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Abstract: The Tuchengzi Formation is widely distributed in western Liaoning Province with a clear
top and bottom. It is the focal area for the delineation of the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
in China. Based on continuous core samples taken from well YD1, detailed lithostratigraphic
sequences and zircon uranium–lead (U-Pb) dating WERE used to investigate the Tuchengzi Formation.
The zircon U-Pb ages of the tuff samples taken from the First and Third Members of the Tuchengzi
Formation ranged from 153.8 to 137.16 Ma, indicating that they were formed in the late Middle
Jurassic–Early Cretaceous. Dating results from the bottom of the Second Member of the Tuchengzi
Formation indicate that the sedimentary time of the stratum is no later than 145.7 ± 2.1 Ma. We
concluded that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary of the Jinyang Basin in western Liaoning province
may be located at the interface at a depth of 464 m in well YD1. This conclusion is consistent
with the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary that has been presumed by other researchers based on
paleontological assemblage features found in recent years, and can provide useful geological marker
beds for the future study of the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary. In addition, the authors also
systematically sorted the potential development areas and layers of the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary line, which may also provide useful geological marker beds for the future study of the
terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary.

Keywords: Tuchengzi Formation; Jinyang Basin; Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary; western Liaoning
region; YD1 well; zircon U-Pb dating

1. Introduction

The definition and study of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary are primarily based
on marine sedimentary sequences, and major advances have been made in recent years
with respect to these subjects. The international stratigraphic tables published by the
International Union of Geological Sciences (IUGS) and the International Commission on
Stratigraphy (ICS) have changed the timeframe of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary from
135 Ma [1] to 145 Ma [2], further reflecting the progress and dynamics of Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary studies. The Jurassic–Cretaceous stratigraphy in China is primarily terrestrial [3],
and studies on its boundary are an important part of international standard stratigraphic
delineation, albeit with more regional characteristics and application values.
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Northeast China has the most continuous marine and continental sedimentary records
of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary. These areas include the Northern Hebei area (Jibei),
the western Liaoning area (Liaoxi), the Songliao Basin, and eastern Heilongjiang Province.
It is important to note that Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous strata in the Jibei–Liaoxi area are
the most continuous and have already been studied in detail. Therefore, the Jibei–Liaoxi
area has become the key area for studying the continental Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in
China [4]. However, the true age and accurate position of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
at these eastern Chinese terrestrial sequences are still controversial, largely due to the large
depth of the target layer, poor outcrop exposure, and discontinuous drill cores.

Although there is no unified understanding of the correlation between the bottom
boundary of the terrestrial Cretaceous and the international stratigraphic table (145 Ma) [5–9],
researchers believe that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary ought to be located in the
Tuchengzi Formation in northern Hebei–western Liaoning Province, and they have made
this hypothesis a study focus [3,10–13]. However, the Tuchengzi Formation is mostly
composed of coarse clastic conglomerate and red beds, and fossils are rare, making it
difficult to correlate findings with marine bed fossils. Therefore, the age of the Tuchengzi
Formation and the identification of its sedimentary hiatus are both of particular importance
in determining the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary.

Well YangD1 (YD1) was drilled into the Jinyang Basin through 2000 m of continuous
volcanic–sedimentary rock in the Tuchengzi and Tiaojishan Formations. Cores taken from
YD1 provide a complete and continuous record of the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous
period, providing unique material for studying the Tuchengzi Formation and the Jurassic–
Cretaceous boundary in the Jibei–Liaoxi area. In the present work, by analyzing drilling
core samples from well YD1, we were able to study the age of the Tuchengzi Formation
in detail. The potential position of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the Jibei–Liaoxi
area was also studied. Based on a comparative study of the various potential areas and
layers that might contain the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in northeastern China, this
study provides fundamental information for its further examination and its correlation
with marine stratigraphy.

