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Abstract
New reports of dinosaur tracksites in the Tuchengzi Formation in the newly established

Yanqing Global Geopark, Beijing, China, support previous inferences that the track assem-

blages from this formation are saurischian-dominated. More specifically, the assemblages

appear theropod-dominated, with the majority of well-preserved tracks conforming to the

Grallator type (sensus lato), thus representing relatively small trackmakers. Such ichnofau-

nas supplement the skeletal record from this unit that lacks theropods thus far, proving a

larger diversity of dinosaur faunas in that region. Sauropods are represented by medium to

large sized and narrow and wide-gauge groups, respectively. The latter correspond with

earlier discoveries of titanosauriform skeletons in the same unit. Previous records of ornith-

ischian tracks cannot be positively confirmed. Purported occurrences are re-evaluated

here, the trackways and imprints, except of a single possible specimen, re-assigned to the-

ropods. Palecologically the Tuchengzi ichnofauna is characteristic of semi-arid fluvio-lacus-

trine inland basins with Upper Jurassic-Lower Cretaceous deposits in northern China that

all show assemblages with abundant theropod and sauropod tracks and minor components

of ornithopod, pterosaur and bird tracks.

Introduction
The Middle-Upper Jurassic Yanliao Biota and the Lower Cretaceous Jehol Biota in northeast-
ern China have been the subject of intense palaeontology research for over a decade due to
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exceptionally well-preserved fossils such as feathered dinosaurs, angiosperms, primitive mam-
mals, etc. [1, 2].

There is a large temporal gap between the record of the Yanliao Biota and the Jehol Biota
[3]. This transition period, however, is nearly equivalent to the age of the Tuchengzi (also called
Houcheng) Formation [4]. Thus, the dinosaur fauna of the Tuchengzi Formation has played
an important role in discerning the evolution of regional biotas.

No theropod body fossils have been discovered from the Tuchengzi Formation; the only di-
nosaur body fossils from this unit include the basal ceratopsians Chaoyangsaurus youngi and
Xuanhuaceratops niei [5, 6] and a brachiosaurid sauropod [7]. Therefore, the rich dinosaur
tracks from the Tuchengzi Formation represent a significant additional to the faunal informa-
tion. Dinosaur tracks, primarily those of theropods, are abundant in this unit; the most com-
mon are of the grallatorid morphotype [8–18]. Other less common Tuchengzi Formation
tracks include Therangospodus isp. andMegalosauripus isp., didactylMenglongipus tracks, at-
tributed to Dromaeopodidae [14], the bird track Pullornipes [19] and possible ornithopod
tracks [18].

In July 2011, one of the authors (JZ) visited the Yanqing National Geopark to prepare a
Global Geopark application (accepted as a Global Geopark in fall 2013). During the field expe-
dition, abundant dinosaur tracks were discovered. The preliminary research indicated that
these tracks may comprise thyreophoran, theropod, ornithopod and sauropod tracks [20]. The
sauropod tracks were the first reported from the Tuchengzi Formation. Meanwhile, the Qian-
jiadian ichno-assemblage is also evidence of flourishing dinosaurian faunas in the Beijing area.
Previous evidence of dinosaurs consisted of a fragmentary sauropod rib from the Early Creta-
ceous Lushangfen Formation of Longtou reservoir, Fangshan District [21]. In August to Sep-
tember, 2013 and April 2014, several of the authors of this paper investigated the Qianjiadian
tracksite. Here we present a detailed description of these tracks.

Distribution of Track Sites
The Qianjiadian tracksites are situated in the geographical center of the Qianjiadian zone, with-
in the Yanqing Global Geopark in the northern part of Yanqing (Fig 1). The Qianjiadian zone
is located in the east of the Geopark, along the Baihe River valley, comprising an area of 108.63
km2. The following track-bearing locations are known from this area:

Qianjiadian Tracksite I (QJDI, GPS: 40°40'17.07"N, 116°18'47.66"E) which is divided into
upper and lower layers. Tracks described by Zhang et al. (2012) are mostly from the lower layer
(QJDILL). The tracks from the upper layer (QJDIUL) had not been documented until 2013. At
this time they were made accessible for study by several of the present authors by the use of
ropes and rock climbing equipment.

Qianjiadian Tracksite II (QJDII, GPS: 40°40'18.89"N, 116°18'51.12"E) east of Tracksite I, ap-
proximately 100 m away. Tracksite II mostly contains seriously-weathered sauropod tracks.
No distinct trackway was observed.

Qianjiadian Tracksite III (QJDIII, GPS: 40°40'11.62"N, 116°18'39.18"E) west of Tracksite I,
approximately 260 m away. Tracksite III mostly contains undertracks that include about 70
sauropod undertracks and one single theropod undertrack. No distinct trackway was observed.

Qianjiadian Tracksite IV (QJDIV, GPS: 40°40'15.15"N, 116°18'43.90"E) west of Tracksite I,
approximately 106 m away. Tracksite IV contains dozens of sauropod undertracks.

Qianjiadian Tracksite V and VI (QJDV, GPS: 40°40'8.89"N, 116°18'35.10"E; QJDVI, GPS:
40°40'8.05"N, 116°18'33.02"E) west of Tracksite I, approximately 442 m away. Tracksites V and
VI contain dozens of sauropod undertracks.
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Qianjiadian Tracksite VII (QJDVII, GPS: 40°40'20.67"N, 116°18'53.62"E) east of Tracksite I,
approximately 180 m away. Tracksite VII contains four sauropod undertracks.

The Shicaogou tracksite (SCG, GPS: 40°39'25.62"N, 116°18'13.08"E) southwest of Tracksite
I. The linear distance is approximately 2 km. The tracksite contains a few sauropod and thero-
pod tracks, abundant ripple marks and invertebrate trails.

The Changshouling tracksite (CSL, GPS: 40°41'2.30"N, 116°19'16.53"E) northeast of Track-
site I. The linear distance is approximately 1.5 km. The tracksite contains a few sauropod and
theropod tracks.

Fig 1. Map and satellite image showing the location of dinosaur tracksites in the Yanqing Global Geopark, Yanqing County, Beijing City, China.
QJD = Qianjiadian tracksites I–VI; SCG = Shicaogou tracksite; CSL = Changshouling tracksite.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g001
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Geological Setting

1 The Tuchengzi Formation of Yanqing
A series of rift basins developed in the late Mesozoic in northeastern China where volcanism
was frequent, such as the Qianjiadian Basin [22]. As an important basin at that time, the depos-
its of the Tuchengzi Formation mostly accumulated in the Yinshan-Yanshan area around the
present northern border of North China, where they then comprised a sequence of typical ter-
restrial strata formed in an arid and hot environment [22].

In the northern area of Beijing, the Tuchengzi Formation is distributed in the middle-north
of Yanqing and exhibits an angular unconformity contact with the Tiaojishan Formation
(Upper Jurassic). The Tuchengzi Formation of the Qianjiadian Basin area is completely ex-
posed and can be divided into four members: the First and Second Members belong to the
Upper Jurassic, the Third Member located at the boundary of the Upper Jurassic-Lower Creta-
ceous, and the Fourth Member belonging to the Lower Cretaceous [23]) (Fig 2).

The Qianjiadian tracksite is situated in the upper part of Third Member of the Tuchengzi
Formation [20]. The Third Member of the Tuchengzi Formation is a set of purple, greyish-
green fluvial facies deposits, dominated by polymictic conglomerate and tuffaceous sandstone,
overlain by purple, grayish-green sandstone, siltstone and mudstone. During the deposits of
the Tuchengzi Formation, different intensities of volcanic activity affected the basin and creat-
ed multilayer basic and acidic volcanic rock intercalations of the strata [24]. The major rock
types containing tracks are sandstone and sedimentary tuff, among which the lithology of the
lower layer of Tracksite I is middle-fine feldspathic litharenite sandstone and the upper layer is
tuffaceous sediment. The lithology of Tracksite II is fine, feldspathic, litharenite sandstone con-
taining silt. The analysis of the granularity of the sedimentary rocks indicates that the sedimen-
tary environment represented by the local strata preserving tracks was a lakeshore setting with
volcanic debris [24]. From Tracksite II to the upper layer of Tracksite I, the contents of tuff in
rocks increase from 5% to 85%, which indicates gradually stronger volcanism [24].

2 Age of the Tuchengzi Formation
According to isotope dating analysis, there are two ages proposed for the Tuchengzi Forma-
tion: 1, Late Jurassic (e.g. [25], [26]); 2, Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous (e.g. [22], [27], [28]).
The updated Zircon SHRIMP U-Pb dating indicates that the age of the Tuchengzi Formation
is 154–137 Ma, from the Late Jurassic Kimmeridgian–Tithonian to the Early Cretaceous
Valanginian [4]. The Third Member of the Tuchengzi Formation is situated at the boundary of
the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous; however, no further dating data have been provided. The
age of the Tuchengzi Formation is herein tentatively considered to be close to the Jurassic–
Cretaceous boundary.

