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New finds of skeletal fossils in the terminal
Neoproterozoic of the Siberian Platform and Spain

ANDREY YU. ZHURAVLEV, ELADIO LIÑÁN, JOSÉ ANTONIO GÁMEZ VINTANED,

FRANÇOISE DEBRENNE, and ALEKSANDR B. FEDOROV

Zhuravlev, A.Yu., Liñán, E., Gámez Vintaned, J.A., Debrenne, F., and Fedorov, A.B. 2012. New finds of skeletal fossils

in the terminal Neoproterozoic of the Siberian Platform and Spain. Acta Palaeontologica Polonica 57 (1): 205–224.

A current paradigm accepts the presence of weakly biomineralized animals only, barely above a low metazoan grade of or−

ganization in the terminal Neoproterozoic (Ediacaran), and a later, early Cambrian burst of well skeletonized animals. Here

we report new assemblages of primarily calcareous shelly fossils from upper Ediacaran (553–542 Ma) carbonates of Spain

and Russia (Siberian Platform). The problematic organism Cloudina is found in the Yudoma Group of the southeastern Si−

berian Platform and different skeletal taxa have been discovered in the terminal Neoproterozoic of several provinces of

Spain. New data on the morphology and microstructure of Ediacaran skeletal fossils Cloudina and Namacalathus indicate

that the Neoproterozoic skeletal organisms were already reasonably advanced. In total, at least 15 skeletal metazoan genera

are recorded worldwide within this interval. This number is comparable with that known for the basal early Cambrian. These

data reveal that the terminal Neoproterozoic skeletal bloom was a real precursor of the Cambrian radiation. Cloudina, the

oldest animal with a mineralised skeleton on the Siberian Platform, characterises the uppermost Ediacaran strata of the

Ust’−Yudoma Formation. While in Siberia Cloudina co−occurs with small skeletal fossils of Cambrian aspect, in Spain

Cloudina−bearing carbonates and other Ediacaran skeletal fossils alternate with strata containing rich terminal Neoprotero−

zoic trace fossil assemblages. These finds treated together provide a possibility to correlate transitional Neoproterozoic–

lower Cambrian strata around the world. Such a correlation concurs with available isotope and radiometric data and indi−

cates that typical Ediacaran shelly fossils have not crossed the Precambrian–Cambrian boundary.
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Introduction

Several paradigms for the “Cambrian explosion” succeeded
each other during the second half of the last century, from a
complete refutation of any metazoan occurrence in the termi−
nal Neoproterozoic, through an acceptance of soft−bodied
multicellular organisms (vendobionts), to the recognition
of true skeletonised metazoans. The first such skeletonised
metazoans were described and figured as early as 1960
(Vologdin and Maslov 1960). However, Cloudina was the
only well−known skeletal fossil from Ediacaran strata.

The situation changed at the beginning of the present cen−
tury. New goblet−shaped (Namacalathus), coral−like (Nama−
poikia) and unnamed conical skeletal fossils were described
from Namibia (Grotzinger et al. 2000; Wood et al. 2002), and
a new and unusual cloudinid was discovered in central Spain

(Cortijo et al. 2006, 2010). In addition, Ediacaran skeletal as−
semblages from China were redescribed in details and the
identity of Sinotubulites and “Chenella” (the generic name
itself is preoccupied) as skeletal fossils was confirmed (Hua
et al. 2000a, b, 2005a; Chen et al. 2008).

Nonetheless, an understanding of Ediacaran being skele−
tal fossils as remains of weakly biomineralised animals only
barely above a low metazoan grade of organisation, re−
mained widespread in the scientific literature (e.g., Knoll
2003; Budd and Jensen 2004; Steiner et al. 2007; Brasier et
al. 2011). Indeed, among four genera previously recognised
in Ediacaran strata, i.e., Cloudina, Sinotubulites, Namacala−
thus, and Namapoikia, only the latter is described as a fossil
possessing thick skeleton, albeit only of a cnidarian or po−
riferan grade of organisation.

Here we report new occurrences of skeletal fossils in upper
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Ediacaran carbonates of the Siberian Platform and Spain.
These finds extend the record of the Ediacaran biomineralised
taxa and increase the importance of such fossils as Cloudina,
Sinotubulites, and Chenmengella (replacement name for Che−
nella) for subdivision and global correlation of Ediacaran
strata as well as for understanding of evolutionary events dur−
ing the terminal Neoproterozoic–Cambrian interval. Besides,
the study of microstructure of Cloudina and Namacalathus
specimens collected in their type localities from Namibia as
well as on the Siberian Platform, in Spain, Oman, and Brazil,
provides some innovative explanations for their biological af−
finities and for challenging re−evaluation of the Ediacaran
skeletal world as a whole which was already comparatively di−
verse and derived by the end of this period.

Institutional abbreviations.—MPZ, Museo Paleontológico de
la Universidad de Zaragoza, Spain; MNHN, Muséum Natio−
nale d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris, France; PIN, Palaeontological
Institute, Russian Academy of Sciences; SNIIGGiMS, Sibe−
rian Scientific−Researching Institute of Geology, Geophysics
and Mineral Resources, Novosibirsk, Russia.

Occurrences of Ediacaran skeletal
fossils on the Siberian Platform
and in Spain

Siberian Platform.—The body fossils were poorly known
in the terminal Neoproterozoic of the Siberian Platform.
Among them should be noted problematic Suvorovella and

Majaella from the Ust’−Yudoma Formation of the Maya
River in the Uchur−Maya region (Vologdin and Maslov
1960), the Ediacaran fauna of the Khatyspyt Formation on
the Olenëk Uplift (Sokolov 1985; Grazhdankin et al. 2008),
and the problematic tubicolous Cambrotubulus from the
Turkut Formation of the same region (Karlova 1987). Com−
monly, fragments of Suvorovella and Majaella from the
Uchur−Maya region were erroneously referred to Medusi−
nites and Cyclomedusa ex gr. C. plana Glaessner and Wade
(Khomentovsky and Karlova 1993, 1994, 2002).

The Yudoma River transects the Uchur−Maya region
forming the southeastern margin of the Siberian Platform (Fig.
1A). Here, in cliffs of the right Yudoma River bank about
Nuuchchalakh Valley (opposite the Kurus Island) and 1.6 km
downstream of the Ulakhan−Ytyga River mouth (the Kyyry−
Ytyga Creek), key sections of the Yudoma Group outcrop
(Semikhatov et al. 1970). The Yudoma Group unconformably
overlies bluish−green thin−bedded fine−grained sandstone and
siltstone of the Cryogenian Ust’−Kirbi Formation. Down−
stream, the Yudoma Group is conformably overlain by green−
ish− and rose−grey mudstone and wackestone of the Cambrian
Pestrotsvet Formation. The Yudoma Group was subdivided in
these sections by Semikhatov et al. (1970) into intervals 1 to
11 of a total thicknes of ca. 320 m (Fig. 2D). Of those strata, in−
tervals 1 to 7 are represented mostly by various layers of sand−
stone and siltstone interbedded with subdued dolostone while
intervals 8 to 11 encompass mostly dolostone beds.

According to Semikhatov et al. (1970), intervals 1–8
comprise the Lower Yudoma Subformation of the Yudoma
Formation, whereas intervals 9–11 represent its Upper
Yudoma Subformation. Khomentovsky et al. (1972) placed
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Fig. 1. Maps indicating studied localities. A. Map of Uchur−Maya region showing reference sections of the Yudoma River: 1, Nuuchchalakh;
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Fig. 2. Stratigraphic distribution of Ediacaran skeletal fossil assemblages from around the world. A. Zaris (Kuibis Subgroup) and Witputs (Schwarzrand

Subgroup) subbasins, Nama Basin, Namibia (Grotzinger et al. 1995, 2000, 2005; Saylor et al. 1998; Wood et al. 2002). B. Yangtze Platform, southern

Shaanxi, China (Hua et al. 2000b; Steiner et al. 2007; Zhu et al. 2007: lower C isotope curve; Ishikawa et al. 2008: upper C isotope curve; Pb/U radiometric

data after Condon et al. 2005; Compston et al. 2008; Zhu et al. 2009). C. Abenójar (Abenójar Village and Tirteafuera River) Anticline, East Lusita−

nian–Alcudian Zone, central Spain (Ortega Girones and Sánchez Vizcaíno 1987). D. Yudoma River, Uchur−Maya region, Siberian Platform, Russia (C iso−

tope data after Brasier et al. 1994; Podkovyrov and Davydov 1998; Pb−Pb radiometric data after Semikhatov et al. 2003). E. South Oman Salt Basin (Brasier

et al. 2000; Amthor et al. 2003; Schröder and Grotzinger 2007). Abbreviations: Dolom., dolomite; Fm., formation; Gr., group; Mb., member.
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the Lower–Upper Subformation boundary at the base of the
interval 4 judged by an apparent rhythm represented by inter−
vals 4–11. The Upper and Lower “subformations” are now
recognised as the Aim and Ust’−Yudoma formations of the
Yudoma Group, and some researchers doubt in presence of
the Aim Formation in the Nuuchchalakh section (Ioganson
and Kropachev 1979; Shenfil’ 1991; Semikhatov et al.
2003). However, a field correlation of the sections along the
Yudoma, Maya, and Aim rivers does indicate an affinity of at
least intervals 1–3 to the Aim Formation (Khomentovsky
1985). Moreover, the unconformity accentuated by deep ero−
sional pockets in the topmost strata of the interval 8 and basal
pebble conglomerate (pebbles consist of underlying black
dolomudstone of the interval 8) observed by one of the pres−
ent authors (AZ and Andrey Ivantsov during their field work
of 1998) allows us to consider the interval 9 as the basal one
of the Ust’−Yudoma Formation.

The fossils are found in the intervals 6, 10, and 11 of the
Yudoma Group. The interval 6 (Aim Formation) is repre−
sented by an alternation of dark−grey thin−bedded siltstone
and bluish−grey wavy−bedded dolomudstone bedding planes
of which teem with Gaojiashania annulocosta Zhang, Li,
and Dong, 1992 in the Nuuchchalakh section (Zhuravlev et
al. 2009). In the interval 10 (Ust’−Yudoma Formation) con−
sisting of light−grey sucrosic dolograinstone, commonly po−
rous and cross−bedded, 108 m below the top of the Ust’−
Yudoma Formation of the Kyyry−Ytyga section, Cambro−
tubulus cf. C. decurvatus Missarzhevsky, 1969, Anabarites
trisulcatus Missarzhevsky, 1969, A. grandis Val’kov, 1982,
Jacutiochrea tristicha (Missarzhevsky, 1969), and Cloudina
ex gr. C. riemkeae Germs, 1972 are present (Fig. 3A, C–E).
An undoubted Nemakit–Daldynian (lowermost Cambrian)
skeletal assemblage appears in the uppermost 8 m of the
Ust’−Yudoma Formation consisting of light−grey dolomitic
limestone (interval 11 of the Kyyry−Ytyga section). The as−
semblage includes the protoconodonts Protohertzina unguli−
formis Missarzhevsky, 1973 as well as the anabaritids Cam−
brotubulus decurvatus Missarzhevsky, 1969, Anabarites tri−
sulcatus Missarzhevsky, 1969, A. tripartitus Missarzhevsky,
1969, A. latus (Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970), Longiochrea
rugosa Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970, Lobiochrea cf. L. natella
Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970, and Tiksitheca licis Missarzhev−
sky, 1969. Earlier, only Anabarites trisulcatus Missarzhev−
sky, 1969 was mentioned at the same level of the Nuuch−
chalakh section (Khomentovsky 1985). Additionally, in the
overlying basal 4.7 m of the Pestrotsvet Formation in the
Kyyry−Ytyga section, protoconodonts Fomitchella infundi−
buliformis Missarzhevsky, 1969, anabaritids Cambrotubulus
decurvatus Missarzhevsky, 1969, Anabarites trisulcatus
Missarzhevsky, 1969, A. tripartitus Missarzhevsky, 1969, A.
latus (Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970), Longiochrea cf. L. rugosa
Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970, Lobiochrea cf. L. natella Val’−
kov and Sysoev, 1970, and Tiksitheca sp., hyolithelminths
Hyolithellus tenuis Missarzhevsky, 1966, and H. ex gr. H.
vladimirovae Missarzhevsky, 1966, halkieriids Halkieria

sp., chancelloriids, as well as fragments of orthothecid and
helcionelloid shells, are present.

At approximately the same level of the Cloudina−bearing
interval 10 in the Yudoma Group stratotype in the Yudoma
River mouth area (Maya River left bank), other problematic
calcareous fossils occur, namely Suvorovella and Majaella
(Khomentovsky 1985; Fig. 1A).

Other possible remains of skeletal Ediacaran animals
have been noted together with the calcified microbes
Renalcis and Girvanella as either “skeletal organisms resem−
bling tabulatomorph corals” or calcified algae Amganella in
dolostone typical of lower interval 10, which outcrops in the
stratotype area of the Aim Formation (Nevolin et al. 1978;
Shishkin and Stepanova 1978). These fossils are possibly re−
lated to modular skeletal corals discovered more recently in
the Ediacaran Omkyk Member of the Nama Group in south−
ern Namibia, together with Cloudina and other skeletal fos−
sils (Grotzinger et al. 2000; Wood et al. 2002).

Spain.—In central Spain, terminal Neoproterozoic macro−
fossils are distributed in the Galician–Castilian and East
Lusitanian–Alcudian tectonostratigraphic zones where ven−
dotaenids, Nimbia, probable Beltanelloides, Nemiana, and
Tirasiana and possible sabelliditids, as well as Cloudina and
other shelly fossils, are found (Liñán et al. 1984, 2002;
Palacios Medrano 1989; Vidal et al. 1994, 1999; Gámez
Vintaned 1996; Fernández−Remolar 2001; Fernández Remo−
lar et al. 2005; Cortijo et al. 2006, 2010; Zhuravlev et al.
2006; Jensen et al. 2007).

Cloudina and other Ediacaran skeletal fossils are found in
two different tectonostratigraphic zones, the Galician–Cas−
tilian and East Lusitanian–Alcudian zones, where they are re−
stricted to scarce thin carbonate units (e.g., Ibor Group and
nivel de Fuentes) (Figs. 1B, 2C). The nivel de Fuentes is inter−
preted as megabreccias formed at the basin margin by seismic
events during the Ediacaran–Cambrian interval (Santamaría
Casanovas and Remacha Grau 1994).