2. Recent Advances in the Study of the Jurassic-Cretaceous Boundary
2.1. Advances of the Global Marine Jurassic-Cretaceous Boundary

It is widely accepted that the Berriasian Stage is located at the base of the Lower
Cretaceous, and the bottom of the stage in the Tethys Zone may represent the Jurassic–
Cretaceous boundary [3]. The first occurrences of the calcareous nannofossils Nannoconus
kamptneri minor and N. steinmannii minor have been widely used as place markers for
the Tithonian–Berriasian and Jurassic–Cretaceous boundaries [14]. The Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary is at the base of magneto zone M18r, with a recommended age of 145.0 Ma
according to the international stratigraphic chart [15]. Although this is only a recommended
value and lacks actual support in the geological data, an increasing number of studies have
proved that this value is rational. Mahoney et al. reported a 40 Ar/39 Ar age of 144.6 ±
0.8 Ma for the bottommost reversed-polarity basalt sill cored in the lowermost Berriasian
sediments on the Shatsky Rise in the northwestern Pacific [16]. The sills were bounded by
both calcareous nannofossil zone NK1 and the radiolarian Pseudodictyomitra carpatica
zone. Liu et al. reported a zircon uranium–lead (U-Pb) age of 142–140 Ma for the lower part
of the Sangxiu Formation in southern Tibet, China, which is located in the Nannoconus
steinmannii minor zone above the Berriasian Stage, suggesting that the bottom boundary
age of the Berriasian Stage may be older than 142–140 Ma [17]. Vennari et al. showed
that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the Andean region is located in the Nannoconus
kamptneri minor zone at the bottom of the Berriasian Stage. The tuff above about 22 m
of shale yielded a zircon U-Pb age of 140 Ma, suggesting that the Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary in the Andean region may also be older than 140 Ma [18].
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2.2. Recent Advances in the Terrestrial Jurassic-Cretaceous Boundary in the Jibei-Liaoxi Region

In recent years, research on the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the Jibei–
Liaoxi region has experienced major progress, but the definition of both the boundary and
its age limit is still controversial. There are two main opinions concerning this issue.

2.2.1. The Time Limit of the Terrestrial Jurassic-Cretaceous Boundary Line Is Earlier
Than 145 Ma

A number of Chinese scientists have argued that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
is difficult to correlate directly with international marine standards based on terrigenous
stratigraphic data, and they have proposed the use of 135 or 137 Ma as its age [10]. Chen
placed the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary between the Yixian and Jiufotang Formations and
recommends a boundary age of 125 Ma [19]. The All-China Commission of Stratigraphy
published a specification on the regional chronostratigraphic (geological) chronology of
China in 2002, which set the boundary between the Dabeigou and Yixian Formations, with
an age of 137 Ma [20]. Several researchers have set the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
between the Dabeigou and Dadianzi Formations in the Luanping Basin, northern Hebei,
limiting the boundary age to 130 Ma [6,9,21,22]. Wang et al. suggested that the Jurassic–
Cretaceous boundary should be in the lower Yixian Formation and recommended an age
of 124 Ma [23].

2.2.2. The Terrestrial Jurassic-Cretaceous Boundary Line Is Close to 145 Ma

According to new advances in international research on the Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary, an increasing number of Chinese scientists have gradually adopted the global
time limit for this boundary. At the 4th China National Stratigraphic Conference in 2013,
the age of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary was adjusted to 145 Ma [24]. As most of the
isotopic ages measured in the Tuchengzi Formation have been found to be younger than
145 Ma, the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary may be located within the Tuchengzi
Formation [25–29]. In addition, the terrestrial sporulation assemblage of the Tuchengzi
Formation also has characteristics of the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous [30–35]. This evi-
dence suggests that the Chinese terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary is located within
the Tuchengzi Formation [10,13,28,29,36–40]. However, whether the boundary is located
between Members 1 and 2 or Members 2 and 3 is highly controversial. Wan et al. tentatively
placed the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the Yanliao region between Members 2 and
3 based on foliage, mesozoans, and sporulation [41].

