmans 55 (2005) #57 BE B R 1km® i 23RS
e 155 AL, 7E &% B 19 CLAMP %4 & b (Spicer,
2009) , SMESHCR AT New & (1999 FF 1961 4
F 1990 4E4 BRAfE BORE Y B 2 57 19 4 BR AR AR
B XA 3T DA R FE AU SR SR H R IR TR

Bl XL B R G vk R B SR R S L B
PR A — 8 2 B 32 1 0 B0 1% o
PE. TR 2246 AR A S B0h R 5 R 1 AR
KRR TR I Bl B 2 T ik R 5 EL 2 R R T R
b EAH XN B A (FE5,2005) . P EE—DZ 1
MW E R, KA =52 W E LAy X, G
VG R b DX BRI AE  E E TAR  EAR
P AL B O B H X R RN A, TR B LR A R R
L JCRE 1] 3l DX /DN A 2 22 b DR R L X TG B i A
BT K AR R TAEM R
4.2.3 EBFAENHAR

WA ST I R AR Al T Oy L %
DIRF N IE ] N L 2 35 V7 i R B E VA S o 1
B U5 T IACHE R A5 A AR A X A )
B I 52 8. Dilcher % (2009) 3# 1o it 5 7% I
FVE R AL, 22 W13 5 Ay X A5 30 0 i AH 2 5 AN A7
TEGE T2 bR 28 5 X UR WY T W AH 43 A 2 i AT SE
{EIE M 7 fEHR IS M 2 S R A A ik AR
A TREZ R0 Ao A5 B . BEE R B A L
BH A= i BE 25 5 AR A Ak A (Kirschner, 1997 ; Wu et
al. ,2009) . [R] B A8 4 JUT Ak /0N 5 15 6 i AH A7 AE 45 52
M) , Greenwood (2005b) 38 33 X 18 K FI] I B4t IR g 3k
by DXRR AR 2 XU % I A R T T AR %) 0 5 i B L

RS AR A R gt R A e, R
B R TTAEIR T Ok AHE R il AU T R
75 T AP B A0z a A R I RN e R i
J5 b 0 H A 27 B 53 2H R A 0 I e S e DR A SR Ak AT
1E AR Y 52 e 45 KR T B HE — B 1 BF 9Y (Ferguson,
2005) ,
4.2.4  RNERTT AR X ER R M Bz 49 ) FE ML IR
W) A 7 ] L B 05 ) 3 A op L R R A
IRZF Z Bl KR A 5 W 10T 2R (Bailey and
Sinnott, 1915; Greenwood, 2005a; Royer et al. ,
2008) ., + #E F 1y B F% B 4 (Greenwood et al. ,
2004) Ik 43 &5 1 (Kowalski and Dilcher, 2003) . ¥
# (Velaquez-Rosas et al., 2002) } B B0 5 &
(Winkler et al. . 2009) 4%, gt M4 55 M0 2 R 1
B BUTE R B A b XA A B (Traiser et al. 20055
Miller et al. ,2006) , /N 2| B4 B (Royer et al. ,
2008) , #R HEAT 3k H AR 5 M S O S R OF 5T
{HJ2 3 B AT 58 340 A T 400 25 Bt B X AN (] L X AN [R] 49
o I R o A i 17 ) S [ 1 il 2 R G AT, G
AR N FRHLEE H AT A TSR . e W, 2278
I3 NI 5 RS 08 AH G o 0 i B A 25 2 R
P24 25 20 BEUR AT A L3 B8 4 b 341 i ot A
- AU AE S ML B N AL
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Quantitative Reconstructions of Mean Annual Temperatures for Cenozoic
Paleofloras in China Based on the Chinese Leaf Margin Analysis Model
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Abstract: Leaf Margin Analysis (LMA) is a method which bases on the relationship between the
proportion of woody dicotyledonous species with untoothed leaves (P) and mean annual temperature
(MAT) to quantitatively estimate paleotemperatures from fossil leaf floras. In recent years, LMA is
widely used for paleoclimatic reconstructions of Cenozoic leaf floras. Even with the high correlation
between P and MAT, studies from different regions indicate that this method shows regional constraints.
In recent work, a new Chinese LMA model was proposed based on 50 samples from humid to mesic forests
in China. This new Chinese LMA model was applied to reconstruct paleoclimates of Chinese Cenozoic leaf
floras in this paper. Estimated MATs from this new model are similar to these from other different
methods in former studies. Therefore, this new LMA model from China, other than the widely used East
Asian LMA model, is more properly applied to paleoclimatic reconstructions of Chinese Cenozoic leaf
floras. In order to improve the accuracy of paleoclimatic reconstructions, more work is need by the
following aspects: i. e. , regional constraints of LMA, accurate definition of entire leaves, available climate
data, taphonomic process, and the mechanisms of leaf physiognomy in response to the surrounding

environment.
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