Within the Galician–Castilian Zone of central Spain
(Castilla−La Mancha), the Río Huso section (northern flank of
the Valdelacasa Anticline) provides the most complete record
of trace fossil assemblages for the terminal Neoproterozoic–
lower Cambrian transition in Spain. The section is represented
by the Greywacke Schist Complex, which is subdivided into
the Domo Extremeño Group (Estenilla and Cíjara formations)
and the Río Huso Group (nivel de Fuentes/Membrillar Olisto−
strome and Pusa Shale) (Palacios Medrano 1989; Vidal et al.
1994; Cortijo et al. 2010). The lowermost Estenilla Formation
(with a thickness >800 m) consists of shale with sandstone and
conglomerate interlayers. It contains trace fossils Torrowan−
gea rosei Webby, 1970, Phycodes aff. P. pedum Seilacher,
1955, Gordia ichnosp., Neonereites aff. N. uniserialis Seila−
cher, 1960, Bergaueria? ichnosp., Planolites ichnosp., and
Helminthopsis ichnosp., as well as Nimbia occlusa Fedonkin,
1980. The succeeding Cíjara Formation (175 m in thickness)
is represented by shale and sandstone and contains a similar
but less rich trace fossil assemblage. It is overlain with a sharp
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contact by the nivel de Fuentes (50 m in thickness), a carbon−
ate olistostrome with Cloudina spp. Unusually large Plano−
lithes ichnosp. is present in siliciclastic interlayers within the
olistostrome (Brasier et al. 1979). Torrowangea rosei Webby,
1970, Gordia ichnosp., Cochlichnus ichnosp., and Planolithes
ichnosp. occur in the basal strata of the Pusa Shale (Gámez
Vintaned 1996). A much more diverse trace fossil assemblage

of Torrowangea rosei Webby, 1970, Phycodes pedum Seila−
cher, 1955, P. aff. P. pedum Seilacher, 1955, Gordia ichnosp.,
Neonereites uniserialis Seilacher, 1960, N. aff. N. uniserialis
Seilacher, 1960, Helminthopsis ichnosp., Cochlichnus ichno−
spp., Monomorphichnus lineatus Crimes, Legg, Marcos, and
Arboleya, 1977, Planolites montanus Richter, 1937, Bilinich−
nus ichnosp., ichnosp. ex gr. Scolicia, Treptichnus ichnosp.,

http://dx.doi.org/10.4202/app.2010.0074
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Fig. 3. SEM images of late Ediacaran Cloudina. A, C–E. Cloudina ex gr. C. riemkeae Germs, 1972; Kyyry−Ytyga (1.6 km downstream from

Ulakhan−Ytyga Creek mouth), Yudoma River, right bank, Siberian Platform, Russia, Ust’−Yudoma Formation. A. SNIIGGiMS 1630/1, tube fragment with

abraded shell wall. C. SNIIGGiMS 1630/2, fragment of tube with holes formed after microdolomite crystal dissolution. D. SNIIGGiMS 1630/3, detail of

tube fragment with holes formed after microdolomite crystal dissolution. E. SNIIGGiMS 1630/4, tube nested funnels. B, F–H. Cloudina ex gr. C.

hartmanae Germs, 1972; Tirteafuera River, Abenójar Anticline, East Lusitanian–Alcudian Zone, central Spain, lower La Grajera−Cañuelo unit, Ibor Group.

B. MPZ 2007/3918, abraded tube fragment with imprints of mica crystals of the matrix. F. MPZ 2007/3919; F1, tube fragment with wall preserved; F2, detail

of F1; F3, detail of F1, wall microstructure. G. MPZ 2007/3920, abraded tube fragment. H. MPZ 2007/3921; H1, tube fragment with wall preserved; H2, de−

tail of H1 showing wall microstructure. Scale bars A, D, E, H1 100 μm; B, C, F2 300 μm; F1, G 1 mm; F3 50 μm; H2 30 μm.
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Belorhaphe ichnosp., Dimorphichnus ichnosp., Diplichnites
ichnosp., Megagrapton cf. M. irregulare Książkiewicz, 1968,
Psammichnites ichnosp., and Treptichnus bifurcus Miller,
1889 appears 250 m above the base of this unit (Gámez
Vintaned 1996).

Neither the lowermost trace fossil assemblage (Estenilla
Formation) nor the basal Pusa Shale one contains any distinct
Cambrian forms, but Phycodes aff. P. pedum, an ethological
precursor of P. pedum, appears in those assemblages and also
reaches the basal Cambrian ones (Gámez Vintaned 1996: fig.
9; Vidal et al. 1994: figs. 15c, d, 17e, f; similar traces have
been figured by Jensen et al. 2000 from Namibia). Conversely,
the upper Pusa Shale trace fossil assemblage includes the in−
dex ichnofossil Phycodes pedum, which is a Phanerozoic ex−
pression of increasing ethological complexity in sea bottom
bioturbation across the Neoproterozoic–Cambrian boundary.
Additionally, other ichnofossils of typical Cambrian patterns
such as Treptichnus and Psammichnites, arthropod−produced
scratch marks Monomorphichnus, Diplichnites, and Dimor−
phichnus (which are also unknown in Neoproterozoic rocks),
and “primitive” forms of the graphoglyptids Belorhaphe and
Megagrapton occur at the same level.

In Robledo del Mazo (a locality east of the Río Huso sec−
tion, northern flank of the Valdelacasa Anticline, Toledo
Mountains), the middle, microlaminated interval of the Pusa
Shale yields phosphatised skeletal fossils among which
Cloudina has also been listed (Palacios et al. 1999). How−
ever, restudy of this fossil material demonstrates that it is a
cross section of an unidentified tubicolous shell.

Additionally, within the Galician–Castilian Zone, Clou−
dina ex gr. C. hartmanae Germs, 1972 (“microorganismos
tubulares” in Palacios Medrano 1989: pl. 16; Cloudina sp. in

Grant 1990: fig. 7C, D; C. hartmannae in Vidal et al. 1994:
fig. 12A, B) is recognised on the southern flank of the Valde−
lacasa Anticline where a Cloudina−bearing carbonate unit of
the Membrillar Olistostrome is sandwiched between mud−
stone beds containing Nimbia occlusa Fedonkin, 1980 and
Tirasiana (Fedonkin in Palacios Medrano 1989). As well,
Cloudina sp. has been discovered in the Pastores carbonates to
the southwest of Salamanca (Vidal et al. 1994; Rodrígez
Alonso et al. 1995). The siliciclastic rocks embracing these
carbonates are conglomerate, sandstone, and sandstone−black
shale alternations deposited by debris flows, high− and low−
concentration turbidity currents, submarine slides in slope and
base−of−slope environments. Finds of Cloudina are restricted
to limestone−breccia interbeds. Such breccia layers gradatio−
nally change into underlying and overlying sandstone beds,
suggesting a secondary brecciation through load and fluidi−
sation processes. The 87Sr/86Sr (0.70845–0.70853) and �13C
(>−4.6‰) values shown by these carbonates are probably pri−
mary or slightly modified (Valladares et al. 2006).

In the East Lusitanian–Alcudian Zone of central Spain
(Castilla−La Mancha), terminal Neoproterozoic fossiliferous
carbonates of the Ibor Group outcrop, from west to east, in
the Ibor, Navalpino, and Abenójar anticlines (Figs. 1B, 2C).
A calcareous fossil listed by Vidal et al. (1994: fig. 12E) as
“Cloudina hartmannae” from carbonates of the Ibor Anti−
cline bears prominent corollas with hollow longitudinal ribs
and thereby differs from all other Ediacaran shelly fossils
(Cortijo et al. 2006, 2010; Zhuravlev et al. 2006; Fig. 4C).
Cloudina ex gr. C. hartmanae Germs, 1972 is noted from
Ibor Group wackestone outcropping in the Navalpino Anti−
cline (Cloudina sp. in Vidal et al. 1994: fig. 12C). Abenójar
outcrops (Abenójar Village and Tirteafuera River) are repre−
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Fig. 4. Late Ediacaran calcareous fabrics from Ibor Group, Abenójar Anticline, East Lusitanian–Alcudian Zone, central Spain. A, B. Cloudina ex gr. C.

hartmanae Germs, 1972, lower La Grajera−Cañuelo unit, Tirteafuera River. A. MPZ 2007/3923, longitudinal section showing wall fragments or bacterial

microburrowing within skeleton (arrow). B. MPZ 2007/1465, oblique longitudinal section. C. MPZ 2009/496, longitudinal section of corolla−bearing

“Cloudina” carinata Cortijo, Martí Mus, Jensen, and Palacios, 2010, lower La Grajera−Cañuelo unit, Tirteafuera River. D. MPZ 2007/3925, thrombolite

structure, breccia unit “calizas de Abenójar”, Abenójar. Scale bars 250 μm.
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sented by Ibor Group oolitic and thrombolitic limestone (Fig.
4D). A calcareous fossil, cited as Cloudina sp. from the brec−
cia unit (Fig. 2C) of these localities (Vidal et al. 1994: fig.
12D; calizas de Abenójar), has a polygonal cross−section like
that of “Cloudina” carinata Cortijo et al. (2010). Up the suc−
cession, tubicolous phosphatised steinkerns of Cloudina ex
gr. C. hartmanae Germs, 1972 and Sinotubulites sp. have
been etched from the lower La Grajera−Cañuelo unit of the
Tirteafuera River (Figs. 3B, F–H, 5A, B), while calcareous
tubes of Cloudina ex gr. C. hartmanae are recognised in thin
sections of a thrombolite from the same locality (Fig. 4A, B).
Simple trace fossils of Cochlichnus and Planolites ichno−
genera and vendotaenid filaments are abundant in shales.

Ediacaran shelly fossils and the
terminal Neoproterozoic
biostratigraphy

New finds outlined above confirm that, despite of the prob−
lems with the affinities of Cloudina and other Ediacaran
skeletal fossils, they seem to be very useful for subdivision
and wide correlation of terminal Neoproterozoic strata. The
presence of Cloudina in an assemblage with Anabarites al−
lows us to consider the interval 10 of the Ust’−Yudoma For−
mation on the Yudoma River to be uppermost Ediacaran. A
correlation of Uchur−Maya sections with those of the Olenëk
Uplift suggests that the uppermost Ust’−Yudoma Formation
(interval 11 bearing Anabarites–Protohertzina assemblage)
is coeval with the lower Kessyuse Formation containing an
assemblage of the Anabarites trisulcatus Zone (Khomentov−
sky and Karlova 1994, 2002), while the lower Ust’−Yudoma
Formation (intervals 9–10) is coeval with the Turkut Forma−
tion where scarce “Cambrotubulus” (?Chenmengella) tubes
have been recorded (Karlova 1987). This suggests that the
beds with Gaojiashania (upper Aim Formation) are coeval
with the Khatyspyt Formation of the Olenëk Uplift where
typical Ediacaran fossils are present (Sokolov 1985; Grazh−
dankin et al. 2008; Zhuravlev et al. 2009). If the correlation
of Nuuchchalakh and Kyyry−Ytyga sections is correct, the
Gaojiashania beds are underlain by strata of 553±23 Ma as
determined by Semikhatov et al. (2003) who applied Pb−Pb
radiometric analysis to the less altered limestones from the
lower Kyyry−Ytyga section.

A similar succession of terminal Neoproterozoic–early
Cambrian fossil assemblages is observed in South China. In
this region, an assemblage of diverse fossils including Para−
charnia and Gaojiashania (middle Dengying Formation) is
succeeded by Cloudina–Sinotubulites assemblage (upper
Dengying Formation), which in turn is succeeded by the low−
ermost Meishucunian (= upper Nemakit–Daldynian) Anaba−
rites trisulcatus–Protohertzina anabarica small shelly fossil
assemblage and coeval trace fossils of Cambrian aspect (over−
lying Kuanchuanpu Formation) (Chen et al. 1981; Ding et al.

1992; Hua et al. 2000a, b; Li et al. 2005; Weber et al. 2007; Cai
et al. 2010). The Dengying Formation is underlain by the
Doushantuo Formation containing in its topmost part an ash
bed of 551±0.7 Ma according to U−Pb dating (Condon et al.
2005). The complete skeletal assemblage of the Beiwan Mem−
ber (upper Dengyin Formation) thus consists of Cloudina
sinensis Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992, Sinotubulites
baimatuoensis Chen, Chen, and Qian, 1981, Qinella levis
Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992, Chenmengella laevis
(Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992), C. costata (Zhang,
Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992), Protolagena limbata Zhang
and Li, 1991 including its possible synonyms, several species
of Conotubus Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992, and a
new fossil figured by Steiner et al. (2007: fig. 2L) as “Clou−
dina cf. hartmannae”. The latter fossil does not possess an ec−
centrically nested stock of funnel−like segments, but rather a
cornute thick−walled annulated shell. Qinella cannot be a syn−
onym of Sinotubulites (cf. Chen and Sun 2001) as its type spe−
cies bears longitudinal ribs on its surface and its tube consists
of thick, loosely−spaced layers.

These records of Cloudina allow us to tie together transi−
tional terminal Neoproterozoic–lower Cambrian strata of the
South China and Siberian platforms and the Altay Sayan
Foldbelt including West Siberian Plate (Kheraskova and
Samygin 1992; Bagmet 1994; Dyatlova and Sycheva 1999;
Kontorovich et al. 2008; AZ personal observations) as well
as of Namibia, Brazil, Oman, Mexico, the western United
States, and Canada (Germs 1972; McMenamin 1985; Signor
et al. 1987; Zaine and Fairchild 1987; Conway Morris et al.
1990; Grant 1990; Hofmann and Mountjoy 2001).

Sinotubulites is identified in Mexico and the western
United States (McMenamin 1985; Signor et al. 1987). It
should be noted that fragments figured by Signor et al. (1987:
fig. 5.3, 5.4) from the lower Deep Spring Formation of east−
ern California and western Nevada as Coleoloides inyoensis
Signor, Mount, and Onken, 1987 (= Coleoloides sp. in Si−
gnor et al. 1983: fig. 3A) probably belong to Cloudina dunfee
(Signor et al. 1987), because they are not finely and regularly
sculptured by spiral ridges as it is in the Coleoloides shells
but rather bear deeply incised and irregularly spaced spiral
grooves. Such a pattern is observed on Cloudina steinkerns
(Fig. 3B). Also, in addition to a distinct size difference,
Salanytheca? sp. from the same American localities (Signor
et al. 1983: fig. 3C, 1987: fig. 5.2) appears to differ from typi−
cal Salanytheca in the absence of a regular ornament, and is
more similar to Cloudina in having a shell structure consist−
ing of eccentrically nested funnel−like segments. It matches
the size range of typical Cloudina (Grant 1990). Another
problematic skeletal fossil, Wyattia reedensis Taylor, 1966,
is restricted to the underlying upper Reed Dolomite (Taylor
1966). Wyattia might be a senior synonym of Cloudina, but
unfortunately it has been described from thin sections lack−
ing diagnostic features. The assemblage of the La Ciénega
Formation fossils from Sonora, Mexico is more diverse and
includes Sinotubulites cienegensis McMenamin (1985),
Chenmengella sp. (= Cambrotubulus cf. C. decurvatus in
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McMenamin 1985: fig. 5.1, 5.4), and Qinella sp. (= circo−
thecid hyolith in McMenamin 1985: 1423, fig. 5.3).