3. Geological Background

Northeastern China is tectonically located at the intersection of three major plates: the
Siberian, Pacific, and Mongolian–North China plates. Its northern region is connected to
the Siberian plate through the Mongolia–Okhotsk suture zone, and its eastern region is
connected to the Pacific plate through the Sikhote–Alin tectonic zone (Figure 1). Prior to the
Late Paleozoic, a series of microplates, including the Erguna–Xing’an plate, the Songliao–
Xilinhot microplate, and the Jiamusi microplate, assembled and formed the Heilongjiang
plate [42]. In the Late Permian, the Heilongjiang–Mongolian plate was assembled with
the northern margin of the North China Plate along the Xar Moron River suture zone
(Figure 1a), which formed the basement of the Songliao Basin [43]. After these events, the
Jibei–Liaoxi region at the northern margin of the North China Plate and the Songliao Basin
were tightly connected.
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Figure 1. Simplified geological map of northeast China showing the geological tectonic units and
location of the study area. (a) Tectonic sketch map showing the main subdivisions of eastern Asia
(modified after [44]).

The Nenjiang Fault is a major fault controlling the formation of the Songliao Basin [45].
To the west of the Nenjiang fault are areas where Mesozoic Daxinganling volcanic rocks
are widespread, in addition to a series of Jurassic–Cretaceous basins, including the Mohe
and Hailar Basins [46]. The Jiamusi–Yitong Fault is the major basin-controlling fault of the
Songliao Basin in the east. To the east of the Jiamusi–Yitong fault is the northeast-trending
Dunhua–Mishan Fault, in addition to Cretaceous basins such as the Liuhe and Dadianzi
Basins. The Mudanjiang Fault is north–south trending, and to the east, there is a series
of Cretaceous basins, including the Sanjiang, Boli, and Jixi Basins. The Xar Moron River
suture zone is on the southern boundary of the Songliao Basin, trending east–west, which
belongs to the intraplate suture zone within the Mongolian–North China Plate [45]. The
southern section of the belt primarily includes western Liaoning Province (Liaoxi) and the
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northern Hebei (Jibei) area, where a series of Mesozoic basins are located, including the
Jinyang, Beipiao and Luanping Basins (Figure 1).

As a result of the Yanshanian Movement and the convergence of the East Asian
multidirectional plates, the Mesozoic volcanic–sedimentary stratigraphy is most complete
in western Liaoning, which is located on the eastern Yanshan orogenic belt [47,48]. The
Jinyang Basin is the largest and most typical of all the basins [49–51].

Jurassic–Cretaceous strata are widespread in the Jinyang Basin, accounting for more
than 90% (Figure 2b). Impacted by the Indosinian Movement and Early Yanshan orogeny,
the upper basin formed in the Late Jurassic and the Tuchengzi Formation was filled with
purple conglomerate, sandy conglomerate, siltstone, and argillaceous sedimentary forma-
tions. From bottom to top, the strata consist of the Xinglonggou and Beipiao Formations of
the Lower Jurassic, the Haifangou and Tiaojishan Formations of the Middle Jurassic, and
the Tuchengzi and Yixian Formations of the Upper Jurassic to Lower Cretaceous (Figure 2c).
The contact interface between the Beipiao and Haifangou Formations is an angular uncon-
formity, as is the interface between the Tuchengzi and Yixian Formations. However, the
others are parallel unconformities. The angular unconformity between the Beipiao and
Haifangou Formations and the Tuchengzi and Yixian Formations may represent Phases
A1 and B of the Yanshanian Movement, respectively [52–57]. The Tuchengzi Formation
was deposited during the transitional period between Phase A1 and B of the Yanshan
orogeny [58,59].

The Jibei–Liaoxi area was located in a key position in the tectonic transition of East
Asia during the turn of the Jurassic and Cretaceous (Figure 2a) [60]. The Yanshanian
Movement triggered the Late Jurassic multidirectional extrusion and intra-land orogeny,
Early Cretaceous massive extension, and lithospheric thinning. Regional tectonic and
magmatic events at different times led to dramatic ecological changes [47,61], resulting in
the extinction of the Yanliao Biota and the replacement of the Jehol Biota.