3 Paleoenvironment
The sedimentary environment of the Tuchengzi Formation is fluvial-lacustrine [23]. Charac-
teristic structures include horizontal bedding, mud cracks and incomplete cross bedding. Based
on ripple marks, mud cracks and particle size analysis, He [24] considered the Qianjiadian
tracksites to represent a shallow-water nearshore deposition. The sedimentary characters of the
Upper Jurassic-Lower Cretaceous Tuchengzi Formation in Northern Hebei–Western Liaoning
indicate semiarid-arid tropical climate conditions typical of southern Asia [29].

Body fossils document insects, bivalves, conchostracans, fish, and gymnosperms, Abundant
invertebrate traces were preserved on the purple sandstones of the Third Member of the
Tuchengzi Formation, which include cf.Monocraterion isp. and Scoyenia isp. [24], with the
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Fig 2. Stratigraphic section of the Tuchengzi Formation and Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary strata as logged at the Qianjiadian tracksites with the
position of the track-bearing levels.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g002
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diameter of the former measuring up to 5 mm. Scoyenia isp. preserves irregular rope-like orna-
mentations on the surface, ranging approximately 2–10 mm in diameter, and the interior bur-
row showing a backfilling structure. The fillings are muddy deposits from the layer overlying
the bioturbated substrate. Scoyenia isp. is a typical representative of continental facies [30], and
is often associated with vertebrate tracks, as observed at several tracksites in China, such as
Jimo, Shandong Province [31].

The Second Member of the Tuchengzi Formation at Xiadelongwan Village, Qianjiadian
Town, Yanqing County yields much silicified wood, including Xenoxylon latiporosum, Neoca-
lamites sp., Zamites sp. [32], Scotoxylon yanqingense [33]; Protopiceoxylon extinctum, Cupressi-
noxylon fujeni [34], [35], [36]. The track area in the Second Member—contains the largest
silicified wood flora in North China, all preserved in situ. This suggests that the region was
heavily forested during the Late Jurassic. However, no fossil plant material has yet been found
in the Third Member of the Tuchengzi Formation.

Materials and Methods
No permits were required to conduct this study. In 2011, researchers used ladders and mechan-
ical devices (“cherry pickers”) to access the tracksite. In 2013, due to the steepness of the bed-
ding planes (dips range 46°–50°, as the top layer of the tracksite was more steep than the lower
layer) at tracksites IU, II and III, it was necessary to access the track-bearing surfaces using stat-
ic climbing ropes and safety harnesses. In order to make accurate maps, tracks were photo-
graphed, outlined in chalk, and traced on large sheets of transparent acetate plastic.
Videotaping was employed to convert the full size (377 m2) tracing maps to a digital format. In
addition, a representative area of well-preserved tracks was mapped manually using a chalk
grid. Several latex molds (including one of the complete lower surface of Qianjiadian Tracksite
I) of representative tracks were made. Detailed tracings of selected individual tracks were made
on transparent acetate film, reposited at the University of Colorado (CU). Latex molds, plaster
replicas, and most tracings are reposited in the Yanqing Global Geopark, Beijing, China and in
the University of Colorado Museum of Natural History collections, Boulder, USA. 3D images
of selected tracks were obtained by processing photographs taken with a Canon EOS 70D in
Agisoft Photoscan Professional (v 1.0.4). Figures with vertical scale in colour were produced by
Cloud Compare (version 2.5.3).

For the trackways of sauropods, gauge (trackway width) was quantified for pes and manus
tracks using the ratio between the width of the angulation pattern of the pes (WAP) or manus
(WAM) and the pes length (P’TL) or manus width (M’TW), respectively [37], [38]. The
(WAP/P’TL)-ratio and (WAM/M’TW)-ratio were calculated from pace and stride length, as-
suming that the width of the angulation pattern intersects the stride at less than a right angle
and at the approximate midpoint of the stride [37]. If the (WAP/P’TL)-ratio equals 1.0, the pes
tracks are likely to touch the trackway midline. If the ratio is smaller than 1.0, tracks intersect
the trackway midline, and are considered to be narrow-gauge (see [39]). A value of 1.0 sepa-
rates narrow-gauge from medium-gauge trackways, whereas the value 1.2 is arbitrarily fixed
between medium-gauge and wide-gauge trackways, and trackways with a value higher than 2.0
are considered to be very wide-gauge [37]. All measuring methods are explained in Fig 3.

For speed calculations from theropod trackways we used the formula of Alexander [40]:
v = 0.25g0.5. SL1.67. h-1.17, where g = gravitational acceleration in m/sec, SL = stride length, and
h = hip height—estimated as 4.5 and 4.9 times foot length, using the ratio for small and large
theropods proposed by Thulborn [41]. While McCrea et al. [42] were able to determine a spe-
cific calculation based on a known track-maker, Thulborn’s (1990) equation [41] is the most
applicable in this case as there is a lack of body fossils of theropods that could be potential

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 6 / 34



track-makers for the Qianjiadian tracks in China [20]. The relative stride length (SL/h) may be
used to determine whether the animal is walking (SL/h< = 2.0), trotting (2<SL/h<2.9), or run-
ning (SL/h> = 2.9) [40], [41]).

Qijiadian Tracksites, Yanqing County

1. Theropod tracks
1.1. Descriptions and ichnotaxonomic inferences. At the QJDILL site (Fig 4), a trackway

consisting of two consecutive tracks (catalogued as T1) and one isolated track (TI1) were

Fig 3. Methods of footprint and trackwaymeasurements used in this study. A, theropod trackway; B and C, sauropod trackways.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g003
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discovered, including a moderately well-preserved imprint represented by mold and replica
UCM 214.278. QJDIUL (Figs 5 and 6) reveals ~100 tracks, including 12 trackways (catalogued
as T1–5, 8, 10, 12–16, total 60 tracks), and 40 isolated tracks. All original specimens remain in
the Geopark.

Fig 4. Photograph (A) and interpretative outline drawing (B) of scattered sauropod, theropod and ornithopod tracks at Qianjiadian tracksite IL.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g004
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According to Olsen [43], Weems [44], and Lockley [45], theropod tracks can be differentiat-
ed on the basis of mesaxony: i.e., the degree to which the central digit (III) protrudes anteriorly
beyond the medial (II) and lateral (IV) digits. Carrano and Wilson [46] support the identifica-
tion of track-makers based primarily on skeletal structures preserved within ichnites.

Carrano and Wilson [46] provide lists of synapomorphies of different dinosaur clades that
could possibly be reflected in their fossilized footprints. Some of the Yanqing tracks were pro-
duced by functionally tridactyl track-makers possessing claws, characteristics consistent with
the assignment to Theropoda. However, Farlow et al. [47] and McCrea et al. [42] have recently
commented on the utility and the drawbacks of this method of track-maker identification. As
the majority of currently known synapomorphies were present in anatomical areas other than
the feet, their use in the identification of track-makers is greatly limited. Fossil footprints were
produced by feet that possessed muscles, tendons and integument, which likely masked some
osteological features. Footprints are reflections of soft tissue anatomy not generally preserved
as body fossils, and thus are potentially useful for establishing new synapomorphies.

The theropod tracks at Yanqing tracksite can be divided into two morphologies: Morpho-
type A and B; the former is represented by three different track sizes, the latter by two different
track sizes.

Morphotype A (Figs 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, Table 1)—Morphotype A consists of thirty-five natural
molds cataloged as QJDIUL-T1, T2, T5, T8, T12, T13, and T14 trackways, which preserved 3,

Fig 5. Photograph of Qianjiadian tracksite IU.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g005
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Fig 6. Interpretative outline drawing of track-bearing level at Qianjiadian tracksite IU with trackways and isolated tracks of large sauropods,
medium-sized sauropods and theropods.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g006
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Fig 7. Interpretative outline drawings of theropod tracks at Qianjiadian tracksite IU.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g007
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2, 2, 11, 10, 4, and 3 tracks, respectively, and ten isolated natural molds TI1–5, 7, 9, 16, 17 and
24.

These tracks are divided into small (length 5.5 cm), medium-sized (length ~11–20 cm) and
large (length 26–30 cm) tridactyl tracks, with an average TL/TW ratio of 1.5. Morphotype A is
characterized by weak to moderate mesaxony (average 0.51, ranges between 0.33 to 0.56,
N = 37), which is typical for footprints of the ichno- or morphofamily Eubrontidae Lull 1904
[48].