The status of fossils recorded under the names “Clou−
dina” and Acuticloudina from Argentina, Antarctica, and
Uruguay (Yochelson and Herrera 1974; Yochelson and
Stump 1977; Gaucher and Sprechmann 1999; Gaucher et al.
2003) requires further study. Some of these objects could in−
deed be Ediacaran skeletal biomineralised fossils but are un−
likely to be cloudinids.

Previously, Namacalathus was not distinguished among
Cloudina fragments in the Nama Group and was interpreted
as deformed Cloudina shells (e.g., Grant 1990: fig. 8B).
Namacalathus hermanastes is now recognised in the Edia−
caran Byng Formation (Miette Group) of western Canada,
the Birba Formation (Ara Group, Huqf Supergroup) of
Oman (Hofmann and Mountjoy 2001; Amthor et al. 2003),
the Kotodzha and Raiga formations of the West Siberian
Plate, Russia (Kontorovich et al. 2008), the Kuibus and
Schwarzrand subgroups (Nama Group) of Namibia.

A correlation of some of these regions is supported by
chemostratigraphic (stable isotope) data: a continuous posi−
tive carbon isotope excursion interval (within �13C limits of
+1‰ to +2‰) is observed at the level of Cloudina occur−
rences in dolostone of the Nuuchchalakh section and in the
“nivel de Fuentes” (Río Huso Group) in Spain (Strauss et al.
1995; Podkovyrov and Davydov 1998) as well as in the up−
per Dengying Formation (Beiwan Member, southern
Shaanxi) and at levels with Cloudina in Oman, Namibia, and
the Great Basin of the United States (Pelechaty 1998; Shields
1999; Yang et al. 1999; Corsetti and Hagadorn 2000, 2003;
Amthor et al. 2003; Condon et al. 2005; Fig. 2A, B, D, E).
Additionally, a close primary Sr−isotope ratio trend (within
limits of 0.70829–0.70844) is observed in the Kyry−Ytyga
section at levels below the first occurrences of Cloudina
(Semikhatov et al. 2003), as well as at the levels character−
ised by Ediacaran faunas in sections of the Nama Group in
Namibia, Huqf Supergroup in Oman, and Dengying Forma−
tion in South China (Burns et al. 1994; Saylor et al. 1998;
Yang et al. 1999; Shields 1999). Above the Cloudina level,
the notorious negative carbon isotope drop (from 0 – +2‰

down to −4 – −7‰ and back again) approaching the Edi−
acaran–Cambrian boundary is observed in Siberia, Oman,
South China, and the Great Basin at least (Podkovyrov and
Davydov 1998; Amthor et al. 2003; Corsetti and Hagadorn
2003; Semikhatov et al. 2004; Zhu et al. 2007; Ishikawa et al.
2008; Fig. 2B, D, E).

Globally, the first appearance of the earliest Cambrian
Phycodes pedum trace fossil assemblage occurs just above
this deep negative �13C excursion in numerous mixed car−
bonate siliciclastic systems such as the Mackenzie Moun−
tains, Canada (Narbonne et al. 1994), the Great Basin
(Corsetti and Hagadorn 2003), the Olenök Uplift, northern
Siberian Platform (Knoll et al. 1995), the Zavkhan Basin,
Mongolia (Brasier et al. 1996), and South China (Weber et
al. 2007; Zhu et al. 2007).

It is important to note that in the Spanish sections the as−
semblages of Cloudina, Sinotubulites, and other Ediacaran
skeletal fossils always precede the Monomorphichnus linea−
tus–Phycodes pedum trace fossil assemblage defining the
lower Cambrian boundary (Gámez Vintaned 1996). A simi−
lar succession of Ediacaran to basal Cambrian fossil assem−
blages is known in the Great Basin of the United States, Mex−
ico, and South China (Hagadorn and Waggoner 2000; Cor−
setti and Hagadorn 2003; Sour−Tovar et al. 2007; Weber et
al. 2007). Unfortunately, the preservation of fossil attributed
to cf. Cloudina from the lowermost Wood Canyon Forma−
tion of the Great Basin, as well as its morphological features,
do not allow us to be sure in its affinities: it does not display
any sinuosity and branching despite its significant length (up
to 35 mm).

Recent finds of somewhat complex infaunal burrowing
fossils in the upper Spitskop Member (Urusis Formation,
Schwarzrand Subgroup, Nama Group) further decrease the
gap between possible position of the Ediacaran–lower Cam−
brian boundary and the level yielding the latest Cloudina in
southern Namibia (Jensen et al. 2000; Jensen and Runnegar
2005). According to radiometric data in this region, Cloudina
existed already from 548.8±1 Ma (Grotzinger et al. 1995;
Narbonne et al. 1997). The upper limit of Cloudina distribu−
tion in Oman, according to Brasier et al. (2000), is constrained
to the uppermost Ara Group, which is overlain by the Fara
Formation with ignimbrites of 544.5±3.3 Ma U−Pb zircon age.
However, Amthor et al. (2003) framed its latest occurrences
between Birba Formation volcanic ash beds of 542.6±0.3 Ma
and 542.0±0.3 Ma U−Pb zircon age (Fig. 2E). In any case,
Cloudina precedes the Phycodes pedum trace fossil assem−
blage in Namibia, too. These observations agree broadly with
the revised early Cambrian time scale based on volcanic ash
zircon U−Pb isotope data of Compston et al. (2008) and Zhu et
al. (2009), who estimated the lower Meishucunian Stage (low−
ermost Cambrian) boundary as 539.4± 2.9 Ma and 536.7±3.9
Ma, respectively (Fig. 2B).

Thus, on the Siberian Platform the upper, Purella antiqua
Zone of the Nemakit–Daldynian Stage and the upper part of
the lower, Anabarites trisulcatus Zone, bearing Anabarites–
Protohertzina assemblage and lacking Cloudina, is probably
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Fig. 5. Late Ediacaran Sinotubulites sp. MPZ 2007/3922; Tirteafuera River,

Abenójar Anticline, East Lusitanian–Alcudian Zone, central Spain; Ibor

Group. A. Tube inner mold fragment with a longitudinal crack. B. Detail of

A. Scale bars A 200 μm; B 100 μm. Both SEM images.
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also Cambrian. Khomentovsky and Karlova (2005) sug−
gested that the lowermost part of the Anabarites trisulcatus
Zone of the Nemakit–Daldynian Stage may be attributed to a
separate Cambrotubulus Zone characterised by Cambrotu−
bulus sp., Anabarites sp., Chancelloria sp., and Protospon−
gia sp. It is very probable that these authors mistook Chen−
mengella fragments for Cambrotubulus and those of Nama−
calathus−like goblet−shaped fossil for Chancelloria. Thus,
their “Cambrotubulus” Zone embraces the Cloudina–Ana−
barites assemblage determinated now in the lowermost
Nemakit–Daldynian strata on the Yudoma River (Fig. 2D).
The equivalent of the global Precambrian–Cambrian bound−
ary, established in eastern Newfoundland, in Siberia is re−
stricted to the lowermost Nemakit–Daldynian Stage rather
than to the base of the Tommotian Stage as the lower part of
the Anabarites trisulcatus Zone, containing Cloudina–Ana−
barites assemblage, is definitely Ediacaran.

Biomineralisation and inferred
affinities of Ediacaran shelly
fossils

The new Siberian finds extend a stratigraphic distribution of
some anabaritids into the Ediacaran strata. Thus, a current
list of Ediacaran fossils with calcareous mineralised skele−
tons is (in order of their appearance in literature) as follows:
Suvorovella Vologdin and Maslov, 1960; Majaella Volog−
din and Maslov, 1960; Wyattia Taylor, 1966; three anabaritid
genera (Cambrotubulus Missarzhevsky in Rozanov et al.
1969; Anabarites Missarzhevsky in Voronova and Missar−
zhevsky 1969; Jacutiochrea Val’kov and Sysoev, 1970);
Cloudina Germs 1972 (= Nevadatubulus Signor, Mount, and
Onken, 1987); Sinotubulites Chen, Chen, and Qian, 1981;
Qinella Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992; Proto−
lagena Zhang and Li, 1991; Chenmengella nom. nov. (pro
Chenella Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992); Nama−
calathus Grotzinger, Watters, and Knoll, 2000; Namapoikia
Wood, Grotzinger, and Dickson, 2002; a new cloudinid of
Cortijo et al. (2006, 2010), possible Platysolenites co−occur−
ring with the Cloudina–Namacalathus assemblage on the
West Siberian Plate (Kontorovich et al. 2008: fig. 3g), and at
least two more new genera still undescribed.

One of these genera has been previously reported from
Namibia as a “tube−shaped thin−walled fossil” by Grotzinger
et al. (2000: 346, fig. 14C–E). It possesses a subspherical basal
part and a distal tubular part closed at the base. Also, so−called
“isolated central spines of Chancelloria”, which are com−
monly mentioned from the lowermost Nemakit– Daldynian
part of the Ust’−Yudoma Formation on the southern Siberian
Platforms (e.g., Khomentovsky and Karlova 2005: 24), may
belong to the same genus. One such specimen is, probably,
pictured by Vologdin and Maslov (1960: fig. 1o) as “hyo−
lithoides(?)” from the Yudoma River locality containing

Suvorovella and Majaella. Another cornute thick−walled
shelly fossil with transverse ridges is figured by Steiner et al.
(2007: fig. 2L) from South Chinese Ediacaran strata and re−
ferred by the authors to “Cloudina cf. hartmannae”. Some
further problematic forms are figured and informally de−
scribed from Ediacaran strata of the Dengying Formation of
South China and one of them, a “stout tube with closed base
and weak annulation”, is likely to be a skeletal fossil (Hua et
al. 2005a: pl. 1: 5). Ediacaran silica clusters from southwestern
Mongolia, which were though to be hexactinellide sponge
hexacts (Brasier et al. 1997), were subsequently re−interpreted
as abiogenic arsenopyrite crystals (Antcliffe et al. 2011). Be−
sides, the age determination of these finds is based on a frag−
mentary carbon and strontium isotope record from what is a
very tectonically complex area with a highly controversial in−
terpretation of the lithostratigraphic succession (Esakova and
Zhegallo 1996; Khomentovsky and Gibsher 1996). Thus, the
stratigraphic position of strata yielding these spicules requires
further age constraint.

It should be noted that “Cloudina” carinata Cortijo, Pala−
cios, Jensen, and Martí Mus, 2010 shows a longitudinal sub−
division rather than any kind of budding, possesses trans−
verse corollas and prominent external longitudinal crests,
and displays an apparent absence of any transverse structures
within its tube and articulation and imbrication of successive
funnels rather than their eccentric nesting and fusion (Cortijo
et al. 2010). Some of these differences are obvious in longitu−
dinal sections of both typical Cloudina and “Cloudina”
carinata (Fig. 4A, C) and cast doubt on an interpretation of
this new fossil as Cloudina, especially the type of asexual re−
production which is a feature of familial or higher taxonomic
levels (e.g., Marfenin 1993).

The primary compositions of Ediacaran shells were ar−
agonite and high−Mg calcite (Grant 1990; Fedorov and Zhu−
ravlev 1993; Grotzinger et al. 2000; Chen and Sun 2001;
Zhuravlev and Wood 2008). Among them, Namapoikia, ana−
baritids, and possibly Sinotubulites and Protolagena were
primarily aragonitic (Wood et al. 2002; Kouchinsky and
Bengtson 2002; Chen et al. 2008; Cai et al. 2010). Skeletons
of Cloudina either bear microdolomite crystals or are prefer−
entially overgrown by euhedral calcite, or show both these
features indicative of high−Mg calcite original composition
(Fig. 3C, D). A preferential dolomitisation of Cloudina tubes
is also established in the Nama Group of Namibia (Grant
1990), the Birba Formation of Oman (Conway Morris et al.
1990), the Dengying Formation of South China (Hua et al.
2005b, 2007), and the Reed Formation and the overlying
lower member of the Deep Spring Formation at several local−
ities in eastern California and western Nevada (Domke et al.
2009). In Oman specimens, the Cloudina tube walls are se−
lectively formed of very finely crystalline dolomite which is
believed to be a direct replacement of the original calcium
carbonate; epitaxial overgrowths of the wall by radially ar−
ranged dolomite is common, and the spaces between seg−
ments are often filled by a coarser dolomite spar (Conway
Morris et al. 1990).
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Cloudina microstructure was studied under SEM on
specimens from Namibia, Brazil, and Oman and Nama−
calathus microstructure was observed on slabs from its type
locality. Each of these specimens as well as comparative
lower Cambrian cribricyath material has been processed
under scanning electron microscope and under transmitted
light in ultrathin sections, prepared by the method elabo−
rated by Lafuste (1970). Of those specimens, the Namibian
sample set is especially interesting because here in the same
slab, Namapoikia skeletons are built by a coarse calcite
mosaic, Cloudina tubes are micritised, and Namacalathus
skeleton consists of bladelike calcite crystals which are par−
allel to the wall surface. Relative quality of preservation of
different precipitates in the same sample is indicative for an
aragonite primary composition if coarse spar mosaic fills
molds, generally irregularly cross−cutting original struc−
ture; for high−Mg calcite incipient microstructure if skeletal
fabrics are preserved despite of micritisation and spar−filled
molds with microdolomite; and for low−Mg calcite original
composition if skeletal fabrics did not undergone signifi−
cant alternations (James and Klappa 1983; Zhuravlev and
Wood 2008; Porter 2010). Thus, following these mineral−
ogical criteria, Namapoikia represents a skeletal structure
of primary aragonitic composition, Cloudina tubes were
originally composed of Mg−calcite, while Namacalathus
skeletons lack any features of diagenetic alternation. A dis−
tribution of epitaxial synsedimentary early marine cements
developing in optical continuity with skeletal elements fur−
ther supports these suggestion: bladed equant calcite is typi−
cal of Namacalathus skeletons; fibrous primary high−Mg
calciteis developed on Cloudina tubes; and neomorphosed
aragonite botryoids of acicular crystals infill void space in
Namapoikia thickets (Grant 1990; Grotzinger et al. 2000;
Wood et al. 2002).