4. Lithologic Sections of the Tuchengzi Formation

The Tuchengzi Formation is divided into three lithologic members [62]. Based on the
sedimentary environment and hiatus in this area, in addition to the core of well YD1, the
boundary of Members 1 and 2 is set at the onset of gray-purple, complex-fine conglomerate,
and the end of the red sand and mudstone. The boundary of Members 2 and 3 is set at the
sedimentary hiatus between the green-gray lithic feldspar (intermediate-fine) sandstone
and the gray-purple (complex-fine) conglomerate (Figure 2d).

At the top stratum of well YD1 is the Third Member of the Tuchengzi Formation, which
is composed of gray-green aeolian sandstone. Well YD1 runs through the First and Second
Members of the Tuchengzi Formation downward, and is primarily composed of sand–
mudstone and polymictic conglomerates. Below the Tuchengzi Formation is the Tiaojishan
Formation, which is primarily composed of neutral lava and pyroclastic. Due to the lateral
differences between volcanic and sedimentary environments, the lithostratigraphy of the
Tuchengzi Formation in western Liaoning Province is slightly different at each sedimentary
basin. The lithostratigraphy of each member of the Tuchengzi Formation in well YD1 of the
Jinyang Basin is divided as follows:

Member 1 (depth: 500.52–1207 m): The bottom is composed of gray-green, breccia-
bearing, tuffaceous sandstone (medium-coarse), and gray-green andesite conglomerate
(medium-coarse) with an alluvial fan facies, unconformably overlying the gray-green
basaltic andesite of the Tiaojishan Formation. The middle and upper sections are brown,
silty mudstone with gray-green siltstone and a thin tuff layer, which is dominated by
lakeside–shallow lake subfacies.

Member 2 (depth: 50.45–500.52 m): The bottom is composed of gray-purple gravel
complex conglomerate (medium-fine) with scour surface and massive bedding. The middle
part is mainly gray-purple complex conglomerate. The top is gray-green lithic feldspar
sandstone (medium-coarse) with grain sequence bedding, parallel bedding, and large plate
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crossbedding. The stratum is dominated by alluvial fan facies and conformable contact
with Member 1.

Member 3 (depth: 0–50.45 m): Green-gray, lithic feldspar sandstone (medium-fine) in-
terbedded with a thin layer of purple-red feldspar sandstone (medium-fine), with medium-
large crossbedding (coarse-grained), make up Member 3. This member has an aeolian
sedimentary sequence that has conformable contact with Member 2. Because the top strata
of well YD1 are part of Member 3, the revealed strata in this section are incomplete. Com-
paring profiles near well YD1 shows that the revealed strata in this section form the bottom
of the Tuchengzi Formation’s Third Member.
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in Jinyang Basin; (d) the core histogram of well YD1 and sample location.

5. Analytical Methods and Sample Characteristics
5.1. Sample Characteristics

Three samples were chosen for zircon U-Pb isotopic dating. Vitreous crystalline tuff
(YD1-50) at 50 m was taken from the bottom of Member 3 in well YD1. The other two
samples were calcareous feldspar lithic sandstone (YD1-464) taken from a depth of 464 m
at the bottom of Member 2, and rhyolitic tuff (YD1-878) at 878 m taken from the middle
part of Member 1 (Figures 2d and 3).
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Figure 3. Photographs and microphotographs showing sampling core and its lithology. (a) Glassy
crystal tuff (sample YD1-50), and (b) under transmitted light (sample YD1-50); (c) calcareous feldspar
lithic sandstone (sample YD1-464), and (d) under transmitted light (sample YD1-464); and (e) rhyolitic
tuff (sample YD1-878), and (f) under transmitted light (sample YD1-878).