Morphotype A resembles the classic theropod footprint genera Eubrontes, Anchisauripus
and Grallator from the Late Triassic-Early Jurassic, but it commonly has a wider divarication
of digits II–IV (average 58°) compared with Eubrontes (10°–40°) [49]. The average pace angu-
lation is 172°.

The best-preserved track of Morphotype A is QJDIUL-T12R1 (Figs 7, 8A and 8B). It is a tri-
dactyl right pes imprint with a TL/TW ratio of 1.5. Digit II is robust and the shortest, digit IV
is the longest. Each digit terminates in a sharp claw mark. Digits II, III and IV have 2, 3, and 3
phalangeal pads, respectively. The borders of the digital pads and metatarsophalangeal pad of
digit IV are indistinct. The divarication between digits II and III (36°) is larger than that be-
tween digits III and IV (25°). The metatarsophalangeal pad is well-developed, located at the
proximal end of the long-axis of digit III.

Fig 8. Photograph and interpretative outline drawings of theropod tracks (A–D, F–H) and possible ornithopod track (I–J) at Qianjiadian tracksites
IL and IU. (E). 3D model of theropod track QJDIUL-TI12 in C–D.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g008
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Table 1. Measurements (in cm) of tridactyl tracks from the Qianjiadian tracksites, Yanqing, Beijing, China.

Number TL TW II-IV PL SL PA M L/W

QJDILL-O1L1 13.8 11.0 61° 59.1 — — 0.31 1.3

QJDILL-O1R2 — 12.5 — — — — —

QJDILL-T1L1 >13.5 9.5 — 88.0 — — 0.55 —

QJDILL-T1R1 15.5 8.0 44° — — — 0.65 1.9

QJDIUL-T1L1 14.5 11.0 63° 74.0 152.5 175° 0.48 1.3

QJDIUL-T1R1 16.0 11.0 56° 78.0 — — 0.46 1.5

QJDIUL-T1L2 16.5 9.5 45° — — — 0.70 1.7

Mean 15.7 10.5 55° 76.0 152.5 — 0.55 1.5

QJDIUL-T2L1 15.5 11.0 59° 51.0 98.5 177° 0.58 1.4

QJDIUL-T2R1 14.5 10.0 59° 47.5 — — 0.52 1.5

QJDIUL-T2L2 — — — — — — — —

Mean 15.0 10.5 59° 49.3 98.5 177° 0.55 1.5

QJDIUL-T3R1 — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-T3L1 17.0 10.5 52° 88.5 185.5 174° 0.60 1.6

QJDIUL-T3R2 — — 97.0 — — — —

QJDIUL-T3L2 14.0 10.0 54° — — — 0.45 1.4

QJDIUL-T3R3 15.0 8.0 50° — — — 0.85 1.9

Mean 15.3 9.5 52° 92.8 185.5 174° 0.63 1.6

QJDIUL-T4R1 11.5 13.5 89° 99.5 — 178° 0.28 0.9

QJDIUL-T4L1 16.0 9.0 43° — — — 0.63 1.8

QJDIUL-T4R2 15.0 9.5 46° 92.5 187.0 179° 0.51 1.6

QJDIUL-T4L2 14.0 9.0 59° 94.5 180.0 179° 0.67 1.6

QJDIUL-T4R3 18.0 10 45° 85.0 — — 0.59 1.8

QJDIUL-T4L3 14.5 9.5 59° — — — 0.73 1.5

QJDIUL-T4R4 16.0 9.0 43° 94.0 191.5 180° 0.65 1.8

QJDIUL-T4L4 16.0 7.0 39° 98.5 — — 0.97 2.3

QJDIUL-T4R5 16.0 7.5 39° — — — 0.78 2.1

QJDIUL-T4L5 15.5 8.5 55° — — — 0.86 1.8

Mean 15.3 9.3 52° 94.0 186.2 179° 0.67 1.7

QJDIUL-T5L1 20.5 13.0 46° 92.5 — — 0.48 1.6

QJDIUL-T5R1 — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-T8L1 10.5 10.0 81° 64.0 128.0 175° 0.48 1.1

QJDIUL-T8R1 12.0 9.0 74° 64.0 — — 0.57 1.3

QJDIUL-T8L2 12.0 11.0 62° — — — 0.38 1.1

QJDIUL-T8R4 12.0 9.5 66° 65.0 126.0 172° 0.50 1.3

QJDIUL-T8L4 12.0 12.0 80° 61.0 122.0 177° 0.48 1.0

QJDIUL-T8R5 11.0 9.0 66° 61.0 122.0 177° 0.55 1.2

QJDIUL-T8L5 10.0 9.0 70° 62.0 126.0 180° 0.51 1.1

QJDIUL-T8R6 10.5 8.0 68° 64.5 127.5 176° 0.58 1.3

QJDIUL-T8L6 12.0 11.0 82° 63.0 — — 0.55 1.1

QJDIUL-T8R7 11.0 10.0 65° — 124.0 — — 1.1

QJDIUL-T8L7 — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-T8R8 11.5 9.5 66° — — — 0.50 1.2

Mean 11.3 9.8 71° 63.1 125.1 176° 0.51 1.2

QJDIUL-T10L1 — 8.5 — 86.0 163.5 176° — —

QJDIUL-T10R1 17.0 9.0 46° 78.0 149.0 178° 0.64 1.9

QJDIUL-T10L2 18.5 11.0 47° 70.5 — — 0.70 1.7

(Continued)
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Table 1. (Continued)

Number TL TW II-IV PL SL PA M L/W

QJDIUL-T10R2 16.5 8.5 51° — — — 0.76 1.9

Mean 17.3 9.3 48° 78.2 156.3 177° 0.70 1.8

QJDIUL-T12R1 14.5 9.5 61° 92.0 187.0 177° 0.40 1.5

QJDIUL-T12L1 15.5 11.0 56° 95.0 — — 0.44 1.4

QJDIUL-T12R2 16.0 9.5 52° — 184.0 — 0.73 1.7

QJDIUL-T12L2 — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-T12R3 — 9.0 — 91.0 183.0 177° 0.52 —

QJDIUL-T12L3 16.0 10.5 — 92.0 — — 0.52 1.5

QJDIUL-T12R4 11.0 10.0 — — 189.0 — — 1.1

QJDIUL-T12L4 — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-T12R5 14.5 11.5 59° 92.0 186.0 179° 0.58 1.3

QJDIUL-T12L5 13.0 10.0 62° 93.5 188.0 180° 0.57 1.3

QJDIUL-T12R6 14.5 10.0 50° 94.0 — — 0.52 1.5

QJDIUL-T12L6 >13.0 11.0 — — — — — —

Mean 14.2 10.2 57° 92.8 186.2 178° 0.54 1.4

QJDIUL-T13L1 16.0 9.5 49° 83.0 160.0 177° 0.64 1.7

QJDIUL-T13R1 16.0 11.5 57° 79.0 160.0 179° 0.43 1.4

QJDIUL-T13L2 >11.0 11.5 — 81.0 — — — —

QJDIUL-T13R2 >10.5 — — — — — — —

Mean 16.0 10.8 53° 81.0 160.0 178° 0.54 1.6

QJDIUL-T14R1 15.0 10.0 51° 52.0 103.0 153° 0.61 1.5

QJDIUL-T14L1 13.0 11.5 78° 53.0 — — 0.43 1.1

QJDIUL-T14R2 13.0 8.0 — — — — — 1.6

Mean 13.7 9.8 65° 52.5 103.0 153° 0.52 1.4

QJDIUL-T15L1 18.0 8.0 39° 68.5 131.5 177° 0.79 2.3

QJDIUL-T15R1 17.0 9.0 50° 63.0 — — 0.80 1.9

QJDIUL-T15L2 15.5 8.0 41° — — — 0.72 1.9

Mean 16.8 8.3 43° 65.8 131.5 177° 0.77 2.0

QJDIUL-T16L1 17.0 9.5 48° 90.0 — — 0.75 1.8

QJDIUL-T16R1 15.0 9.5 52° — — — 0.60 1.6

Mean 16.0 9.5 50° 90.0 — — 0.68 1.7

QJDILL-TI1 18.5 13.2 55° — — — 0.48 1.4

QJDIUL-TI2 26.0 17.0 52° — — — 0.53 1.5

QJDIUL-TI3 13.0 8.5 41° — — — 0.37 1.5

QJDIUL-TI4 >30.0 28.0 — — — — 0.51 —

QJDIUL-TI5 5.5 5.0 73° — — — 0.42 1.1

QJDIUL-TI6 20.0 11.0 40° — — — — 1.8

QJDIUL-TI7 11.5 11.0 75° — — — 0.33 1.0

QJDIUL-TI8 28.5 17.0 57° — — — 0.67 1.7

QJDIUL-TI9 12.5 10.0 78° — — — 0.52 1.3

QJDIUL-TI10 18.0 9.0 44° — — — 0.84 2.0

QJDIUL-TI11 17.5 8.0 43° — — — 0.79 2.2

QJDIUL-TI12 20.0 10.0 42° — — — 0.89 2.0

QJDIUL-TI15 12.0 10.0 — — — — — 1.2

QJDIUL-TI16 14.0 10.5 60° — — — 0.53 1.3

QJDIUL-TI17 17.5 10.5 42° — — — 0.56 1.7

QJDIUL-TI18 17.5 11.0 62° — — — 0.70 1.6

(Continued)
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Morphotype A track QJDILL-TI1 (Fig 8H) was incompletely exposed. It was originally at-
tributed to ornithopod track-makers based on the blunt, rounded digits [20]. After further
preparation, the track is considered here to be of theropod affinity. The stout digital prints are
probably caused by preservation in soft sediments [50].