It is necessary to point out, that despite differences in
preservation (dolomitic in Oman and Namibia, calcitic in
Brazil, and phosphatic in Spain and China), Cloudina bears a
similar skeletal microstructure in terms of microcrystal size
and arrangement. These peculiarities are indicative of a low
diagenetic alternation of its skeleton in these regions. The
Cloudina tube consists of extremely thin (8–12 μm thick) pri−
mary layers fusing to form a thicker secondary lamina (up to
60 μm thick) (Fig. 6C, D). An individual layer thickness is
equal to the size of individual crystals. Crystals are digitated
in outlines, slightly elongated along the layer thickness, and
oriented normally to the layer surface. The interlayer space is
sealed by elongated crystals (40–60 μm in length) which are
initiated at the inner surface of the primary layer and are in
optical continuity with its crystals (Fig. 6D1, D2, D5, C3). The
remainder of the tube space is usually occupied by coarse
calcite mosaic and/or sediment similar to the hosting sedi−
ment. Two stages of tube formation are inferred: the biologi−
cally controlled formation of primary layer and periodic min−
eralisation of the interlayer space where the primary layer
served as a template controlling crystal orientation. Interest−
ingly, the same microstructure pattern is preserved in phos−

phatised specimens from the Tirteafuera River locality in
Spain (Fig. 3F3) and from the Dengying Formation of South
China (Feng et al. 2003: fig. 1a, b). Specimens from Nami−
bia, studied under cathodoluminescence, possess thicker ele−
ments (8–50 μm, mostly 10–25 μm thick), but the variation
in thickness appears to result from further dolomitisation
(Grant 1990).

Cloudina is definitely not related to early Cambrian cri−
bricyaths, with which it was compared (e.g., Germs 1972;
Glaessner 1976; Khomentovsky and Karlova 1993) and dif−
fers from the latter in both growth pattern and microstructure.
Cribricyaths possess a continuous, non−segmented, bilater−
ally symmetrical, hornlike skeleton, twisted along its growth
direction, with a distinct continuous, although eccentric inner
wall in the majority of species. Their microstrusture is ho−
mogenous microgranular comprising isometric microgranu−
les 2 μm in size (Fig. 6B). In general, the Cloudina micro−
structural pattern resembles that of sabellid polychaetans.
Tubes of sabellids consist of an extremely thin organic film
separating outer and inner aragonitic layers (ca. 25–60 μm
thick) composed of spherulits each of which comprises a
bundle of needle−shaped crystallites forming primitive irreg−
ular prisms (Vinn et al. 2008: text−fig. 1D, F). However, if
such an organic film was present in the Cloudina tube wall it
would be replaced by a coarse calcite mosaic rather than by
microgranules, and the elongated crystals growing on them
do not form spherulitic aggregates (Fig. 6D1, D2).

Thus, the more advanced serpulid (Annelida) affiliation
of Cloudina suggested by Glaessner (1976) and Hua et al.
(2005b) should be discounted on the microstructure data at
least. No annelid builds a tube of such an odd construction,
possessing a “hemispherical basal end” and tabulae (e.g.,
Vinn 2005). As a serpulid secretes its tube by precipitating
calcium carbonate in a pair of anterolateral subcollar glands,
suspending the resulting crystals in a fluid organic matrix,
and moulding this slurry onto the anterior tube margin (Hed−
ley 1958; Neff 1971; Pernet 2001), their microstructure pat−
tern is in no ways resembling that of Cloudina. Hua et al.’s
(2005b) data on asexual reproduction of Cloudina do not
prove its annelid affinities either, because cnidarians demon−
strate much more diverse variation in asexual development
than it was listed by Hua et al. (2005b; e.g., Marfenin 1993).
The pattern of asexual reproduction of Cloudina observed by
Hua et al. (2005b: fig. 1K–R) matches well to intercalar bud−
ding of cnidarians but not to serpulid budding with a bud tube
development at the surface of the parental one but not inside
it (Pernet 2001).

SEM study of the cross−section of a Namacalathus skele−
ton from its type area (Kuibis Subgroup, Zaris Subbasin,
Namibia) revealed a microstructure composed of elongate
parallel bladelike calcite crystals (laths), drastically different
from the microgranular microstructure of Cloudina and
void−filled skeletons of Namapoikia from the same locality
(Fig. 6A). This observation accords well with an inference
regarding the composition of the Namacalathus skeleton by
Grotzinger et al. (2000), who noted common preferential
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overgrowths of shells by euhedral calcite crystals. This
microstructure very much resembles a foliated calcite micro−
structure of some mollusc, brachiopod, and bryozoan skele−
tons (e.g., Taylor and Weedon 2000: fig. 5; Kobayashi and
Samata 2006: fig. 6; Checa et al. 2007: fig. 1). Both foliated
calcite and aragonite microstructures are restricted to phyla
that are united in the Lophotrochozoa clade of the Bilateria

(e.g., Adoutte et al. 2000). Such a platy structure implies that
the skeleton of Namacalathus was enveloped by an organic
matrix and that these species bore a group of genes which en−
coded for organic matrix responsible for the formation of
such a microstructure.

The Protolagena skeleton has not been studied in details
yet but probably it had a calcareous test, as indicated by the
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Fig. 6. Microstructure of late Ediacaran and early Cambrian microfossils. A. Namacalathus hermanastes Grotzinger, Watters, and Knoll, 2000, Kuibis Sub−

group, Nama Group, Upper Ediacaran, Zaris Subbasin, Namibia; MNHN Ca 370−1; A1, cross−section of stem; A2, detail of A1 showing blade−like elongate

parallel crystals (laths) of calcite. B. Cribricyath Szecyathus cylindrucus Vologdin, 1957, Usa Formation, Botoman Stage, Lower Cambrian, Batenevskiy

Range, Altay Sayan Foldbelt, Russia; MNHN Ca 194; B1, detail of skeleton outer wall; B2, detail of B1 (rectangle) showing microgranular microstructure.

C. Cloudina hartmanae Germs, 1972, Birba Formation, Ara Group, Upper Ediacaran, Oman; MNHN Ca 361; C1, oblique longitudinal section; C2, detail of

C1; C3, oblique longitudinal ultrathin section, crossed nicols. D. Cloudina hartmanae Germs, 1972, Birba Formation, Ara Group, Upper Ediacaran, Oman;

MNHN Ca 360; D1, longitudinal section showing two primary skeletal layers; D2, detail of D1 showing secondary elongated crystals initiated at primary

layer surface; D3, longitudinal ultrathin section showing several primary layers, crossed nicols; D4, detail of D3, transmitted light; D5, detail of D4, crossed

nicols. Scale bars A1, B1, C1, D3 1 mm; A2, B2, C2, D1, D4 100 μm; C3, D2, D5 10 μm.
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lack of flattening, its multilaminate micritic wall, and traces
of aragonite in the wall as revealed by Raman microspectro−
scopic analysis (Zhang 1994; Cai et al. 2010). Chenmengella
and Qinella tubes are phosphatic although this is probably
secondary (Hua et al. 2003b, 2007; Cai and Hua 2007; this
paper). However, conical tubes of Conotubus Zhang, Li, and
Dong in Ding et al. 1992 from the Ediacaran of South China
probably had a primary organic composition which is in−
ferred due to their pyritisation and flattening (Cai et al.
2010). It is interesting to note that in a cross−section, pre−
served among Vologdin and Maslov’s (1960: fig. 1e) type
collection (PIN no. 1766/1000; Zhuravlev 2001) from the
Ust’−Yudoma Formation of the Yudoma River, nominal
Majaella resembles “foliose calcified metaphytes” described
by Grant et al. (1991) from the Urusis Formation of the Nama
Group in southern Namibia. However, the highly advanced
skeletal structure of the Siberian fossil, consisting of a central
cone with multiple fine concentric wrinkles and a flat periph−
eral ring with rhombic surface pattern, has no comparable
morphology among calcified algae. Its general outlook rather
reveals some similarities with “quilted” soft−bodied vendo−
bionts, although it does not closely fit the morphology of any
of them.

Steiner et al. (2007: 73) perhaps express a common view
on the nature of Ediacaran fossils noting that it is doubtful if
any true biomineralised shelly organisms were present in
Neoproterozoic and Namacalathus even is interpreted as an
unmineralised organism covered with a tufa−like encrusta−
tion (Brasier et al. 2011: 552). Such a definition is hardly
applicable to organisms like Suvorovella, Majaella, and
Namapoikia. Similarly, it is not the case for Namacalathus
with its unique morphology. Namacalathus is the most ad−
vanced Neoproterozoic skeletal animal, which according to
its microstructure is probably related to a lophotrochozoan
stem group although it does not resemble morphologically
even the earliest Cambrian molluscs and brachiopods.

Ediacaran shelly fossils and
terminal Neoproterozoic
extinction event

The Ediacaran skeletal fauna formed a totally new ecosys−
tem, the metazoan−moderated reefal ecosystem, immediately
after its introduction onto carbonate shelves (Grotzinger et
al. 2005; Wood et al. 2005). Although these reefs were
mostly thrombolites, they were true three−dimensional edi−
fices that provided significant opportunity for further diversi−
fication. These skeletal fauna followed the distribution of
available carbonate substrates without any distinct palaeo−
geographic pattern. In this respect it was similar to concur−
rent Ediacaran soft−bodied faunas, which were sensitive to
environmental factors and changed their distribution in re−
sponse to shifting habitat pattern rather than geographic bar−

riers, as has been shown by Grazhdankin (2004; Fig. 7).
Thus, the Ediacaran diversification was mostly the factor of
growth of beta−diversity (taxonomic differentiation between
communities) similar to that observed within early Cambrian
reef communities (Zhuravlev and Naimark 2005).

The morphology of Ediacaran skeletal fossils is varied and
not simple. In this respect they resemble famous Ediacaran
vendobionts which also lack any close descendents if any at
all. Similarly, apart from the anabaritids, the Ediacaran skele−
tal fauna vanished almost completely at the beginning of the
Cambrian (ca. 541 Ma). However, the anabaritids were sub−
jected to the same fate shortly thereafter, during the mid–early
Cambrian (Botoman) mass−extinction event (Zhuravlev and
Wood 1996). Some primitive trace fossil producers, Gaojia−
shania–Palaeopascichnus−group of organisms, the soft ven−
dotaenid algae, the tubicolous organic−walled sabelliditids,
and even some possible calcified cyanobacteria (Gemma,
Korilophyton) disappeared approximately at the same time or
at the very beginning of the early Cambrian.

It is not easy to determine whether the end−Ediacaran ex−
tinction was a global event (so−called Kotlin crisis; Brasier
1995) or a step−wise replacement of an old biota by a new
one. Some authors have speculated on the various extrinsic
factors which could have caused a global extinction of the
entire Ediacaran biota. Among such factors an infamous as−
teroid impact causing mass phytoplankton mortality (Hsu et
al. 1985); and widespread development of oxygen−deficient
shallow marine environments either due to regression led to a
massive release of methane−hydrates stored in marine sedi−
ments (Kimura and Watanabe 2001) or to upward expansion
of anoxic water masses (Amthor et al. 2003; Schröder and
Grotzinger 2007) were proposed. All these suggestions are
mostly based on the presence of a pronounced negative sta−
ble carbon isotope shift abutting the Ediacaran–Cambrian
boundary in many regions.

More recent data indicate a multiplicity of such �13C ex−
cursions (Kouchinsky et al. 2005; Ishikawa et al. 2008) but an
absence of any coeval enrichment in redox−sensitive trace ele−
ments (Fike and Grotzinger 2008). As well, a gradual decrease
and stepwise recovery pattern of this excursion seems to be in−
consistent with the overturn of stratified ocean and melting of
methane hydrate, which should result in sharp shift (Ishikawa
et al. 2008). These latter and better biostratigraphically con−
strained isotope data are consistent with a continuous diversi−
fication of Early Cambrian biota across these shifts, and in
many sections the latest Ediacaran elements co−occur with the
earliest representants of early Cambrian fauna (e.g., Cloudina
with anabaritids on the Siberian Platform; Cloudina with
probable Platysolenites on the West Siberian Plate, Kontoro−
vich et al. 2008; vendotaeniids with complex trace fossils in
Spain, Vidal et al. 1994; vendobionts with trace fossils of
Phanerozoic aspect in Namibia, Jensen and Runnegar 2005).
Judging from radiometric dating, Grazhdankin (2004) sug−
gested that a whole typical Ediacaran soft−bodied community
(Tribrachidium, Dickinsonia) had still survived about 541±4
Ma in Ukraine (Mogilev Formation). Although claims for a
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discovery of Cambrian “Ediacaran” fossils are not uncommon
(Conway Morris 1993; Crimes et al. 1995; Jensen et al. 1998;
Hagadorn et al. 2000; Lin et al. 2006; Shu et al. 2006), none of
them, even frondlike Stromatoveris described by Shu et al.
(2006) from the Chengjiang Lagerstätte of China, possesses
features typical of Ediacaran vendobionts whose peculiar or−
ganisation is supported by uniquely preserved specimens and
by a growth pattern analysis (Zhuravlev 1993; Grazhdankin
2004; Narbonne 2004; Xiao et al. 2005; Ivantsov and Naimark
2007; Antcliffe and Brasier 2008).

Even if we accept the entire set of Cambrian fossils
which have at one time or another been interpreted as
Ediacaran survivors, their total number would be absolutely
negligible in comparison with the overall number of fossils
representing the Cambrian biota at any datum plane during
the Cambrian interval. Ediacaran organisms, both skeletal
and soft−bodied, disappeared, and their extinction was com−
plete although not abrupt. The more advanced Early Cam−
brian fauna replaced the Ediacaran fauna due to increasing
predator pressure as well as by a devastation of environ−
ments, because vendobionts depended firmly on microbial
films (Seilacher and Pflüger 1994). The evidences for bore−
holes penetrating Ediacaran skeletons are still equivocal but
the number of known predators at the very beginning of the
early Cambrian epoch is sufficient to make them responsi−
ble for the elimination of the vendobionts (Zhuravlev and
Riding 2001).