5.2. Analytical Methods

Zircon crystals were separated at the Mineral Separation Laboratory of Langfang
Regional Geological Survey, Hebei Province. First, each sample was ground, washed,
dried, and sorted. Then, magnetic separation and heavy liquid separation technology
were used to retrieve the zircon crystals. Relatively complete zircons crystals were then
handpicked under a binocular microscope and mounted in epoxy. To reveal the internal
texture, cathodoluminescence (CL) images were obtained.
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Laser Ablation Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry (LA-ICP-MS) zircon
U-Pb analyses were performed at the State Key Laboratory of Lithospheric Evolution,
Institute of Geology and Geophysics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, using an Anlyitik
Jena PQMS Elite ICP-MS equipped with a 193 nm laser. Analyses were performed with
a beam diameter of 25 um, a laser frequency of 10 Hz, an energy of 2.31 J/cm2, and
He as a carrier gas. LA-ICP-MS laser denudation sampling was conducted using single
point denudation [65]. GJ-1 was used as an unknown to evaluate the data quality, and
SRM 610 silicate glass was applied for the external standard with silicon as the internal
standard [66]. ICPMSdatacal [65] and ISOPLOT 3.0 [67] were used for data reduction. In
data processing, most analysis points of 206Pb/204Pb > 1000 were not corrected by ordinary
lead, and analysis points with abnormally high 204 Pb content may be affected by ordinary
Pb, such as inclusions. The analysis points with abnormally high 204Pb were eliminated
during calculation.

6. Results of Zircon U-Pb Dating
6.1. Glassy Crystal Tuff (YD1-50)

The zircon U-Pb data derived from 58 detrital zircons taken from sample YD1-50 are
listed in Table S1 and illustrated in Figures 4 and 5a,b. Zircon grain CL images showed that
most were euhedral to subhedral. The zircon grains showed clear oscillatory growth zoning.
This kind of zircon grain is a homologous product with a single color, a concentrated crystal
group, and a similar transformation distance. These properties, together with Th/U ratios
(0.48–1.69), indicate these zircon grains had a magmatic origin [68,69]. For the analyzed
samples, the concordant 206Pb/238U ages ranged from 142.3 to 132.3 Ma (Table S1). A U-Pb
age frequency histogram (Figure 5a) shows that the detrital zircons had three main age
peaks of 137.6, 252.9, and 2511 Ma, and secondary age peaks of 314.9, 410.3, 1700, and
1912 Ma. The age of the detrital zircons ranged from 2618.5 to 123.4 Ma, which reflects the
diversity and complexity of the sediment sources. The weighted average age of 206Pb/238U
was 137.16 ± 0.70 Ma (MSWD = 1.3, Figure 5b), which represented the age of magma
crystallization.
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Figure 4. Cathodoluminescence (CL) images of typical detrital and magmatic zircons from the
Tuchengzi Formation in well YD1. Circles indicate the location of laser ablation inductively coupled
plasma source mass spectrometry, numbers in circles refer to the spot number. (a) Sample YD1-464;
(b) sample YD1-50; and (c) sample YD1-878.
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Figure 5. U-Pb Concordia diagram, frequency histogram, and weighted isochron diagram of zircon
ages for samples from the Tuchengzi Formation. (a) U-Pb age Concordia diagram and (b) U-Pb
weighted isochron diagram of YD1-50 magma zircon; (c) U-Pb age Concordia diagram and (d) U-
Pb frequency histogram of YD1-464 detrital zircon; (e) U-Pb age Concordia diagram and (f) U-Pb
weighted isochron of YD1-878 magma zircon.

6.2. Calcareous Feldspar Lithic Sandstone (YD1-464)

The zircon U-Pb data derived from 70 detrital zircons taken from sample YD1-464 are
listed in Table S2 and illustrated in Figures 4 and 5c,d. Zircon grain CL images showed
that most were euhedral to subhedral. The zircon grains showed clear oscillatory growth
zoning. These properties, together with Th/U ratios (0.29–3.93), indicate that these zircon
grains had a magmatic origin [68,69]. A total of 92 zircon grains were analyzed, and the
concordant 206Pb/238U ages ranged from 2680.9 to 142.3 Ma (Figure 5c). The U-Pb age
frequency histogram (Figure 5d) shows that the detrital zircons had four main age peaks
of 145.7, 155.6, 240.1, and 2511 Ma and secondary age peaks of 294.2, 426.7, 1162, and
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1639 Ma. The age range was large, which further reflects the diversity and complexity of
the Tuchengzi Formation sediment sources.