At the Qianjiadian tracksites, the largest theropod track is QJDIUL-TI4 (Fig 7). It is poorly-
preserved and lacks the posterior region. However, the imprint is at least 30 cm in length. The
three claw marks are sharp. Another incomplete large track (QJDIUL-TI4.2) is located along
the same axis as TI4, with an interval of approximately 2 m. Presumably it is the ipsilateral
track constituting one single stride along with TI4. The smallest theropod track is QJDIUL-TI5
(Fig 7) with a length of 5.5 cm, with a wide divarication of digits II–IV (73°), and consistent
with T12R1 in morphology. TI5 and another incomplete small track (QJDIUL-TI5.2–5) might
constitute one single pace; the interval is 24 cm.

T8 is a trackway of a small-sized individual with a mean pes length of 11.3 cm. Compared
with other Morphotype A tracks, the mean TL/TW ratio (1.2) is lower, the mean digits II–IV
divarication (71°) is wider, but the trackways are seriously weathered. The mean mesaxony is
0.51, which is similar to Morphotype A. The lower TL/TW ratio and wider divarication are
probably characteristics of juvenile trackmakers of Morphotype A.

Based on a bivariate analysis of the TL/TW ratio vs. AT (anterior triangle length-width
ratio) of the Qianjiadian theropod tracks and other tridactyl theropod ichnotaxa [45], a natural
break in at mesaxony 0.56 (Fig 9) was identified.

Morphotype A is similar to the type specimens of Eubrontes [44] and Chinese Eubrontes
type tracks [45]. Most of the coelurosaur tracks have lower mesaxony (0.30–0.38). However,
most Morphotype A tracks (except TI4) are smaller than typical Eubrontes type tracks (>25
cm; [49]) in size. In addition, all Morphotype A tracks lack discernable digit II metatarsopha-
langeal pads. Thus, Morphotype A are herein tentatively attributed to cf. Eubrontes.

Morphotype B (Figs 4, 7, 8 and Table 1) consists of thirty-six natural molds cataloged as
QJDILL-T1, QJDIUL-T3, T4, T10, T15, and T16 trackways, preserving 2, 4, 10, 4, 3, and 2
tracks respectively, and eleven isolated natural molds: TI6, 8, 10, 11, 12, 15, 18, 20–23.

These tracks are divided into medium-sized (length ~12–20 cm) and large-sized (length
28.5 cm) tridactyl tracks, with an average TL/TW ratio of 1.7. The divarication of digits II–IV
of Morphotype B is also smaller (average 49°) than in Morphotype A. The average pace angula-
tion is 177°. Morphotype B is characterized by stronger mesaxony (average 0.69, ranges be-
tween 0.59 to 0.97, N = 26) compared with Morphotype A, which is more close to the ichno- or
morphofamily Grallatoridae Lull 1904 [48].

Table 1. (Continued)

Number TL TW II-IV PL SL PA M L/W

QJDIUL-TI20 15.0 9.5 47° — — — 0.66 1.6

QJDIUL-TI21 13.0 9.0 57° — — — 0.60 1.4

QJDIUL-TI22 12.0 8.5 55° — — — — 1.4

QJDIUL-TI23 17.5 — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-TI24 13.0 10.5 68° — — — 0.44 1.2

SCG-TI1 10.8 5.3 27° — — — — 2.0

CSL-TI1 28.0 20.3 61° — — — 0.46 1.4

Abbreviations: TL: Track length; TW: Track width (measured as the distance between the tips of digits II and IV); II-IV: angle between digits II and IV; PL:

Pace length; SL: Stride length; PA: Pace angulation; M: Mesaxony; L/W: Track length/track width.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.t001
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Among these tracks the best-preserved is QJDIUL-TI12 (Fig 8C–8E) It is a tridactyl left pes,
with a TL/TW ratio of 2 and stronger mesaxony (0.89). Digit II is the shortest and, digits III
and IV are almost equal in length. Each digit has a sharp claw mark. Digits II and III have 2
and 3 phalangeal pads respectively. The borders of the digital pads of digit IV are indistinct.
The divarication between digits II and III (19°) is smaller than that between digits III and IV
(23°). The metatarsophalangeal pad of digit IV is developed close to the axis of digit III.

The largest track of Morphotype B is QJDIUL-TI8 (Fig 7), which is 28.5 cm in length and
similar to TI12 in morphology, whereas the mesaxony (0.67) is weaker. Other Morphotype B
tracks are smaller, not longer than 20 cm. TI8 is presumed as an extramorphological variation
of comparably larger tracks of Morphotype A.

Morphotype B tracks are similar to other Grallator type tracks reported from China (Lock-
ley, 2009: Fig 8 [45]); however, the mesaxony is weaker than reported for the North American
Grallator [49]. Although the small sample size makes it difficult to identify systematic features,
Morphotype B are herein referred to Grallator isp.

1.2 Comparisons and discussion. There have been at least nine tracksites yielding thero-
pod tracks from the Tuchengzi Formation, many of which are similar to the Qianjiadian
theropod tracks.

Fig 9. Bivariate analysis of the length/width ratio vs. AT (anterior triangle length-width ratio) of Qianjiadian theropod tracks and other tridactyl
theropod ichnotaxa [45].

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g009
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Sijiazi tracksites, Yangshan area, Liaoning Province [8], [9], [10], [51], [12]. Yabe et al. [8]
described the footprints as a new ichnogenus and ichnospecies Jeholosauripus ssatoi. However,
Jeholosauripus was considered a junior synonym of Grallator by Zhen et al. [51]. There are
nearly 4000 tracks with lengths ranging between 7–12 cm [8], [51], and their orientations are
relatively consistent. Matsukawa et al. [12] illustrated the track distribution at several sites in
the Sijiazi tracksite complex where they mapped more than 1000 tracks, and provided detailed
illustrations of four tracks ([12]: Fig 2). The mean TL/TW ratio of the four well-preserved
tracks is 1.7 (between 1.6 to 1.8, N = 4), the mean TL/TW ratio of the anterior triangle is 0.71
(ranges between 0.63 to 0.75, N = 4). This stronger mesaxony resembles Qianjiadian Morpho-
type B, and both are identified here as Grallator isp.

Sijiaban tracksite I, Nanbajiazi (Nan Pachazu) Township, near Beipiao City, Liaoning Prov-
ince (Fujita et al., 2007). Fujita et al. (2007) distinguished three different size classes: Type A has
an average length of 4.5 cm (over 100 tracks), Type B has an average length of 13.4 cm (three
tracks), and Type C has an average length of 16.7 cm (14 tracks). Walking orientations of the
various types are relatively consistent [13]. For B1 and C14 ([13]: Fig 6), which are well-pre-
served specimens of Grallator, the TL/TW ratio ranges between 1.7 and 1.8, and the AT ranges
between 0.5 and 0.55. These characteristics fall in between Qianjiadian Morphotype A and B,
with a mesaxony similar to Morphotype A and the TL/TW ratio similar to Morphotype B.
However, both B1 and C14 have a distinctive, relatively swollen metatarsophalangeal region,
positioned in line with the long axis of digit III, which makes B1 and C14 more similar to Jia-
lingpus [18] than Grallator [18].

Sijiaban tracksite II, Nanbajiazi County, near Beipiao City, Liaoning Province [11]. Zhang
et al. [11] divided the tracks into three size classes: 1–10 cm (eight tracks), 10–20 cm (30
tracks), and 20–30 cm (nine tracks). The walking orientations of the tracks are consistent
across all three size ranges but no detailed descriptions were provided by Zhang et al. [11].