The Ediacaran–Cambrian biotic replacement has not hap−
pened at one stroke, but rather during a short interval of about

5 m.y. Strata of 545 Ma age contain pure Ediacaran biota
whereas those of 540 Ma age almost completely lack such
fossils. Perhaps this was the most remarkable biotic replace−
ment in the history of life.

Systematic palaeontology

Phyllum indet.

Family Cloudinidae Hanh and Pflug, 1985

Genus Cloudina Germs, 1972
Type species: Cloudina hartmanae Germs, 1972; Namibia, Schlip,
Driedoornvlakte farm, Zaris Subbasin, Nama Group, Kuibis Subgroup,
Schwarzkalk Limestone Member, upper Ediacaran (Germs 1972: 753–
755, pl. 1: 1, holotype).

Remarks.—The original spelling of the species name
“C. hartmannae” has been corrected to “C. hartmanae” by
Glaessner (1976: 266) because the species was named after
professor Olga Hartman (Germs 1972: 755).

Cloudina ex gr. C. riemkeae Germs, 1972
Fig. 3A, C–E.

Material.—Five etched specimens from the Kyyry−Ytyga lo−
cality, Yudoma River right bank, Yakutia−Sakha Republic,
Russia (southeastern Siberian Platform); interval 10, Ust'−
Yudoma Formation, Yudoma Group, upper Ediacaran.

Description.—Tubicolous, gently curving, sinuous, narrowly
conical calcareous microfossil (up to 3 mm in length) consist−
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Fig. 7. Global reconstruction of late Ediacaran continental positions, simplified from Smith (2001), and indicating areas where carbonate deposits and prin−

cipal skeletal fossil assemblages occur (symbols). 1, Kuibis and Schwarzrand subgroups, Namibia; 2, La Ciénega Formation, Sonora, Mexico; 3, upper

Reed Dolomite and lower Deep Spring Formation, California and Nevada, USA; 4, Byng Formation, British Columbia, Canada; 5, Ust’−Yudoma Forma−

tion, Yakutia, Russia; 6, Zabit and Ungut formations, Eastern Sayan; Belka and Karchit formations, Mountain Shoria; Tarzhul Formation, Kuznetsky

Alatau, Altay Sayan Foldbelt; Kotodzha and Raiga formations, West Siberian Plate, Russia; 7, Río Huso and Ibor groups, Castilla−La Mancha, Spain; 8,

Birba Formation, Oman; 9, Beiwan and Baimatuo members, Dengying Formation, Hubei and Shaanxi, China; 10, Tamengo Formation, Corumbá Group,

Mato Grosso do Sul, Brazil; 11, Yerbal Formation, Arroyo del Soldado Group, Uruguay.
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ing of eccentrically nested apically slightly flaring funnel−like
segments (up to 10 segments per 1 mm of tube length). Seg−
ment width is relatively consistent and ranges from 0.20 mm
(in its narrower lower part) to 0.25 mm in the same specimen,
usually gradually increasing with increased length. The largest
observed segment width is 0.50 mm. The tube inner surface is
smooth. The primary composition of tubes is high−Mg calcite
according to its present dolomitic composition and the pres−
ence of square holes probably formed after microdolomite
crystal dissolution (Fig. 3D).

Remarks.—In its size range and relatively regular tube shape,
Siberian Cloudina resembles Cloudina riemkeae Germs, 1972
from the Nama Group of Namibia and C. dunfeei Signor,
Mount, and Onken, 1987 (Signor et al. 1987: 4.1–4.14; =
Coleolella sp. in Signor et al. 1983: fig. 3B) from the lower
Deep Spring Formation in the White−Inyo Mountains of east−
ern California and Esmeralda County of western Nevada,
USA, thus confirming Grant’s (1990) opinion on the synon−
ymy of Nevadatubulus and Cloudina. However, differences in
preservation of the material do not allow us to attribute our
new specimens unequivocally to the Namibian species.

Among the last but not the least problems related to
Cloudina is the question of predatory borings in its shells
leading to far−reaching reconstructions of Neoproterozoic
trophic webs and the basic phenomena caused the Cambrian
explosive radiation. A number of such boring is discovered
on Cloudina tubes from South China and Namibia (Bengtson
and Yue 1992; Brain 2001; Hua et al. 2003a). Despite the
presence of some holes, the Siberian material points to an−
other interpretation. Some tubes bear square holes rather than
rounded ones (Fig. 3C, D) and even small fragments
(0.8 × 0.3 mm) display three or more holes (Fig. 3A, D).
Such structures are probably formed as a result of diagenetic
dissolution of microdolomite crystals which formed at the
tube surface due to its primary high−Mg calcite composition.
Further diagenetic processes led to infilling of the holes in
such a way that they finally became rounded in outline and
resemble unsuccessful incomplete borings (Fig. 3D). Circu−
lar pits similar in both size and shape to Precambrian “bor−
ings” appeared on the calcareous cuticle of crustaceans dur−
ing bacterial degradation (Hof and Briggs 1997). No correla−
tion between shell diameter and hole diameter was observed
by Hua et al. (2003a) in Cloudina, and Sinotubulites from the
same locality lacked any holes completely, probably, due to a
differing primary mineralogy.

Cloudina ex gr. C. hartmanae Germs, 1972
Figs. 3B, F–H, 4A, B.

1989 “microorganismos tubulares”; Palacios Medrano 1989: pl. 16.

1990 Cloudina sp.; Grant 1990: fig. 7C, D.

1994 Cloudina hartmannae [sic] Germs, 1972; Vidal et al. 1994: fig.
12A, B.

1994 Cloudina sp.; Vidal et al. 1994: fig. 12C.

Material.—Two thin sections with six fossils and five etched
fragmentary steinkerns from the Tirteafuera River locality,
Abenójar Anticline, East Lusitanian–Alcudian Zone, central

Spain; lower La Grajera−Cañuelo unit, Ibor Group, upper
Ediacaran. As well, the same species is present in Ibor Group
outcrops of the Navalpino Anticline, East Lusitanian–Alcu−
dian Zone and in the Río Huso Group of the Río Huso section,
northern flank of the Valdelacasa Anticline, Galician–Castil−
ian Zone; central Spain (Grant 1990; Vidal et al. 1994).

Description.—Tubicolous calcareous microfossils consisting
of apically slightly flaring funnel−like segments (up to 2.8 mm
in diameter) eccentrically placed within each other and im−
parting an irregular polygonal shape to the cross−section. The
tube length is over 4.2 mm. The wall thickness is ca. 0.08 mm.
The wall is replaced by fine transparent sparry calcite mosaic
whereas the tube cavity is sealed by coarse transparent sparry
calcite beneath a possible tabula and by sediment above the ta−
bula. Beneath the tabula, within sparry calcite mosaic, some
rodlike, slightly curved transparent structures are preserved
which can be either broken wall fragments (the thickness is the
same) or bacterial borings (Fig. 4A).

Remarks.—Etched fossils from Spain were studied as gold−
coated samples under scanning electronic microscope (SEM)
Jeol JSM 6400 at the Servicio de Microscopía Electrónica,
Universidad de Zaragoza in both secondary electron emission
and backscattering regimes.

By its morphology and size range, this fossil is close to
Cloudina hartmanae Germs, 1972 from the Nama Group of
Namibia.

Hua et al. (2005b) discounted a presence of any tabula
(“transverse cross wall”) within Cloudina tubes. At the same
time they demonstrated a “hemispherical basal end” (Hua et
al. 2005b: fig. 1A, B, F; also see Chen and Sun 2001: pl. 1:
6–13, pl. 2: 4–6). Also, a longitudinal section of a Cloudina ex
gr. C. hartmanae tube in our material shows that lower fun−
nel−like tube segments are occupied by sparry calcite while the
uppermost ones contain sediment only (Fig. 4A). Thus, the
character of sediment and marine cement infilling indicates
that some continuous transverse structures are present in tubes
of this species at least. In any case, these are not tabulae typical
of tubicolous polychaetes. The latter secrete tabulae, possibly
in response to damage of the posterior end of the tube, but such
tabulae bear an apparent perforation to accommodate tufts of
chaetae on the worm’s posterior abdominal segment (Hedley
1958). The presence of both “hemispherical basal end” and
tabulae favours a microconchid lophophorate affiliation for
this fossil. However, microconchids possess much more elab−
orated microstructure and perforated shells (Taylor and Vinn
2006).

Family indet.

Genus Sinotubulites Chen, Chen, and Qian, 1981
Type species: Sinotubulites baimatuoensis Chen, Chen, and Qian, 1981;
China, western Hubei Province, Yangtze Platform, Dengying Forma−
tion, Baimatuo Member, upper Ediacaran (Chen et al. 1981: 119–120,
pl. 1: 1, 2, holotype).

Sinotubulites sp.
Fig. 5A, B.
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Material.—Two etched fragments of inner molds from the
Tirteafuera River locality, Abenójar Anticline, East Lusita−
nian–Alcudian Zone, central Spain; lower La Grajera−Cañu−
elo unit, Ibor Group; upper Ediacaran.

Description.—Phosphatised multilayered tubicolous micro−
fossil with thick wall and sharp transverse surface sculpture
of steep discontinues irregular intercalating wavy wrinkles.
The largest fragment is 0.4 mm wide and ca. 1.0 mm long.
Wrinkle density is ca. 20 wrinkles per 1 mm.

Remarks.—This fossil is morphologically close to Sinotubu−
lites shaanxiensis Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992
from the Gaojiashan Member of the Dengying Formation of
the Shaanxi Province, South China published by Chen and
Sun (2001: pl. 3: 6, 7). However, the fragmentary preserva−
tion of our specimen precludes detailed comparison.

Genus Chenmengella A. Zhuravlev, Liñán, and
Gámez Vintaned nov.
Etymology: In honour of Professor Chen Meng’e, one of the discoverers
of the Ediacaran skeletal fauna, and in order to modify the original ge−
neric name (Chenella).

Type and only species: Chenella laevis Zhang, Li, and Dong in Ding et
al., 1992; China, southern Shaanxi Province, Yangtze Platform, Den−
gying Formation, Beiwan Member, upper Ediacaran (Ding et al. 1992:
89, pl. 14: 3, holotype).

Diagnosis.—Cylindrical to weakly tapering, straight to
slightly and irregularly curved, primarily calcareous tubi−
colous microfossil with circular to slightly oval cross−section
and thin single−layered wall. Both wall surfaces are smooth.

Remarks.—The generic name is preoccupied by a foraminifer
Chenella Miklukho−Maklay, 1959 and is thus replaced here
(see Miklukho−Maklay 1959).

Although Chenmengella (= Chenella) until now has been
described only from South China (Ding et al. 1992; Hua et al.
2000a, b; Zhang and Hua 2000) it is probably one of the most
widespread Ediacaran skeletal fossils. It occurs in the La
Ciénega Formation of northwestern Sonora, Mexico (Cam−
brotubulus cf. C. decurvatus Missarzhevsky, 1969 and ?C.
cf. C. decurvatus in McMenamin, 1985: figs. 5.1, 5.4) and in
the Turkut Formation on the northern Siberian Platform
(Cambrotubulus decurvatus Karlova, 1987: fig. 1). Possibly,
Cambrotubulus decurvatus commonly listed from the lower−
most Nemakit–Daldynian part of the Ust’−Yudoma Forma−
tion on the southern Siberian Platforms (e.g., Khomentovsky
and Karlova, 2005: 24) belongs to the same genus. By com−
parison with Cambrotubulus, Chenmengella lacks the thri−
radial symmetry of a cross−section and possesses straight to
irregularly curved cylindrical tubes rather than regularly
curved narrow conical shells.

In its morphology and dimensions, two other species of
Chenmengella are similar to Chenmengella laevis (Zhang,
Li, and Dong in Ding et al. 1992) from the Beiwan Member
of the Dengying Formation of Shaanxi Province, South
China. The species Chenmengella canaliculata Zhang et al.
(Ding et al. 1992: pl. 14: 10; Hua et al. 2000a: pl. 2: 9;

Zhang and Hua 2000: pl. 1: 4) differs from the type species
by the presence of a brittle fracture following the tube
length, probably merely indicating a fragility of such thin−
walled tubes. Similarly, Steiner et al. (2007) noted that in
the case of C. canaliculata, a single specimen existed only
which exhibits a longitudinal furrow and dumbbell−shaped
cross−section, both resulting from compaction. In turn,
Chenmengella regularis Zhang and Hua, 2000 (Hua et al.
2000a: pl. 1: 2, 2000b: pl. 2: 11; McCall 2006: fig. 149.11)
does not show any distinct feature other than a slightly dif−
ferent curvature of the longest tube fragments. As well, all
these species co−occur in the same locality and are thus
treated here as subjective synonyms.

Stratigraphic and geographic range.—Upper Ediacaran;
Yangtze Platform (China), Siberian Platform (Russia) and
Laurentia (Mexico).

Acknowledgements

We gratefully acknowledge Gerard Germs (Department of Geology,
University of Johannesburg, South Africa), Gerd Geyer (Bayerisches
Landesamt für Umwelt, Hof, Germany), and Bret Mattes (Star Energy
Group of Companies, Jakarta, Indonesia) who donated comparative
material collected by them in Namibia, Oman, and Brazil. We thank
Isabel Pérez Urresti (Área y Museo de Paleontológia, Departamento de
Ciencias de la Tierra, Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad de Zaragoza,
Spain) for the preparation of figures and Pierre Kruse (South Australian
Museum, Adelaide, Australia) for the manuscript style corrections and
Larisa Doguzhaeva (Department of Palaeozoology, Swedish Museum
of Natural History, Stockholm, Sweden) and three anonymous referees
for a fruitful discussion. This is a contribution to the projects:
CGL2011−24516, Consolíder CGL2006−12975/BTE (“MURERO”;
Ministerio de Educación y Ciencia−FEDER−EU, Spain), Multidisci−
plinar PM067/2006 (Gobierno de Aragón), Grupo Consolidado E−17
(“Patrimonio y Museo Paleontológico”; Gobierno de Aragón), and
IGCP 587 (“Of Identity, Facies and Time: The Ediacaran (Vendian)
Puzzle”). AZ benefited from the grants MI042/2006, Departamento de
Ciencia, Tecnología y Universidad (Gobierno de Aragón) and CB 3/08
and CB18/11 Programa Europa XXI de Estancias de Investigación
(CAI−CONAI+D) 2008, 2011. JAGV benefited from the Juan de la
Cierva contract JCI−2009−05319 (Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación,
Spain).