6.3. Rhyolitic Tuff (YD1-878)

The zircon U-Pb data derived from 15 zircon grains taken from sample YD1-878 are
listed in Table S3 and illustrated in Figures 4 and 5e,f. The zircon grains showed clear
oscillatory growth zoning. These properties, together with Th/U ratios (0.59–1.81), indicate
that these zircon grains had a magmatic origin [68,69]. A total of 15 zircon grains were
analyzed, and the concordant 206Pb/238U ages ranged from 149.9 to 160.0 Ma (Table S3).
The weighted average age of 206Pb/238U was 153.8 ± 1.7 Ma (MSWD = 2.0, Figure 5f),
which represented the age of magma crystallization.

7. Discussion
7.1. Age of the Tuchengzi Formation

The Jurassic–Cretaceous strata in China are mostly terrestrial deposits. The high
mountains formed by tectonic movements block communication between different lake
ecosystems. As a result, the fauna and flora show remarkable regional differences and make
it difficult to find biological markers for isochronous comparisons. This makes it difficult to
reach a unified opinion on the biostratigraphic comparison of different phyla [32,33,70–77].
In terms of high precision isotopic dating, He et al. used the K-Ar and Rb-Sr methods to
limit the age of the upper and lower strata of the Tuchengzi Formation to 156–145 Ma [78,79].
Davis et al. and Sun et al. limited its age to 156–139 Ma based on previous zircon U-Pb
age data [26,28]. The National Stratigraphic Commission published the Manual of China’s
Regional Geochronology (Geochronology) table in 2014, which classified the strata of the
Upper Jurassic in China as the Tuchengzi Formation. However, due to the difficulty in
determining the exact attribution of the Tuchengzi Formation, they did not establish its
stage [24,80].

Based on two tuff samples with zircon grains of magmatic origin, we further con-
strained the age of the Tuchengzi Formation in well YD1 between 137.16 ± 0.7 Ma (YD1-50)
and 153.8 ± 1.7 Ma (YD1-878). However, the age of 137.16 ± 0.7 Ma in this study was
the absolute age at the bottom of Member 3, where there was an aeolian dune deposition
at least 1000 m above the interface [81]. Although the top age of the Tuchengzi Forma-
tion was not obtained, it can be inferred that the age of the top formation is later than
137.16 ± 0.7 Ma. Compared to the International Stratigraphic Chronology (2018), we sug-
gest that the Tuchengzi Formation in western Liaoning province was formed between the
middle–late Late Jurassic and Early Cretaceous.

7.2. The Boundary between Jurassic and Cretaceous

A total of 70 effective detrital zircons from sample YD-464, collected from the lower
part of Member 2, were analyzed, among which, the ages of the six youngest zircon grains
ranged from 142.3 to 149.5 Ma, with a weighted mean age of 145.7 ± 2.1 Ma (MSWD = 1.02,
Figure 5c). The frequency histogram showed the youngest peak age at 145.0 Ma, which
is consistent with the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary of 145 Ma from the International
Commission on Stratigraphy (ICS) [82]. It is also close to the minimum age (144.6 ± 0.8 Ma)
of the Lower Cretaceous Berriasian Stage at the Shatsky Rise in the northwest Pacific [16].
The peak age and weighted-mean age of the samples were within the error range, which
indicates that the sedimentary period of the strata was no later than 145.7 ± 2.1 Ma.
Therefore, we concluded that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary of the Jinyang Basin in
western Liaoning Province may be located at the interface at a depth of 464 m in well
YD1. Based on the sedimentary facies analysis of the upper and lower strata, we believe
that there may be a sedimentary gap between Members 1 and 2 and of the Tuchengzi
Formation, which may be the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary of the Mesozoic terrestrial
strata in western Liaoning province (Figure 6a). This result is also consistent with Huang’s
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opinion that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary is located in the upper part of the Tuchengzi
Formation based on the paleontological assemblage characteristics [59,83].
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(a) Western Liaoning YD1 well; (b) Southern Daxinganling area; (c) Songliao Basin SK2 well; (d) West-
ern margin of Songliao Basin.