Kangjiatun tracksite near Kangjiatun Village, Beipiao City, Liaoning Province [19]. The
Kangjiatun tracksite is dominated by bird tracks. The bird tracks are attributed to Pullornipes
aureus, Aquatilavipes or cf. Aquatilavipes. Grallator type tracks were not described in detail.

Shibanwo tracksite, Majiagou village, Chengde city, Hebei Province [52], [12]. Young [52]
described these footprints as Jeholosauripus ssatoi. J. ssatoi should be attributed to Grallator
ssatoi [51]. Matsukawa et al. [12] considered the tracks from this site to belong to theropods,
hypsilophodontids, and birds (Aquatilavipes).

Nanshuangmiao tracksite in Chengde County, northern Hebei Province [15]. Tracks from
this site (all in all nine imprints) are poorly-preserved. No discernable trackways have been ob-
served. Among these, eight tracks range between 12.3 cm and 18.5 cm in length. The largest
track is 28.8 cm in length. Sullivan et al. [15] assigned the material to Anchisauripus, however,
it is insufficient for a confident identification. The AT is 1.00 (IVPP VC 15815 G) and 0.63
(IVPP VC 15815 B and F). Presumably it represents two different morphologies of theropod
tracks, as inferred for the Qianjiadian tracksite, and possibly two different ichnospecies [18].

Siliang tracksite, Chicheng County, Hebei Province [14], [17]. Most Grallator type tracks
from the Nijiagou area are poorly-preserved. They have an average length of 20 cm (roughly 40
tracks). In addition the inferred deinonychosaurian tracksMenglongipus and two indistinct
larger theropod tracks with lengths of 59 cm and 63 cm were also discovered at the Silang site
[14]: see Lockley et al. [53] for further discussion of the range of variation in
deinonychosaurian tracks.

Luofengpo tracksite, Chicheng County, Hebei Province [16]. Xing et al. [16] described 169
theropod tracks from the Luofengpo tracksite, among which 163 well-preserved tracks were as-
signed to Therangospodus isp., and one large-sized track toMegalosauripus isp. The Therangos-
podus assignment was based on the morphology: medium-sized (averaging 28 cm in length),
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elongate, asymmetric theropod tracks with coalesced, elongate, oval digital pads that are not
subdivided into discrete phalangeal pads, and with an AT of 0.55 [54], [18]. However, based on
Iberian Range (Spain) Therangospodus oncalensismaterials, Castanera et al. [55] suggested that
the producer of the tracks from Spain was an ornithopod rather than a theropod. However,
these authors acknowledge that the type of Therangospodus (T. pandemicus) from the Upper
Jurassic of Utah is definitively theropodan. It indicates that the Chinese materials, which were
assigned to Therangospodus, need to be re-considered in the light of our changing view of vari-
ation within the ichnogenus and its stratigraphic range. The Luofengpo tracks can be attributed
to theropods based on the sharp claw mark, the pad formula 0-2-3-4-0, and the nearly straight-
line trackway. Taking the best-preserved LF 1 as an example, the track has a TL/TW ratio of
1.3 and AT of 0.54. These characteristics are similar to the Qianjiadian Morphotype A and sug-
gest that both probably belong to the same ichnogenus.

Shangyi tracksite, Zhangjiakou City, Hebei Province [18]. Xing et al. [18] assigned fifty-four
Shangyi theropod tracks to Therangospodus isp., and fifteen tracks with a low TL/TW ratio
(1.2–1.3) to cf. Ornithopoda. For the Shangyi theropod tracks, the mean TL/TW ratio is 1.7
(N = 38), and the AT is 0.69 (N = 36), which is close to Qianjiadian Morphotype B. The
Shangyi theropod tracks also lack a developed metatarsophalangeal region. This is similar to
the condition seen in the Qianjiadian Morphotype B. However, most Shangyi theropod tracks
are stouter than Qianjiadian Morphotype B, which probably suggests the morphological differ-
ence in the pes of Grallator type trackmakers.

In addition, a few Grallator isp. were discovered in the Yixian Formation of the Sihetun
tracksite [14]. The size of tracks at the Sihetun site (13–15.5 cm) and the high mesaxony are
similar to Qianjiadian Morphotype B. Both have a relatively wide divarication (mean 53° and
49° in Morphotype B, respectively), that suggests that the local theropod tracks are consistent
in morphology during the Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous.

Based on TL/TW ratio and mesaxony, there are at least two types of theropod tracks
(Eubrontes type and Grallator type) representing tendencies towards a polarity between the
wider and narrow morphotypes. Additionally, there are also some tracks in between the two
types. The theropod tracks have a wide divarication (generally larger than 40°), commonly
larger than typical Grallator tracks in North America (10°–30°). However, currently-discovered
Grallator tracks from the Early Jurassic from southwest China also have a wide divarication,
such as Grallator microiscus [56]. Generally, Grallator type tracks from China show a wider di-
varication that could be due to differences of the pes anatomy based on regional differences be-
tween China and North America, to different preservation, or provincial ichnotaxonomy
pertaining to the actual material studied. There is diversity in the sizes of tracks discovered
within the same areas. These tracks may be similar in morphology, but it does not necessarily
suggest different ontogenetic ages of the same trackmaker. Considering that the evidence for
the radiation of theropods in northeastern China is first recognized near the Middle Jurassic-
Upper Jurassic boundary [57, 58](Hu et al., 2009; Xu et al., 2010), and there are diverse thero-
pod associations in the Yixian Formation, consisting of compsognathids, dromaeosaurids,
troodontids, oviraptorosaurs, therizinosauroids and tyrannosauroids [59], this diversity is
more likely the result of various trackmaking species. Xing et al. [14] proposed that the foot
morphology capable of producing Grallator tracks may therefore have been widely distributed
in small–medium sized theropods (other than dromaeosaurids and troodontids) from the Yix-
ian Formation.

Eubrontes, together with Grallator, Kayentapus and Anomoepus, are typical components of
the Lower Jurassic ichno-associations from North America [60], [49]. However, in China, they
occur not only in Lower Jurassic formations, but also in Middle and even Upper Jurassic and
Lower Cretaceous strata (see [12] for comment on the high proportion of theropod tracks in
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the Cretaceous of China). Thus, theropod tracks from the Jurassic of China presently cannot
be used for detailed biostratigraphic purposes [61]. Given the broad stratigraphic interval in
which Eubrontes and Grallator isp. tracks occur in China, the Tuchengzi Formation tracks are
not conclusive evidence to determine whether the stratum are Upper Jurassic or Lower
Cretaceous.

2 Sauropod tracks
2.1 Descriptions and ichnotaxonomic inferences. At QJDILL (Fig 4) there are two partial

trackway segments of ambiguous configuration (Figs 4 and 10): S1(two pairs of manus and pes
prints), and S2 (two pes prints and three manus prints), plus at least 16 isolated tracks. QJDIUL
(Fig 11) reveals three trackways S1–S3, preserved 2, 3, 57 tracks respectively, and 27 isolated
tracks. QJDII site (Fig 12 has 15 isolated tracks. All tracks are preserved in situ. QJDIII (Fig
13B and 13C) has approximately 70 isolated tracks. All original specimens remain in
the geopark.

According to the size, morphological characteristics and rotation angle of the manus, all
tracks at the Qianjiadian tracksite can be divided into three morphotypes:

Morphotype A includes the QJDILL-S2 trackway (Fig 4, Table 2), the mean length of the
pes is 53.5cm. Although the trackway is poorly-preserved, it possesses the morphological char-
acteristics of a distinctly wide-gauge trackway. The manus impressions of QJDILL-S2 lie ante-
romedial to the pes impressions. The average TL/TW ratios of the manus and pes impressions
are 0.7 and 1.5 respectively. Taking the best-preserved examples RP2 and RM2, the manus
prints are U−shaped, whereas the claw marks and the metacarpophalangeal region are indis-
tinct. The pes prints are oval, digits I–III claw marks are present, and the metatarsophalangeal
region is smoothly curved. The manus impressions are rotated approximately 23° outward
from the trackway axis, the pes impressions are rotated approximately 26° outward. The pace
angulation of the manus traces is 138°.

Morphotype B contains the trackways QJDILL-S1, QJDIUL-S2, S3 (Figs 4, 10, 11, 13 and
Table 2), of which QJDILL-S1 (Figs 4 and 10) is the best-preserved, with two pairs of tracks
only. The mean pes length is 37.3 cm. QJDIUL-S3 is shallow but well-preserved with a mean
pes length of 22.7 cm.