References

Adoutte, A., Balavoine, G., Lartillot, N., Lespinet, O., Prud’homme, B., and

de Rosa, R. 2000. The new animal phylogeny: Reliability and implica−

tions. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United

States of America 97: 4453–4456.

Amthor, J.E., Grotzinger, J.P., Schröder, S., Bowring, S.A., Ramezani, J.,

Martin, M.W., and Matter, A. 2003. Extinction of Cloudina and Nama−

calathus at the Precambrian–Cambrian boundary in Oman. Geology 31:

431–434.

Antcliffe, J.B. and Brasier, M.D. 2008. Charnia at 50: Developmental mod−

els for Ediacaran fronds. Palaeontology 51: 11–26.

Antcliffe, J.B., Callow, R.H.T., and Brasier, M.D. 2011. The origin of

sponges: examination of Precambrian metazoan diversifications. In:

The Palaeontological Association, 55th Annual Meeting, 17th–20th De−

http://dx.doi.org/10.4202/app.2010.0074

ZHURAVLEV ET AL.—EDIACARAN SKELETAL FOSSILS FROM SIBERIA AND SPAIN 219

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



cember 2011, Plymouth University, Programme and Abstracts, 15–16.

Plymouth University, Plymouth.

Bagmet, G.N. 1994. On finds of Cloudina in Mountain Shoria [in Russian]. In:

V.M. Podobina and S.A. Rodygin (eds.), Problemy geologii v Sibiri, vol.

1, 60. Tomskij Gosudarstvennyj Universitet, Tomsk.

Bengtson, S. and Yue, Z. 1992. Predatorial borings in Late Precambrian

mineralized exoskeletons. Science 257: 367–369.

Brain, C.K. 2001. Some observations on Cloudina, a terminal Proterozoic

index fossil from Namibia. Journal of African Earth Sciences 33:

475–480.

Brasier, M.D. 1995. The basal Cambrian transition and Cambrian bio−

events (from terminal Proterozoic extinctions to Cambrian biomeres).

In: O.H. Walliser (ed.), Global Events and Event Stratigraphy in the

Phanerozoic, 113–118. Springer, Berlin.

Brasier, M.D., Antcliffe, J.B., and Callow, R.H.T. 2011. Evolutionary

trends in remarkable fossil preservation across the Ediacaran–Cambrian

transition and the impact of metazoan mixing. In: P.A. Allison and D.J.

Bottjer (eds.), Taphonomy: Process and Bias Through Time. Topics in

Geobiology, vol. 32, 519–567. Springer Science+Business Media B.V.,

Dordrecht.

Brasier, M.D., Corfield, R.M., Derry, L.A., Rozanov, A.Yu., and Zhu−

ravlev, A.Yu. 1994. Multiple �13C excursions spanning Cambrian Ex−

plosion to Botomian Crisis in Siberia. Geology 22: 455–458.

Brasier, M.D., Green, O., and Shields, G. 1997. Ediacaran sponge spicule

clusters from southwestern Mongolia and the origins of the Cambrian

fauna. Geology 25: 303–306.

Brasier, M.D., McCarron, G., Tucker, R., Leather, J., Allen, P., and Shields,

G. 2000. New U−Pb zircon dates for the Neoproterozoic Ghubrah glaci−

ation and for the top of the Huqf Supergroup, Oman. Geology 28:

175–178.

Brasier, M.D., Perejón, A., and San José, M.A. de 1979. Discovery of an im−

portant fossiliferous Precambrian–Cambrian sequence in Spain. Estudios

geológicos 35: 379–383.

Brasier, M.D., Shields, G., Kuleshov, V.N., and Zhegallo, E.A. 1996. Inte−

grated chemo− and biostratigraphic calibration of early animal evolu−

tion: Neoproterozoic−early Cambrian of southwest Mongolia. Geologi−

cal Magazine 133: 445–485.

Budd, G.E. and Jensen, S. 2004. The limitations of the fossil record and the

dating of the origin of the Bilateria. In: P.C.J. Donoghue and M.P. Smith

(eds.), Telling the Evolutionary Time, Molecular Clocks and the Fossil

Record, Systematics Association Publication, vol. 66: 166–189. CRC

Press (Taylor and Francis), Boca Raton.

Burns, S.J., Haudenschild, U., and Matter, A. 1994. The strontium isotopic

composition of carbonates from the Late Precambrian (?560–540 Ma)

Huqf Group of Oman. Chemical Geology 111: 269–282.

Cai, Y.P. and Hua, H. 2007. Pyritization in the Gaojiashan Biota. Chinese

Science Bulletin 52: 645–650.

Cai, Y.P., Hua, H., Xiao, S., Schiffbauer, J.D., and Li, P. 2010. Bio−

stratinomy of the late Ediacaran pyritized Gaojiashan Lagerstätte from

southern Shaanxi, South China: Importance of event deposits. Palaios

25: 487–506.

Checa, A.G., Esteban−Delgado, F.J., and Rodríguez−Navarro, A.B. 2007.

Crystallographic structure of the foliated calcite in bivalves. Journal of

Structural Biology 157: 393–402.

Chen, M., Chen, Y., and Qian, Y. 1981. Some tubular fossils from Sinian–

Lower Cambrian boundary sequences, Yangtze Gorge [in Chinese with

English abstract]. Bulletin of Tianjiin Instute of Geology and Mineral

Resources, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences 3: 117–124.

Chen, Z. and Sun, W.−G. 2001. Late Sinian (tubular) metazoan fossils:

Cloudina and Sinotubulites from southern Shaanxi. Acta Micropalae−

ontologica Sinica 18: 180–202.

Chen, Z., Bengtson, S., Zhou, C.−M., Hua, H., and Yue, Z. 2008. Tube struc−

ture and original composition of Sinotubulites: shelly fossils from the

late Neoproterozoic in southern Shaanxi, China. Lethaia 41: 37–45.

Compston, W., Zhang, Z., Cooper, J.A., Ma, G., and Jenkins, R.J.F. 2008.

Further SHRIMP geochronology on the early Cambrian of South China.

American Journal of Science 308: 399–420.

Condon, D., Zhu, M., Bowring, S., Wang, W., Yang, A., and Jin, Y. 2005.

U−Pb ages from the Neoproterozoic Doushantuo Formation, China. Sci−

ence 308: 95–98.

Conway Morris, S. 1993. Ediacaran−like fossils from the Cambrian Burgess

Shale type faunas of North America. Palaeontology 36: 593–635.

Conway Morris, S., Mattes, B.W., and Chen, M. 1990. The early skeletal or−

ganism Cloudina: New occurrences from Oman and possibly China.

American Journal of Science 290−A: 245–260.

Corsetti, F.A. and Hagadorn, J.W. 2000. Precambrian–Cambrian transition:

Death Valley, United States. Geology 28: 299–302.

Corsetti, F.A. and Hagadorn, J.W. 2003. The Precambrian–Cambrian tran−

sition in the southern Great Basin, USA. Sedimentary Record 1: 4–8.

Cortijo, I., Martí Mus, M., Jensen, S., and Palacios, T. 2010. A new species

of Cloudina from the terminal Edicaran of Spain. Precambrian Re−

search 176: 1–10.

Cortijo, I., Palacios, T., Jensen, S., and Martí Mus, M. 2006. Nuevos datos

sobre los cloudínidos de España. In: E. Fernández−Martínez (ed.), XXII

Jornadas de la Sociedad Española de Paleontología y simposios de los

proyectos PICG 493, 503, 499 y 467, Libro de Resúmenes, 103–105.

Secretariado de Publicaciones, Universidad de León, León.

Crimes, T.P., Insole, A., and Williams, B.P. 1995. A rigid bodied Ediacaran

biota from Upper Cambrian strata in Co. Wexford, Eire. Geological

Journal 30: 89–109.

Ding, L.−F., Zhang, L., Li, Y., and Dong, J. 1992. The Study of the Late

Sinian–Early Cambrian Biotas from the Northern Margin of Yangtze

Platform [in Chinese]. 135 pp. Scientific and Technical Documents

Publishing House, Beijing.

Domke, K.L., Bottjer, D.J., and Corsetti, F.A. 2009. Who is that mysterious

biomineralizer? The diagenetic masking of Cloudina’s paleoecology in

the White−Inyo region of California and Nevada, USA. Geological So−

ciety of America Abstracts with Programs 41 (7): 31.

Dyatlova, I.N. [Dâtlova, I.N.] and Sycheva, R.F. [Syčeva, R.F.] 1999. New

data on biostratigraphy of Eastern Sayan [in Russian]. Stratigrafiâ

i geologičeskaâ korrelâciâ 7 (4): 3–13.

Esakova, N.V. and Zhegallo, E.A. [Žegallo, E.A.] 1996. Lower Cambrian

biostratigraphy and fauna of western Mongolia [in Russian]. Sovmest−

naâ Rossijsko−Mongol’skaâ Paleontologičeskaâ ekspeditciâ, Trudy 46:

1–214.

Fedorov, A.B. and Zhuravlev, A.Yu. 1993. Oldest biomineralized animal

Cloudina. In: “Biomineralization 93”, 7th International Symposium on

Biomineralization, November 17–20, Monaco, 98. Centre Scientifique

de Monaco, Monaco.

Feng, W., Chen, Z., and Sun, W. 2003. Diversification of skeletal micro−

structures of organisms through the interval from the latest Precambrian

to the Early Cambrian. Science in China, Series D 46: 977–985.

Fernández−Remolar, D.C. 2001. Latest Neoproterozoic to Middle Cambrian

body fossil record in Spain (exclusive of trilobites and archaeocyaths)

and their stratigraphic significance. Geologiska Föreningens i Stock−

holm Förhandlingar 123: 73–80.

Fernández Remolar, D.C., García−Hidalgo, J.F., and Moreno−Eiris, E. 2005.

Interés del registro de los primeros organismos en el Arcaico y Protero−

zoico. Boletín de la Real Sociedad Española de Historia Natural

(Sección Geológica) 100: 177–209.

Fike, D.A. and Grotzinger, J.P. 2008. A paired sulfate−pyrite �34S approach

to understanding the evolution of the Ediacaran–Cambrian sulfur cycle.

Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta 72: 2636–2648.

Gámez Vintaned, J.A. 1996. The río Huso section. In: E. Liñán, J.A. Gámez

Vintaned, and R. Gozalo (eds.), II Field Conference of the Cambrian

Stage Subdivision Working Groups. International Subcommission on

Cambrian Stratigraphy. Spain, 13–21 September 1996. Field Trip

Guide and Abstracts, 28–31. Universidad de Zaragoza, Zaragoza.

Gaucher, C. and Sprechmann, P. 1999. Upper Vendian skeletal fauna of the

Arroyo del Sodado Group, Uruguay. Beringeria 23: 55–91.

Gaucher, C., Boggiani, P.C., Sprechmann, P., Sial, A.N., and Fairchild, T.

220 ACTA PALAEONTOLOGICA POLONICA 57 (1), 2012

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



2003. Integrated correlation of the Vendian to Cambrian Arroyo del

Sodado and Corumbá groups (Uruguay and Brazil): palaeogeographic,

palaeoclimatic and palaeobiologic implications. Precambrian Research

120: 241–278.

Germs, G.J.B. 1972. New shelly fossils from the Nama Group, South−West

Africa. American Journal of Science 272: 752–761.

Glaessner, M.F. 1976. Early Phanerozoic annelid worms and their geologi−

cal and biological significance. Journal of the Geological Society, Lon−

don 132: 259–275.

Grant, S.W.F. 1990. Shell structure and distribution of Cloudina, a potential

index fossil for the terminal Proterozoic. American Journal of Science

290−A: 261–294.

Grant, S.W.F., Knoll, A.H., and Germs, G.J.B. 1991. Probable calcified

metaphytes in the latest Proterozoic Nama Group, Namibia: origin,

diagenesis, and implications. Journal of Paleontology 65: 1–18.

Grazhdankin, D. 2004. Patterns of distribution in the Ediacaran biotas: fa−

cies versus biogeography and evolution. Paleobiology 30: 203–221.

Grazhdankin, D.V., Balthasar, U., Nagovitsin, K.E., and Kochnev, B.B.

2008. Carbonate−hosted Avalon−type fossils in arctic Siberia. Geology

36: 803–806.

Grotzinger, J., Adams, E.W., and Schröder, S. 2005. Microbial−metazoan reefs

of the terminal Proterozoic Nama Group (c. 550–543 Ma), Namibia. Geo−

logical Magazine 142: 499–517.

Grotzinger, J.P., Bowring, S.A., Saylor, B.Z., and Kaufman, A.J. 1995.

Biostratigraphic and geochronologic constraints on early animal evolu−

tion. Science 270: 598–604.

Grotzinger, J.P., Watters, W.A., and Knoll, A.H. 2000. Calcified metazoans

in thrombolite−stromatolite reefs of the terminal Proterozoic Nama

Group, Namibia. Paleobiology 26: 334–359.

Hagadorn, J.W. and Waggoner, B. 2000. Ediacaran fossils from the southwest−

ern Great Basin, United States. Journal of Paleontology 74: 349–359.

Hagadorn, J.W., Fedo, C.M., and Waggoner, B.M. 2000. Early Cambrian

Ediacaran−type fossils from California. Journal of Paleontology 74:

731–740.

Hedley, R.H. 1958. Tube formation by Pomatoceros triqueter (Polychaeta).

Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom

37: 315–322.

Hof, C.H.J. and Briggs, D.E.G. 1997. Decay and mineralization of mantis

shrimps (Stomatopoda: Crustacea)—A key to their fossil record. Palaios

12: 420–438.

Hofmann, H.J. and Mountjoy, E.W. 2001. Namacalathus–Cloudina assem−

blage in Neoproterozoic Miette Group (Byng Formation), British Co−

lumbia: Canada’s oldest shelly fossils. Geology 29: 1091–1094.

Hsu, K.J., Oberhänsli, K., Gao, J.Y., Sun, S., Chen, H., and Krähenbühl, U.

1985. “Strangelove ocean” before the Cambrian explosion. Nature 316:

809–811.

Hua, H., Chen, Z., and Yuan, X. 2007. The advent of mineralized skeletons

in Neoproterozoic Metazoa—new fossil evidence from the Gaojiashan

Fauna. Geological Journal 42: 263–279.