Although a final determination of the international Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
age requires more accurate age data and the support of further research results, the latest
research results indicate that 145 Ma can be used as the international Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary age. Considering that the Tuchengzi Formation was formed between 154 and
137 Ma ago, we further verified that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary exists within the
Tuchengzi Formation in the northern Hebei area and western Liaoning Province regions.
The results can provide detailed and basic geological data for the future study of the
terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary.

7.3. Potential Areas and Layers for the Development of the Terrestrial Jurassic-Cretaceous
Boundary

It is generally accepted that the closure of the Mongolian–Okhotsk Ocean was the most
important geotectonic event in northeast Asia during the Mesozoic, and it is characterized
by a west-to-east scissor-like closure [84–86]. Its eastern closure process lasted until the
Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous [87,88].

To the west of the Nenjiang fault, i.e., the Daxinganling area, the Manketou’ebo Forma-
tion is a volcanic system that was formed by the collapse of thickened crust or delamination
extension after the closure of the Mongolia–Okhotsk Ocean. Numerous isotopic dating re-
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sults taken from the Manketou’ebo Formation have been reported in recent years, with age
results ranging from 157 to 132 Ma [89–92]. Of note, Jia et al. performed zircon U-Pb dating
on two Manketou’ebo Formation rhyolite samples from the Horqin Right Front Banner area,
and the results were 145.9 ± 1.0 Ma and 146.0 ± 1.3 Ma (Figure 6b) [93]. The Manketou’ebo
Formation overlies the Manitu Formation, of which the ages of volcanic rocks are between
139 and 148 Ma [94,95]. Tao et al. reported an age of 142.2 ± 1.0 Ma for the andesite of
the Manitu Formation near Ulanhot in southern Daxinganling (Figure 6b) [96]. Judging
from the dating results, the Manketou’ebo and Manitu formations have diachronous phe-
nomena, which may be attributed to a younger trend from the southwest to the northeast
in the spatiotemporal distribution of the Manketou’ebo Formation [93]. However, the
overlying volcanic rocks of the Baiyingaolao Formation are between 123 and 140 Ma in
age and belong to the Early Cretaceous (Figure 6b) [97]. Therefore, the Manketou’ebo and
Manitu formations in southern Daxinganling are noteworthy formations for the study of
the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in these regions.

Andesite taken from a depth of 6031.9 m in well SK2, located in the Xujiaweizi
fault depression in the Songliao Basin, yielded an age of 242.4 ± 2.1 Ma (Middle Trias-
sic) [98]. The age of rhyolitic tuff approximately 88.71 m above the andesite (5943.19 m) was
118.6 ± 1.0 Ma [99]. Based on these two dating results, we suggest that, in the Xujiaweizi
fault trap, where well SK2 was located, the Middle Triassic–Early Cretaceous sediments
were in hiatus for around 123.8 Ma (Figure 6c). This also indicates that, after the closure
of the Mongolian–Okhotsk ocean, no extensional basin was formed in the Songliao Basin.
Consequently, there is no extensive Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous continuous sedimen-
tation in the Songliao Basin. Instead, numerous Late Jurassic volcanic rocks have been
reported in the Changjiaweizi and Melisi fault depressions on the western margin of the
Songliao Basin [100,101]. Qu et al. established sedimentary sequences for the Huoshiling
Formation based on a detailed study in the Xujiaweizi fault depression [102,103]. The lower
part is primarily composed of sedimentary rocks, whereas the upper part is composed
of volcanics rocks interlayered with sedimentary sequences. Based on the established
sequences, Wang et al. and Qu et al. suggested its diachronous nature (Figure 6d) [103,104].
Therefore, the Huoshiling Formation in the southern Songliao Basin is a key area in the
study of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary.