The centers of the pes tracks are positioned somewhat closer to the trackway midline than
those of the manus tracks. In the trackways QJDILL-S1 and QJDIUL-S3, the manus tracks
show a pronounced outward rotation relative to the midline (86° on average, ranging 62°–109°;
65° on average, ranging 32°–112°, respectively). On the contrary, the pes tracks are less out-
wardly rotated (28° on average, ranging 24°–32°; 39° on average, ranging 24°–67°,
respectively).

In the QJDILL-S1 trackway, the manus tracks are oval, narrowing at mid-length, and the
metacarpophalangeal pad region (i.e., the posterior border of the track) is concave. All of the
better-preserved pes tracks have three broad, discernable digit impressions. For some tracks,
such as LP1 and RP1, the middle digit trace of the pes appears longer than the outer digits,
whereas digit I is usually broader and more robust than the other two digits. The metatarsopha-
langeal pad region is smoothly curved.

Morphotype C contains the pes-only trackway QJDIUL-S2 (Fig 13A) with a mean pes
length of 11.9 cm, which is the smallest sauropod trackway at the Qianjiadian tracksites. The
pes impressions are rotated approximately 39° outward from the trackway axis, similar to
QJDILL-S2 and QJDIUL-S3. However, due to the lack of manus tracks, it is difficult to deter-
mine if QJDIUL-S2 should belong to Morphotype A or B. It is therefore tentatively assigned to
Morphotype C. All pes prints are oval, without digital marks.
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Two well-preserved but isolated tracks, QJDIII-SI1 and SI2 (Fig 13B and 13C), were found
at tracksite III. SI1 is 70 cm in length, making it the largest track at the Qianjiadian tracksites.
The track is well-preserved but lacks further details. The TL/TW ratio is 1.7, greater than that
of QJDILL-S2. SI1 exceeds all previous medium-sized sauropod trackways in size, and probably
belongs to Morphotype A. SI2 is 48.5 cm in length, the TL/TW ratio is 1.3. All three digit

Fig 10. Photograph (A) and interpretative outline drawing (B) of sauropod trackway segment QJDILL.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g010
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impressions are distinct, among which the most developed one is probably digit I. Although
these tracks lack manual traces, the TL/TW ratio is consistent with Morphotype B, and are
herein temporarily assigned to Morphotype B.

Tracksite III reveals four thin layers with sauropod tracks. The interval between the four
thin layers ranges between 15–20 cm. QJDIII-SI1 at the upmost layer is the deepest track (ap-
proximately 7 cm). SI2 in the fourth layer is comparatively deep (approximately 3 cm). Other
tracks are quite shallow, approximately 1 cm deep. Unlike ordinary undertracks, no corre-
sponding track was discovered in the strata overlying the strata containing the tracks. This

Fig 11. Interpretative outline drawing of sauropod and theropod trackways at Qianjiadian tracksite IU.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g011
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suggests that the tracks became shallower due to natural weathering, before being covered by
sediments. On the other side, this could also indicate a difference in substrate consistency, such
as the sediments dewatering over time and becoming more firm. Perhaps the trackmaker of SI1
left a deeper footprint on a surface of variable consistency, which was deep enough that, even
after natural weathering, was still preserved with a moderate relief.

2.2 Comparisons and discussion. Brontopodus [62] [63] is one of the most common and
well-known Cretaceous sauropod track types. Previously, most Early Cretaceous sauropod
tracks in East Asia have been attributed to wide gauge Brontopodus [64] or to narrow gauge
Parabrontopodus [61]. Globally the former ichnogenus is more common in the Cretaceous
[63].

Most sauropod trackways in China are wide- (or medium-) gauge and are therefore referred
to the ichnogenus Brontopodus [64]. The Qianjiadian sauropod Morphotype A trackway is a
typical wide gauge trackway. Morphotype A configurations are also consistent with the charac-
teristics of Brontopodus type tracks from other regions [62], [63], [65]. These features are 1)

Fig 12. Photograph (A) and interpretative outline drawing (B) of scattered sauropod tracks at Qianjiadian tracksite II. Length of scale in A = 1m.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g012
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wide-gauge; 2) pes tracks that are longer than wide, large, and outwardly directed; 3) U
−shaped manus prints; and 4) a high degree of heteropody (relatively low ratio of manus to pes
size).

The heteropody of the well-preserved Morphotype A tracks is 1: 2.2. This is close to Bronto-
podus birdi (1:3) but less than in the narrow-gauge ichnotaxa Breviparopus (1:3.6) or Parabron-
topodus (1:4 or 1:5). The wide-gauge of the Brontopodus-type trackways suggests that the
tracks were left by titanosauriform sauropods [66], [64], which is consistent with the brachio-
saurid sauropod materials yielded from the middle section (the Second and Third Members) of
the Tuchengzi Formation [7]. It suggests that large-size titanosauriform dinosaurs roamed in

Fig 13. Interpretative outline drawing of sauropod and theropod trackway and tracks at Qianjiadian tracksites IU (A) and III (B–C), Shicaogou
tracksite (D), and Changshouling tracksite (E).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.g013
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Table 2. Measurements (in cm) of the sauropod trackways from the Qianjiadian tracksites, Yanqing, Beijing, China.

Number. TL TW R PL SL PA L/W WAP WAP/P’TL WAM WAM/M’TW

QJDILL-S1RP1 34.0 27.0 32° 86.2 — — 1.3 — — — —

QJDILL-S1RM1 16.0 25.5 62° 104.5 — — 0.6 — — — —

QJDILL-S1LP1 40.5 27.0 24° — — — 1.5 — — — —

QJDILL-S1LM1 17.0 24.7 109°

Mean-P 37.3 27.0 28° 86.2 — — 1.4 — — — —

Mean-M 16.5 25.1 86° 104.5 — — 0.6 — — — —

QJDILL-S2RP1 52.0 37.0 20° — 271.5 — 1.4 — — — —

QJDILL-S2RM1 24.5 30.4 23° 131.9 233.5 — 0.8 — — 74.9 2.5

QJDILL-S2LP1 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDILL-S2LM1 22.0 37.5 — 145.7 — — 0.6 — — — —

QJDILL-S2RP2 55.0 35.0 32° — — — 1.6 — — — —

QJDILL-S2RM2 23.5 30.5 — — — — 0.8 — — — —

Mean-P 53.5 36.0 26° — 271.5 — 1.5 — — — —

Mean-M 23.3 32.8 23° 138.8 233.5 — 0.7 — — 74.9 2.5

QJDIUL-S1LP1 37.5 26.5 — — 200.0 — 1.4 — — — —

QJDIUL-S1LP2 37.5 27.0 — — — — 1.4 — — — —

Mean-P 37.5 27.0 — — 200.0 — 1.4 — — — —

QJDIUL-S2RP1 12.5 10.0 31° — 64.0 — 1.3 — — — —

QJDIUL-S2LP1 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S2RP2 12.0 11.0 46° 37.0 64.0 120° 1.1 18.9 1.6 — —

QJDIUL-S2LP2 12.5 11.0 39° 36.0 65.0 119° 1.1 19.3 1.5 — —

QJDIUL-S2RP3 11.0 9.0 39° 38.0 64.0 110° 1.2 23.1 2.1 — —

QJDIUL-S2LP3 12.0 8.5 — 39.0 — — 1.4 — — — —

QJDIUL-S2RP4 11.5 11.0 — — — — 1.0 — — — —

Mean-P 11.9 10.1 39° 37.5 64.3 116° 1.2 20.4 1.7 — —

QJDIUL-S3RP1 20.0 — 45° 50.0 85.5 118° — 25.8 1.3 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM1 — — — 48.0 90.5 — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP1 25.5 19.0 — 50.0 — — 1.3 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LM1 11.0 14.0 — 55.0 — — 0.8 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP2 20.0 10.0 42° — 95.0 — 2.0 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RM2 16.5 16.5 32° — 92.0 — 1.0 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP2 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LM2 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP3 19.5 15.5 46° 53.0 94.0 115° 1.3 28.3 1.5 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM3 14.5 12.5 — 48.0 — — 1.2 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP3 27.0 19.0 57° 54.0 95.0 125° 1.4 24.3 0.9 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM3 10.5 16.5 53° — 94.0 — 0.6 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP4 22.0 14.5 27° 52.0 93.0 118° 1.5 27.2 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM4 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP4 19.5 19.5 67° 55.0 90.0 117° 1.0 26.9 1.4 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM4 9.5 18.0 71° 58.0 94.0 128° 0.5 — — 20.9 1.2

QJDIUL-S3RP5 23.5 17.0 24° 48.0 90.0 115° 1.4 27.1 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM5 12.0 18.0 106° 46.0 86.0 130° 0.7 — — 19.3 1.1

QJDIUL-S3LP5 22.0 17.5 56° 58.0 90.0 110° 1.3 30.0 1.4 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM5 10.0 17.5 70° 49.0 87.0 130° 0.6 — — 20.0 1.1