Hua, H., Chen, Z., and Zhang, L.−Y. 2005a. Terminal Neoproterozoic tubu−

lar microproblematica from the Dengying Formation, southern China.

Acta Palaeontologica Sinica 44: 487–493.

Hua, H., Chen, Z., Yuan, X., Zhang, L., and Xiao, S. 2005b. Skeletogenesis

and asexual reproduction in the earliest biomineralizing animal Cloudina.

Geology 33: 277–280.

Hua, H., Pratt, B.R., and Zhang, L.−Y. 2003a. Borings in Cloudina shells:

Complex predatory−prey dynamics in the terminal Neoproterozoic.

Palaios 18: 454–459.

Hua, H., Zhang, L.−Y., and Chen, Z. 2003b. Microbially mediated phos−

phatization in the Late Sinian skeletal fossils, southern Shaanxi. Acta

Palaeontologica Sinica 42: 189–199.

Hua, H., Zhang, L.−Y., Zhang, Z.−F., and Wang, J.−P. 2000a. New fossil evi−

dences from latest Neoproterozoic Gaojiashan biota, South China [in Chi−

nese with English abstract]. Acta Palaeontologica Sinica 39: 381–390.

Hua, H., Zhang, L.−Y., Zhang, Z.−F., and Wang, J.−P. 2000b. Fossil evi−

dences of latest Neoproterozoic Gaojiashan biota and their characteris−

tics [in Chinese with English abstract]. Acta Palaeontologica Sinica 39:

507–515.

Ioganson, A.K. and Kropachev, A.P. [Kropačev, A.P.] 1979. Peculiarities in

structure of Vendian strata in Eastern Yakutia [in Russian]. Geologiâ i

geofizika 1979 (10): 28–38.

Ishikawa, T., Ueno, Y., Komiya, T., Sawaki, Y., Han, J., Shu, D., Li, Y.,

Maruyama, S., and Yochida, N. 2008. Carbon isotope chemostrati−

graphy of a Precambrian/Cambrian boundary section in the Three

Gorge area, South China: Prominent global−scale isotope excursions

just before the Cambrian Explosion. Gondwana Reserch 14: 193–208.

Ivantsov, A.Yu. and Naimark, E.B. 2007. Ontogenetic variability of the

Late Vendian problematic Parvancorina Glaessner, 1958. In: M.A.

Semikhatov (ed.), The Rise and Fall of the Vendian (Ediacaran) Biota,

Origin of the Modern Biosphere, Transactions of the International Con−

ference on the IGCP Project 493, Moscow, 20–31 August 2007, 13–17.

GEOS, Moscow.

James, N.P. and Klappa, C.F. 1983. Petrogenesis of Early Cambrian reef

limestones, Labrador, Canada. Journal of Sedimentary Petrology 53:

1051–1096.

Jensen, S. and Runnegar, B. 2005. A complex trace fossil from the Spitskop

Member (terminal Ediacaran–?Lower Cambrian) of southern Namibia.

Geological Magazine 142: 561–569.

Jensen, S., Gehling, J.G., and Droser, M.L. 1998. Ediacara−type fossils in

Cambrian sediments. Nature 393: 567–569.

Jensen, S., Palacios, T., and Martí Mus, M. 2007. A brief review of the fossil

record of the Ediacaran–Cambrian transition in the area of Montes de

Toledo—Guadalupe, Spain. Geological Society Special Publications,

London 286: 223–235.

Jensen, S., Saylor, B.Z., Gehling, J.G., and Germs, G.J.B. 2000. Complex

trace fossils from the terminal Proterozoic of Namibia. Geology 28:

143–146.

Karlova, G.A. 1987. The first finds of skeletal fauna in the Turkut Formation

of the Olenëk Uplift [in Russian]. Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR 292

(1): 204–205.

Kheraskova, T.N. [Heraskova, T.N.] and Samygin, S.G. 1992. Tectonic

conditions of the formation of Vendian–Middle Cambrian siliciclastic−

carbonate complex in Eastern Sayan [in Russian]. Geotektonika 1992

(6): 18–36.

Khomentovsky, V.V. [Homentovskij, V.V.] 1985. The Vendian of the Sibe−

rian Platform. In: B.S. Sokolov and M.A. Fedonkin (eds.), Vendskaâ

sistema. Istoriko−geologičeskoe i paleontologičeskoe obosnovanie, tom 2:

Stratigrafiâ i geologičeskie processy, 83–161. Nauka, Moskva. English

translation: The Vendian System, vol. 2: Regional Geology. Springer,

Berlin, 1990).

Khomentovsky, V.V. and Gibsher, A.S. 1996. The Neoproterozoic–Lower

Cambrian in northern Govi−Altay, western Mongolia: Regional setting,

lithostratigraphy and biostratigraphy. Geological Magazine 133: 371–

390.

Khomentovsky, V.V. and Karlova, G.A. 1993. Biostratigraphy of the

Vendian–Cambrian beds and the lower Cambrian boundary in Siberia.

Geological Magazine 130: 29–45.

Khomentovsky, V.V. [Homentovskij, V.V.] and Karlova, G.A. 1994. Yudo−

mian (Vendian) in the stratotype area [in Russian]. Geologiâ i geofizika 35

(2): 3–13.

Khomentovsky, V.V. and Karlova, G.A. 2002. The boundary between

Nemakit–Daldynian and Tommotian stages (Vendian– Cambrian sys−

tems) of Siberia. Stratigraphy and Geological Correlation 10 (3):

13–34.

Khomentovsky, V.V. and Karlova, G.A. 2005. The Tommotian Stage base

as the Cambrian lower boundary in Siberia. Stratigraphy and Geologi−

cal Correlation 13 (1): 26–40.

Khomentovsky, V.V. [Homentovskij, V.V.], Shenfil’, V.Yu. [Šenfil’, V.Û.],

Yakshin, M.S. [Âkšin, M.S.], and Butakov, S.P. 1972. The reference sec−

tions of the Upper Precambrian and Lower Cambrian strata on the Siberian

Platform [in Russian]. Institut Geologii i Geofiziki, Sibirskoe Otdelenie,

Akademiâ Nauk SSSR, Trudy 141: 1–356.

http://dx.doi.org/10.4202/app.2010.0074

ZHURAVLEV ET AL.—EDIACARAN SKELETAL FOSSILS FROM SIBERIA AND SPAIN 221

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



Kimura, H. and Watanabe, Y. 2001. Oceanic anoxia at the Precambrian–

Cambrian boundary. Geology 29: 995–998.

Knoll, A.H. 2003. Biomineralization and evolutionary history. In: P.M.

Dove, J.J. De Yoreo, and S. Weiner (eds.), Biomineralization, 329–356.

Mineralogical Society of America, Washington, D.C.

Knoll, A.H., Grotzinger, J.P., Kaufman, A.J., and Kolosov, P.N. 1995. Inte−

grated approaches to terminal Proterozoic stratigraphy: An example

from the Olenek Uplift, northeastern Siberia. Precambrian Research

73: 251–270.

Kobayashi, I. and Samata, T. 2006. Bivalve shell structure and organic ma−

trix. Materials Science and Engineering C 26: 692–698.

Kontorovich, A.E., Varlamov, A.I., Grazhdankin, D.V., Karlova, G.A.,

Klets, A.G., Kontorovich, V.A., Saraev, S.V., Terleev, A.A., Belyaev,

S.Yu., Varaksina, I.V., Efimov, A.S., Kochnev, B.B., Nagovitsin, K.E.,

Postnikov, A.A., and Filippov, Yu.F. 2008. A section of Vendian in the

east of West Siberian Plate (based on data from the Borehole Vostok 3).

Russian Geology and Geophysics 49: 932–939.

Kouchinsky, A. and Bengtson, S. 2002. The tube wall of Cambrian anabari−

tids. Acta Palaeontologica Polonica 47: 431–444.

Kouchinsky, A., Bengtson, S., Pavlov, V., Runnegar, B., Val’kov, A., and

Young, E. 2005. Pre−Tommotian age of the lower Pestrotsvet Forma−

tion in the Selinde section on the Siberian Platform: Carbon isotope evi−

dence. Geological Magazine 142: 319–325.

Lafuste, J. 1970. Lames ultra−minces à faces polies. Procédé et application à la

microstructure des Madréporaires fossiles. Cómptes Rendus de l’Aca−

démie des Sciences de Paris (Série D) 270 (1970): 679–681.

Li, G., Steiner, M., and Hua, H. 2005. Stratigraphy and fossil record of the

Neoproterozoic–Cambrian transition on the northern margin of the

South China Plate (Ningqiang, Shaanxi). In: S. Peng, L.E. Babcock, and

M. Zhu (eds.), Cambrian System of China and Korea. Guide to Field

Excursion, 179–193. University of Science and Technology of China

Press, Hefei.

Lin, J.−P., Gon, S.M., III, Gehling, J.G., Babcock, L.E., Zhao, Y.−L., Zhang,

X.−L., Hu, S.−X., Yuan, J.−L., Yu, M.−Y., and Peng, J. 2006. A Parvan−

corina−like arthropod from the Cambrian of South China. Historical Bi−

ology 18: 33–45.

Liñán, E., Gozalo, R., Palacios, T., Gámez Vintaned, J.A., Ugidos, J.M., and

Mayoral, E. 2002. Cambrian. In: W. Gibbons and T. Moreno (eds.), The

Geology of Spain, 17–29. The Geological Society, London.

Liñán, E., Palacios, T., and Perejón, A. 1984. Precambrian–Cambrian

boundary and correlation from southwestern and central part of Spain.

Geological Magazine 121: 221–228.

McCall, G.J.H. 2006. The Vendian (Ediacaran) in the geological record:

Enigmas in geology’s prelude to the Cambrian explosion. Earth−Sci−

ence Reviews 77: 1–229.

McMenamin, M.A.S. 1985. Basal Cambrian small shelly fossils from the La

Ciénega Formation, northwestern Sonora, Mexico. Journal of Paleon−

tology 59: 1414–1425.

Marfenin, N.N. 1993. Fenomen kolonial’nosti. 237 pp. Izdatel’stvo Mos−

kovskogo Gosudarstvennogo Universiteta, Moskva.

Miklukho−Maklay, A.D. [Mikluho−Maklaj, A.D.] 1959. On the strati−

graphic significance, systematics, and phylogeny of Staffella−like

foraminiferans [in Russian]. Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR 125 (3):

628–631.

Narbonne, G.M. 2004. Modular construction of Early Ediacaran complex

life forms. Science 305: 1142–1144.

Narbonne, G.M., Kaufman, A.J., and Knoll, A.H. 1994. Integrated chemo−

stratigraphy and biostratigraphy of the Windermere Supergroup, north−

western Canada: Implications for Neoproterozoic correlations and the

early evolution of animals. Geological Society of America, Bulletin 106:

1281–1292.

Narbonne, G.M., Saylor, B.Z., and Grotzinger, J.P. 1997. The youngest

Ediacaran fossils from southern Africa. Journal of Paleontology 71:

953–967.

Neff, J.M. 1971. Ultrastructure studies of the secretion of calcium carbonate

by the serpulid polychaete worm, Pomatoceros caerules. Zeitschrift für

Zellforschung und Mikroskopische Anatomie 120: 160–186.

Nevolin, B.S., Potapov, S.V., and Stavtsev, A.L. [Stavcev, A.L.] 1978.

The Upper Proterozoic (Riphean) and Lower Cambrian on the south−

eastern margin of the Siberian Platform, Yudoma−Maya Depression

and Okhotsk Middle Massif. In: V.V. Khomentovsky [V.V. Homen−

tovskij] (ed.), Novye dannye po stratigrafii i paleontologii pozdnego

dokembriâ vostočnyh i severnyh rajonov Sibiri, 21–63. Institut Geo−

logii i Geofiziki, Sibirskoe Otdelenie, Akademiâ Nauk SSSR, Novo−

sbirsk.

Ortega Girones, E. and Sánchez Vizcaíno, J. 1987. Mapa Geológico de

España. E. 1:50.000. Abenójar (783). 42 pp. Instituto Geológico y

Minero de España, Madrid.

Palacios Medrano, T. 1989. Microfósiles de pared orgánica del Proterozoico

Superior (región central de la Península Ibérica). Memorias del Museo

Paleontológico de la Universidad de Zaragoza 3: 1–91.

Palacios, T., Gámez Vintaned, J.A., Fernández−Remolar, D., and Liñán, E.

1999. The lowermost Cambrian in the Valdelacasa Anticline (central

Spain): Some new palaeontological data. Journal of Conference Ab−

stracts 4 (3): 1017.

Pelechaty, S.M. 1998. Integrated chronostratigraphy of the Vendian System

of Siberia: Implications for a global stratigraphy. Journal of the Geolog−

ical Society, London 155: 957–973.

Pernet, B. 2001. Escape hatches for the clonal offspring of serpulid poly−

chaetes. Biological Bulletin 200: 107–117.

Podkovyrov, V.N. and Davydov, Yu.V. [Davydov, Û.V.] 1998. The Yudo−

mian of the Uchur−Maya hypostratotype: types of basins and chemo−

stratigraphy of carbonates. In: V.A. Koroteev (ed.), Paleogeografiâ

venda−rannego paleozoâ Severnoj Evrazii, 130–136. Institut Geologii

i Geofiziki, Ural’skoe Otdelenie, Rossijskaâ Akademia Nauk, Ekaterin−

burg.

Porter, S.M. 2010. Calcite and aragonite seas and the de novo acquisition of

carbonate skeletons. Geobiology 8: 256–277.

Rodríguez Alonso, M.D, Alonso Gavilán, G., Liñán, E., Gámez−Vintaned,

J.A., and Pérez García, P.P. 1995. Transversal Salamanca−Tamames−Peña

de Francia−Monsagro−S Ciudad Rodrigo (Spain). Neoproterozoic–Cam−

brian Transition (Aldeatejada Fm, Tamames Sandstone Fm and the Schist

Greywacke Complex in Monsagro−S of Ciudad Rodrigo). In: M.D.

Rodríguez Alonso and G. Alonso Gavilán (eds.), XIII Geological Meeting

on the West of the Iberian Peninsula, Characterization and evolution of

the Neoproterozoic–Cambrian Basin on the Iberian Peninsula. Annual

IGCP Project−319 Meeting: Global Paleogeography in the Upper Pre−

cambrian–Lower Cambrian. Regional IGCP Project−320 Meeting: Neo−

proterozoic Events and Resources. Post−Conference Field Guide. Neo−

proterozoic–Lower Cambrian in the Central−Western part of the Iberian

Peninsula. Spain−Portugal. September, 27−30th. 1995, 13–52. Signo,

S.L., Salamanca.