The Jibei–Liaoxi area adjacent to the Songliao Basin is an important area for the
study of the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary. With intensive studies and deeper
stratigraphy revealed by drilling, there is an increasing amount of evidence suggesting
that the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the Jibei–Liaoxi area is located in the
upper portion of the Tuchengzi Formation’s First Member. Zhang et al. reported a zircon
U-Pb age of 142.6 ± 1.3 Ma for the welded tuff at the base of the Second Member of the
Tuchengzi Formation in the Luanping Basin, Hebei [27]. Lin and Li reported a spodumene
assemblage at the top of the First Member in the Luanping Basin, Hebei Province, and
suggested that it is of Early Cretaceous (middle–late-stage Valanginian) origin, and the
Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in northern China is located in the upper portion of the
First Member [105]. Another report suggested that the sporulation assemblage of Member
3 near Beipiao Sihetun is similar to that of the lower portion of the Yixian Formation
in western Liaoning Province; no discernable differences could be found between the
appearance of flora within the two formations [83]. These latest results are consistent with
the conclusion that the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary is located in the upper part of the
Tuchengzi Formation’s First Member. The lateral comparison of the formation in western
Liaoning Province is crucial for reconstructing the sedimentary and evolutionary history of
the Jurassic–Early Cretaceous in northern China.

Transgressions occurred in the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous Valanginian Stage in
eastern Heilongjiang Province, but they were limited to the Dong’an-Sui’bin line and its
northern area. Among them, the Donganzhen Formation in the Raohe and the Dongrong
Formation in Suibin are two potential areas that may contain the Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary [106–109]. Marine fossil data from the interfacial strata can be compared with



Minerals 2022, 12, 953 13 of 18

the international marine Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary. In contrast, the sporopollen fossil
assemblage can be compared with the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary, thus estab-
lishing a bridge between the marine and terrestrial comparison of the Jurassic–Cretaceous
boundary. Therefore, eastern Heilongjiang is a key area for making terrestrial and in-
ternational marine comparisons with respect to the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary in the
Jibei–Liaoxi region. The next step of this work should be focused on the isotope chronology,
biostratigraphy, magnetic stratigraphy, and cyclic stratigraphy of the Jibei–Liaoxi region
and eastern Heilongjiang.

8. Conclusions

(1) The zircon U-Pb dating of two tuff samples from Members 1 and 3 of the Tuchengzi
Formation in well YD1 constrained the sedimentary age range from 153.8 to 137.16 Ma,
although the upper age may be much later than 137.16 Ma. According to the Interna-
tional Stratigraphic Chronology (2018), the age of the Tuchengzi Formation in western
Liaoning province was determined to be from the middle–late Late Jurassic to the
Early Cretaceous.

(2) A total of six zircon grains collected from the bottom of Member 2 of the Tuchengzi
Formation (YD-464) yielded a weighted mean age of 145.7 ± 2.1 Ma, which is consis-
tent with the peak age of the sample within the error range, and can be roughly used
as the sedimentary period for this formation. Therefore, there may be a depositional
gap between Members 2 and 1 of the Tuchengzi Formation, or at the top of Member
1, which can be regarded as the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary of the Mesozoic ter-
restrial strata in western Liaoning Province. This conclusion is consistent with the
Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary inferred by paleontological assemblage characteristics
in recent years.

(3) The Tuchengzi Formation in the Jibei–Liaoxi region, the Dongrong Formation, and
the Dong’anzhen Formation in eastern Heilongjiang are key layers that may contain
the terrestrial Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary. The Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary may
be only locally developed in the Songliao Basin, and the Huolshiling Formation in the
south is a key layer in the study of the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary.
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