QJDIUL-S3RP6 21.5 15.5 28° 49.0 88.0 113° 1.4 29.0 1.3 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM6 10.0 16.5 102° 46.0 87.0 129° 0.6 — — 20.7 1.3

(Continued)
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Table 2. (Continued)

Number. TL TW R PL SL PA L/W WAP WAP/P’TL WAM WAM/M’TW

QJDIUL-S3LP6 23.0 21.0 41° 53.0 84.0 110° 1.1 28.7 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM6 11.0 18.5 58° 50.0 82.0 121° 0.6 — — 23.4 1.3

QJDIUL-S3RP7 25.5 15.0 34° 45.0 88.0 115° 1.7 26.4 1.0 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM7 11.0 17.5 — 43.0 — — 0.6 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP7 22.5 17.5 57° 57.0 88.0 110° 1.3 29.2 1.3 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM7 12.5 18.0 54° — 84.0 — 0.7 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP8 26.5 17.0 26° 46.0 88.0 114° 1.6 28.2 1.1 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM8 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP8 21.0 18.0 33° 54.0 86.0 110° 1.2 30.0 1.4 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM8 11.5 20.0 45° 53.0 85.0 — 0.6 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP9 23.5 14.5 46° 47.0 90.0 112° 1.6 29.0 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM9 — — — 42.0 85.0 — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP9 24.0 18.0 42° 55.0 90.0 110° 1.3 30.4 1.3 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM9 11.0 18.5 62° 52.0 88.0 127° 0.6 — — 22.1 1.2

QJDIUL-S3RP10 23.0 16.5 27° 48.0 88.0 109° 1.4 30.6 1.3 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM10 11.0 14.0 76° 46.0 90.0 124° 0.8 — — 23.2 1.7

QJDIUL-S3LP10 21.5 18.0 45° 55.0 88.0 108° 1.2 31.2 1.5 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM10 13.0 17.0 58° 55.0 89.0 124° 0.8 — — 23.3 1.4

QJDIUL-S3RP11 25.0 16.5 34° 48.0 90.0 113° 1.5 28.8 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM11 9.5 15.0 112° 45.0 87.0 129° 0.6 — — 21.4 1.4

QJDIUL-S3LP11 25.5 20.5 38° 56.0 91.0 116° 1.2 28.3 1.1 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM11 11.0 20.0 44° 53.0 91.0 126° 0.6 — — 22.5 1.1

QJDIUL-S3RP12 27.0 18.0 45° 49.0 88.0 120° 1.5 25.0 0.9 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM12 13.5 16.0 44° 49.0 91.0 127° 0.8 — — 22.0 1.4

QJDIUL-S3LP12 20.5 18.5 26° 49.0 85.0 117° 1.1 25.0 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM12 13.0 21.0 63° 52.0 83.0 117° 0.6 — — 25.1 1.2

QJDIUL-S3RP13 19.0 13.5 36° 48.0 90.0 118° 1.4 26.4 1.4 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM13 13.5 16.5 57° 43.0 87.0 122° 0.8 — — 23.3 1.4

QJDIUL-S3LP13 17.5 18.5 27° 55.0 86.0 108° 0.9 30.7 1.8 — —

QJDIUL-S3LM13 11.0 14.0 — 54.0 87.0 — 0.8 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP14 25.0 21.0 35° 44.0 83.0 110° 1.2 28.9 1.2 — —

QJDIUL-S3RM14 13.0 15.5 46° 44.0 84.0 — 0.8 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP14 22.5 15.5 — 54.0 83.0 — 1.5 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LM14 9.5 15.5 — 50.0 — — 0.6 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP15 23.0 15.5 34° 45.0 83.0 — 1.5 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RM15 10.0 16.0 75° — 82.0 — 0.6 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LP15 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3LM15 — — — — — — — — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RP16 23.0 18.0 — — — — 1.3 — — — —

QJDIUL-S3RM16 10.0 15.0 — — — — 0.7 — — — —

Mean-P 22.7 17.1 39° 51.0 88.5 114° 1.4 28.1 1.3 — —

Mean-M 11.6 16.7 65° 49.1 87.5 126° 0.7 — — 22.1 1.3

SCG-SIP1 80.0 64.0 — — — — — — — — 1.3

SCG-SIM1 50.0 — — — — — — — — — —

CSL-S1LP1 51.0 32.0 — 100.0 — — — — — — 1.6

(Continued)
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this region during the time interval across the Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary in Tuchengzi For-
mation [27].

Zhang et al. [20] assigned Morphotype B to thyreophoran tracks cf. Deltapodus isp. When
Xing et al. [58] described medium-sized sauropod trackways from the Jishan tracksite, the dif-
ferences between thyreophoran tracks and medium-sized sauropod tracks were further ana-
lysed. For example, the former usually lack a strong outward rotation of the manus, whereas
sauropod tracks with a strongly outward rotated manus, as well as with three digital impres-
sions of the pes, are common. Correspondingly, trackways of small sauropods from southern
South Korea ([67]: Fig. 35.4A) have similar pace angulations: 110° for the manus, 125° for
the pes.

Xing et al. [61, 68–70] assigned the narrow-gauge, medium-sized sauropod trackways from
the Nanguzhai tracksite and the Jishan tracksite to Parabrontopodus isp. QJDILL-S1 is clearly
narrow-gauge and medium-sized too, but the surface ratio of the manus:pes is ~1:2.2, which is
larger than ~1:3.5 of the Jishan specimens. QJDIUL-S3 WAP/P’TL is 1.3, which indicates that
it is between a medium-gauge and a wide-gauge trackway, and the surface ratio of manus:pes is
~1:2.0, which is also larger than in the Jishan specimens. Thus the Qianjiadian specimen is ten-
tatively assigned to cf. Parabrontopodus isp.

This type of middle-sized sauropod tracks with strongly outward rotated manus tracks
might have had a wider distribution in China. They are known for example fromMalingshan,
Jiangsu Province [61], Linshu, Shandong Province [70], Zhucheng [69], Zhongpu, Gansu [71]
and Litan, Yanguoxia area, Gansu [72]. However, these tracksites are all from the Early Creta-
ceous, and the Qianjiadian Morphotype B is the stratigraphically oldest occurrence.

The associations of Qianjiadian Morphotype A and Morphotype B suggest that large-sized
and medium-sized sauropods roamed the same area contemporaneously. They are similar to
those of the Jishan and Yanguoxia tracksites, although the latter shows a much better preserva-
tion of tracks. Alternatively, this could indicate that two types of sauropod trackmakers occu-
pied different ecological niches, both flourishing across the Jurassic–Cretaceous boundary
interval and Early Cretaceous in northern, eastern, and northwestern China. Interestingly, no
sauropod body fossils have been found in the area thus far.

Due to the lack of sufficient evidence, Morphotype C is presumed as a juvenile representa-
tive of Morphotype A or Morphotype B. Further discussion requires more material. Marty
et al. [73] considered that pes-only trackways might frequently be regarded as trackways of rel-
atively fast moving sauropods, where the pes overprints the manus (e.g. [74]). Another possi-
bility is that the manus trace was too shallow to be preserved. According to Myers and Fiorillo
[75], juvenile and adult sauropods may have adopted different feeding and herding strategies,
resulting in their segregation, which is probably the cause of small-sized sauropod tracks being
rare at the Qianjiadian tracksite.

Table 2. (Continued)

Number. TL TW R PL SL PA L/W WAP WAP/P’TL WAM WAM/M’TW

CSL-S1RP1 50.5 34.0 — — — — — — — — 1.5

Abbreviations: TL: Track length; TW: Track width; R: Rotation; PL: Pace length; SL: Stride length; PA: Pace angulation; L/W: length/ width; WAP: Width of

the angulation pattern of the pes (calculated value); WAM: Width of the angulation pattern of the manus (calculated value); WAP/P'TL and WAM/M'TW

are dimensionless.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.t002
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3 Possible ornithischian tracks
At the QJDILL site there is one single poorly-preserved pace, QJDILL-O1L1 and OR1 (Figs 4,
8I and 8J). All original specimens remain in the geopark.

Ornithopod tracks are rare in the Tuchengzi Formation. Except for the Qianjiadian track-
site, only the Shangyi tracksite yielded a possible ornithopod specimen [50]. However, the pos-
sibility of it being a poorly-preserved theropod track cannot be excluded. The possible
ornithopod tracks at the Qianjiadian tracksite are similarly poorly-preserved. The best-pre-
served track is QJDILL-O1L1 (only digit IV is damaged). The TL/TW ratio is 1.3. The TL/TW
ratio of the anterior triangle is 0.33. The traces of digits II–IV are almost equal in the length.
The trace of digit III has a strong and blunt claw or mark. The heel is triangular. There is no
distinct border between the heel and the three digits. The divarication angle between digit II
and digit IV is 61° (II 26°III 35°IV.). O1R1 lacks digit III, but the other digits are similar to
O1L1 in morphology. The step of QJDILL-O1 is 4.3 × FL.