Rozanov, A.Yu. [Rozanov, A.Û.], Missarzhevsky, V.V. [Missarževskij,

V.V.], Volkova, N.A., Voronova, L.G., Krylov, I.N., Keller, B.M.,

Korolyuk, I.K. [Korolûk, I.K.], Lendzion, K., Michniak, R., Pykhova,

N.G., and Sidorov, A.D. 1969. The Tommotian Stage and the Cambrian

lower boundary problem [in Russian]. Geologičeskij Institut, Akademiâ

Nauk SSSR, Trudy 206: 1–380.

Santamaría Casanovas, J. and Remacha Grau, E. 1994. Variaciones laterales

del “Nivel de Fuentes”, Precámbrico–Cámbrico de la Zona Centro−

Ibérica. Geogaceta 15: 14–16.

Saylor, B.Z., Kaufman, A.J., Grotzinger J.P., and Urban, F. 1998. A com−

posite reference section for terminal Proterozoic strata of southern

Namibia. Journal of Sedimentary Research 68: 1223–1235.

Schröder, S. and Grotzinger, J.P. 2007. Evidence for anoxia at the Edia−

caran–Cambrian boundary: the record of redox−sensitive trace elements

and rare earth elements in Oman. Journal of the Geological Society,

London 164: 175–187.

Seilacher, A. and Pflüger, F. 1994. From biomats to benthic agriculture: A

biohistoric revolution. In: W.E. Krumbein, D.M. Paterson, and L.J. Stal

(eds.), Biostabilization of Sediments, 97–105. BIS, Oldenburg.

222 ACTA PALAEONTOLOGICA POLONICA 57 (1), 2012

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



Semikhatov, M.A. [Semihatov, M.A.], Komar, V.A., and Serebryakov,

S.N. [Serebrâkov, S.N.] 1970. The Yudoma Complex in the stratotype

area [in Russian]. Geologičeskij Institut, Akademiâ Nauk SSSR, Trudy

210: 1–207.

Semikhatov, M.A. [Semihatov, M.A.], Kuznetsov, A.B. [Kuznecov, A.B.],

Podkovyrov, V.N., Bartley, J., and Davydov, Yu.V. [Davydov, Û.V.]

2004. The Yudoma complex of the stratotype area: C−isotope chemo−

stratigraphic correlations and a correlation with the Vendian [in Rus−

sian]. Stratigrafiâ i geologičeskaâ korrelâciâ 12 (5): 3–28.

Semikhatov, M.A. [Semihatov, M.A.], Ovchinnikova, G.V. [Ovčinni−

kova, G.V.], Gorokhov, I.M. [Gorohov, I.M.], Kuznetsov, A.B. [Kuz−

necov, A.B.], Kaurova, O.K., and Petrov, P.Yu. [Petrov, P.Û.] 2003.

Pb−Pb isochronous age and Sr−isotope characteristics of the upper

Yudoma carbonate strata (Vendian of the Yudoma−Maya Depression,

Eastern Siberia) [in Russian]. Doklady Rossijskoj Akademii Nauk 393

(1): 83–87.

Shenfil’, V.Yu. [Šenfil’, V.Û.] 1991. The Late Precambrian of the Siberian

Platform [in Russian]. Institut Geologii i Geofiziki, Sibirskoe Otdelenie,

Akademiâ Nauk SSSR, Trudy 790: 1–185.

Shields, G. 1999. Working towards a new stratigraphic calibration scheme

for the Neoproterozoic–Cambrian. Eclogae Geologica Helvética 92:

221–233.

Shishkin, B.B. [Šiškin, B.B.] and Stepanova, M.N. 1978. The Aim Formation

and its palaeontological characteristics [in Russian]. Sibirskij Naučno−

Issledovatel’skij Institut Geologii, Geofiziki i Mineral’nogo Syr’â, Trudy

260: 27–36.

Shu, D.−G., Conway Morris, S., Han, J., Li, Y., Zhang, X.−L., Hua, H.,

Zhang, Z.−F., Liu, J.−N., Guo, J.−F., Yao, Y., and Yasui, K. 2006. Lower

Cambrian vendobionts from China and early diploblast evolution. Sci−

ence 312: 731–734.

Signor, P.W., III, McMenamin, M.A.S., Gevirtzman, D.A., and Mount, J.F.

1983. Two new pre−trilobite faunas from western North America. Na−

ture 303: 415–418.

Signor, P.W., Mount, J.F., and Onken, B.R. 1987. A pre−trilobite small

shelly fauna from the White−Inyo region of eastern California and west−

ern Nevada. Journal of Paleontology 61: 425–438.

Smith, A.G. 2001. Paleomagnetically and tectonically based global maps

for Vendian to mid−Ordovician time. In: A.Yu. Zhuravlev and R. Riding

(eds.), The Ecology of the Cambrian Radiation, 11–46. Columbia Uni−

versity Press, New York.

Sokolov, B.S. 1985. The Vendian System. Historical−geological and palae−

ontological grounds. In: B.S. Sokolov and M.A. Fedonkin (eds.), Vend−

skaâ sistema. Istoriko−geologičeskoe i paleontologičeskoe obosnovanie,

tom 2: Stratigrafiâ i geologičeskie processy, 199–214. Nauka, Moskva.

English translation: The Vendian System, vol. 2: Regional Geology.

Springer, Berlin, 1990.

Sour−Tovar, F., Hagadorn, J.W., and Huitrón−Rubio, T. 2007. Ediacaran

and Cambrian index fossils from Sonora, Mexico. Palaeontology 50:

169–175.

Steiner, M., Li, G., Qian, Y., Zhu, M., and Erdtmann, B.−D. 2007. Neo−

proterozoic to early Cambrian small shelly fossil assemblages and a re−

vised biostratigraphic correlation of the Yangtze Platform (China).

Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology 254: 67–99.

Strauss, H., Grant, S.W.F., Palacios, T., and Vidal, G. 1995. Carbon and sul−

fur isotopes in Neoproterozoic and Early Paleozoic sedimentary rocks

from Central and Northern Spain. In: M.D. Rodríguez Alonso and

G. Alonso Gavilán (eds.), XIII Geological Meeting on the West of the

Iberian Peninsula, Characterization and evolution of the Neoprotero−

zoic–Cambrian Basin on the Iberian Peninsula. Annual IGCP Pro−

ject−319 Meeting: Global Paleogeography in the Upper Precambrian–

Lower Cambrian. Regional IGCP Project−320 Meeting: Neoprotero−

zoic Events and Resources. Post−Conference Field Guide. Neoprotero−

zoic–Lower Cambrian in the Central−Western part of the Iberian Penin−

sula. Spain−Portugal. September, 27–30th. 1995, 163–164. Signo, S.L.,

Salamanca.

Taylor, M.E. 1966. Precambrian mollusc−like fossils from Inyo County,

California. Science 153: 198–201.

Taylor, P.D. and Vinn, O. 2006. Convergent morphology in small spiral

worm tubes (‘Spirorbis’) and its palaeoenvironmental implications.

Journal of the Geological Society, London 163: 225–228.

Taylor, P.D. and Weedon, M.J. 2000. Skeletal ultrastructure and phylogeny

of cyclostome bryozoans. Zoological Journal of the Linnean Society

128: 337–399.

Val’kov, A.K. and Sysoev, V.V. 1970. Cambrian angustiochreids of Siberia

[in Russian]. In: A.K. Bobrov (ed.), Stratigrafiâ i paleontologiâ protero−

zoâ i kembriâ vostoka Sibirskoj platformy, 94–100. Âkutskoe Knižnoe

Izdatel’stvo, Âkutsk.

Valladares, M.I., Ugidos, J.M., Barba, P., Fallik, A.E., and Ellam, R.M. 2006.

Oxygen, carbon and strontium isotope record of Ediacaran carbonates in

Central Iberia (Spain). Precambrian Research 147: 354–365.

Vidal, G., Palacios, T., Gámez−Vintaned, J.A., Díez Balda, M.A., and Grant,

S.W.F. 1994. Neoproterozoic–early Cambrian geology and palaeonto−

logy of Iberia. Geological Magazine 131: 729–765.

Vidal, G., Palacios, T., Moczydłowska, M., and Gubanov, A.P. 1999. Age

constraints from small shelly fossils on the early Cambrian terminal

Cadomian Phase in Iberia. Geologiska Föreningens i Stockholm För−

handlingar 121: 137–143.

Vinn, O. 2005. The tube ultrastructure of serpulids (Annelida, Polychaeta)

Pentaditrupa subtorquata, Cretaceous, and Nogrobs cf. vertebralis, Ju−

rassic, from Germany. Proceedings of the Estonian Academy of Sci−

ences, Geology 54: 260–265.

Vinn, O., ten Hove, H.A., and Mutvei, H. 2008. On the tube ultrastructure

and origin of calcification in sabellids (Annelida, Polychaeta). Palaeon−

tology 51: 295–301.

Vologdin, A.G. and Maslov, A.B. 1960. On a new group of fossil organisms

from the lower Yudoma Formation of the Siberian Platform [in Rus−

sian]. Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR 134: 691–693.

Voronova, L.G. and Missarzhevsky, V.V. [Missarževskij, V.V.] 1969.

Finds of algae and worm tubes in the Cambrian and Precambrian bound−

ary strata on the north of the Siberian Platform [in Russian]. Doklady

Akademii Nauk SSSR 184: 204–210.

Weber, B., Steiner, M., and Zhu, M.−Y. 2007. Precambrian–Cambrian trace

fossils from the Yangtze Platform (South China) and the early evolution

of bilaterian lifestyles. Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeo−

ecology 254: 328–349.

Wood, R.A., Grotzinger, J.P., and Dickson, J.A.D. 2002. Proterozoic modu−

lar biomineralized metazoan from the Nama Group, Namibia. Science

296: 2383–2386.

Wood, R.A., Grotzinger, J., and Dickson, J.A.D. 2005. Neoproterozoic mi−

crobial−metazoan reefs, Nama Basin, Namibia. Geological Society of

America Abstracts with Programs 37 (7): 484.

Xiao, S., Shen, B., Zhou, C., Xie, G., and Yuan, X. 2005. A uniquely pre−

served Ediacaran fossil with direct evidence for a quilted bodyplan.

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of

America 102: 10227–10232.

Yang, J., Sun, W., Wang, Z., Xue, Y., and Tao, X. 1999. Variations in Sr and

C isotopes and Ce anomalies in successions from China: Evidence for

the oxygenation of Neoproterozoic seawater? Precambrian Research

93: 215–233.

Yochelson, E.L. and Herrera, H.E. 1974. Un fósil enigmático del Cámbrico

inferior de Argentina. Ameghiniana 11: 283–294.

Yochelson, E.L. and Stump, E. 1977. Discovery of early Cambrian fossils at

Taylor Nunatak, Antarctica. Journal of Paleontology 51: 872–875.

Zaine, M.F. and Fairchild, T.R. 1987. Novas consideracoes sobre os fosseis

da Formacaõ Tamengo, Grupo Corumba, SW do Brazil. In: Anais X

Congresso Brasileiro de Paleontologia, Rio de Janeiro 1987, 797–807.

Sociedade Brasileira de Paleontologia, Rio de Janeiro.

Zhang, L. and Li, Y. 1991. The Late Sinian vasiform microfossils of Ning−

qiang, Shaanxi Province. Bulletin of Xi'an Institute of Geology and

Mineral Resources, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences 31:

77–86.

http://dx.doi.org/10.4202/app.2010.0074

ZHURAVLEV ET AL.—EDIACARAN SKELETAL FOSSILS FROM SIBERIA AND SPAIN 223

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



Zhang, L.−Y. 1994. A new progress in research on vase−shaped microfossils

from the Dengying Formation of Sinian in southern Shaanxi Province

[in Chinese with English abstract]. Acta Geologica Gansu 3: 1–8.

Zhang, L.−Y. and Hua, H. 2000. Late Sinian tubular shell fossils and their

significance [in Chinese with English abstract]. Acta Palaeontologica

Sinica 39: 326–333.

Zhu, M., Zhang, J., and Yang, A. 2007. Integrated Ediacaran (Sinian)

chronostratigraphy of South China. Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimato−

logy, Palaeoecology 254: 7–67.

Zhu, R., Li, X., Hou, X., Pan, Y., Wang, F., Deng, C., and He, H. 2009.

SIMS U−Pb zircon age of a tuff layer in the Meishucun section, Yunnan,

southwest China: Constraint on the age of the Precambrian–Cambrian

boundary. Science in China, Series D 52: 1385–1392.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. 1993. Were Ediacaran Vendobionta multicellulars? Neues

Jahrbuch für Geologie und Paläontologie, Abhandlungen 190: 299–314.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. [Žuravlev, A.Û.] 2001. On some archaeocyath collec−

tions housed at the Paleontological Institute of the Russian Academy of

Sciences [in Russian]. Paleontologičeskij žurnal 2001 (6): 91–94.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. and Naimark, E.B. 2005. Alpha, beta, or gamma: Numeri−

cal view on the Early Cambrian world. Palaeogeography, Palaeo−

climatology, Palaeoecology 220: 207–225.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. and Riding, R. (eds.) 2001. The Ecology of the Cambrian

Radiation. 526 pp. + i–x. Columbia University Press, New York.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. and Wood, R.A. 1996. Anoxia as the cause of the mid–Early

Cambrian (Botomian) extinction event. Geology 24: 311–314.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu. and Wood, R.A. 2008. Eve of biomineralization: Controls

on skeletal mineralogy. Geology 36: 923–926.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu., Gámez Vintaned, J.A., and Ivantsov, A.Yu. 2009. First

finds of problematic Ediacaran fossil Gaojiashania in Siberia and its or−

igin. Geological Magazine 146: 775–780.

Zhuravlev, A.Yu., Liñán, E., Gámez Vintaned, J.A., Ivantsov, A.Yu.,

Fedorov, A.B., and Diez Álvarez, M.E. 2006. New finds of the oldest

skeletal fossils in the terminal Neoproterozoic of the Siberian Platform

and Spain. In: 21ème Réunion des Sciences de la Terre, Dijon, 04−08

Décembre 2006, Joint Earth Sciences Meeting, 43. Société géologique

de France, Paris.

224 ACTA PALAEONTOLOGICA POLONICA 57 (1), 2012

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Acta-Palaeontologica-Polonica on 17 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use