This track is slightly reminiscent of Dinehichnus yielded from the Upper Jurassic Morrison
Formation of U.S.A. and the Lower Cretaceous of [54], [76], [77]. Dinehichnus is believed to
have been left by a medium-sized ornithopod [54], which is similar to QJDILL-O1 in size (foot-
print length 10–19cm). However, the divarication is approximately 90°, which is larger than
the 61° measured in QJDILL-O1, and the distal digit III is pointed in Dinehichnus, which is dif-
ferent from the round distal digit III of QJDILL-O1.

Previously ornithischian tracks had been reported from the Qianjiadian tracksite and attrib-
uted to thyreophora (cf. Deltapodus) [20]. These interpretations were preliminary and very
likely incorrect. Thus, the further studies, outlined here, have failed to support this inference.
Most of these possible thyreophoran tracks are here reinterpreted as sauropod tracks (see pre-
vious section). As noted below the possibility that certain other small tridactyl tracks are of or-
nithopod affinity is discussed and cannot be ruled out entirely. The possible documentation of
either ornithopod or thyreophoran tracks, appears to be inconsistent with the general pattern
of saurischian dominance in the Tuchengzi ichnofaunas.

4 Speed and body length of trackmakers
The SL/h of the Qianjiadian theropod trackways are 1.46–2.91 (Table 3), which suggests that
the trackmaker speed varied in the area. The speed of the trackmakers is 4.36–13.43 km/h.

Table 3. Estimated data of the speed of Yanqing theropod trackmakers.

No. F = 4.5

SL/h S (km/h)

QJDIUL-T1 2.16 8.57

QJDIUL-T2 1.46 4.36

QJDIUL-T3 2.69 12.24

QJDIUL-T4 2.70 12.31

QJDIUL-T8 2.46 9.04

QJDIUL-T10 2.01 7.96

QJDIUL-T12 2.91 13.43

QJDIUL-T13 2.22 9.07

QJDIUL-T14 1.67 5.22

QJDIUL-T15 1.74 6.19

Abbreviations: F, hip height conversion factors; SL/h, relative stride length; S, speed

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.t003
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Using the average h to body length ratio of 1:2.63 [14], the trackmaker of the Qianjiadian thero-
pod Morphotype A tracks are small-sized (length 0.65m), medium-sized (length ~1.30–2.37 m)
and large-sized (length 3.35–3.87 m); the trackmakers of Morphotype B tracks are medium-
sized (length ~1.42–2.37 m) and large-sized (length 3.67 m).

For ornithopods, h is 4.8 times longer than the FL, using the ratio for small ornithopods
proposed by Thulborn [41]. The hip height h of QJDILL-O1 is 0.66 m. Referring to the hip
height to body length ratio of theropods, QJDILL-O1 body length is estimated as approximate-
ly 1.73 m.

For sauropods, Alexander [40] first suggested that h = 4×FL, whereas, later, Thulborn [41]
estimated h = 5.9×FL. The SL/h of the Qianjiadian sauropod trackways are 0.66–0.92, 0.97–
1.35 (Table 4) and accordingly suggests walking. Using the equation to estimate v from track-
ways [40], the mean v of the trackmaker is between 1.62–3.89 km/h and 2.56–6.12 km/h. The h
of the Qianjiadian Morphotype A–C sauropod trackmakers would be approximately 3.2 m,
1.3–2.2 m, and 0.7 m, respectively. Body length: h ratio of Shunosaurus (a typical Middle Juras-
sic Chinese sauropod) is 3.7:1 (based on [39]: Fig 3). The body length of the Qianjiadian sauro-
pod trackmakers are estimated to be approximately 11.7 m (Morphotype A), 5.0–8.2 m
(Morphotype B), and 2.6 m (Morphotype C). For the isolated QJDIII-SI1, h is approximately
4.1 m and the body length is approximately 15.3 m.

Shicaogou Tracksite, Yanqing County
The Shicaogou Tracksite is located at the southwest of Tracksite I in the Third Member of the
Tuchengzi Formation. Characteristic features of the surfaces are ripple marks and invertebrate
traces (cf.Monocraterion isp.). Six sauropod tracks and one theropod track have been observed.
One pair of sauropod manus and pes prints are well-preserved and were catalogued as
SCG-SIP1 and SIM1. The tracks were preserved on the rippled surface. SIP1 is an oval pes
trace, approximately 80 cm in length, and with a TL/TW ratio of 1.3. There is a boundary be-
tween digit I–IV impressions. The manus is incomplete and roughly round. The diameter is ap-
proximately 50 cm, similar to Brontopodus type tracks in morphology. Based on the formula
described above, the hip height of SCG-SIP1 is estimated at approximately 4.7 m, the body
length at approximately 17.5 m.

One single possible didactyl track is catalogued as SCG-TI1 (Fig 13D). The length is 10.8 cm
and the TL/TW ratio is 2. Digit II is a short, round impression. Compared with digits III and
IV, the impression of digit II is more shallow and indistinct. It is located proximo-medially to
digit III. Digit IV is longer than digit III. The metatarsophalangeal pad is located near the prox-
imal axis of digit III and is sub-round in shape. The divarication angle is 27° between digits III–
IV. The heading orientation and further imprints were covered by sediments, although future
excavation will hopefully reveal further tracks of the trackway.

Table 4. Estimated data of the speed of Yanqing sauropod trackmakers.

No. F = 5.9 F = 4

SL/h S (km/h) SL/h S (km/h)

QJDILL-S2 0.86 3.89 1.27 6.12

QJDIUL-S1 0.90 3.53 1.33 5.58

QJDIUL-S2 0.92 2.05 1.35 3.20

QJDIUL-S3 0.66 1.62 0.97 2.56

Abbreviations: F, hip height conversion factors; SL/h, relative stride length; S, speed.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715.t004
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The two digit impressions could be interpreted as traces of digits III and IV of a deinony-
chosaurian track [78]. According to the size reported by Xing et al. [14], the mean pes length of
the small-sized tracks is 10 cm. CSL-TI1 is within this size range. CSL-TI1 resembles Dromaeo-
sauripus yongjingensis [79] in morphology, but the divarication is larger than that of D. yong-
jingensis [79]. Given that it might rather be assigned toMenglongipus sinensis[14], the presence
of this ichnotaxon in the Tuchengzi Formation, CSL-TI1 would be a new record, or at least ten-
tative support for a wider distribution of this ichnotaxon. However, Gaston et al. [80] suggest
that some poorly-preserved tridactyl tracks may lack the distal parts of digit II and become a
“didactyl” variant. By one isolated track it is difficult to determine whether it represents an ac-
tual didactyl track or an extramorphological variant created by a particular behavior of the
track maker, by the influence of the substrate, or by a combination of both.

Changshouling Tracksite, Yanqing County
The Changshouling tracksite is located northeast of Tracksite 1. Stratigraphically it is posi-
tioned at the top of the third Member of the Tuchengzi Formation. The tracks are preserved on
purple argillaceous siltstone. Three sauropod and theropod tracks were observed.

One isolated theropod track is catalogued as CSL-TI1 (Fig 13E), which is 28 cm in length
and the TL/TW ratio is 1.4. Digit II is the shortest, digit III nearly equals digit IV, and digit III
has a sharp claw mark. TI1 resembles Qianjiadian Morphotype A in morphology, but the de-
veloped metatarsophalangeal pad, its morphology and position, make it more similar to
Asianopodus.

Two sauropod tracks CSL-S1LP1 and S1RP1 constitute one single pace. The mean length of
the tracks is 51 cm. Both tracks left displacement rims of approximately 10 cm in width. The
tracks are seriously weathered. No morphological details support their assignment to a
specific ichnogenus.

Paleoecology
Overlapping tracks were observed in sauropod and theropod trackways of Qianjiadian tracksite
1U. Sauropod trackway S3 has disturbed partial tracks of the theropod trackway T12 (Fig 11).
For example, the posterior portion T12R3 is overprinted, and T12R2 digit III has been de-
formed. The latter suggests a short time interval between the formation of S3 and T12, when
the latter track was not entirely solidified.

Especially in Asia, sauropod tracks generally occur in semiarid-arid environments of fluvial
facies or lacustrine facies of inland sedimentary basins [64]. The tracksites with rich footprints
in North China, (e.g. the Yanguoxia tracksite) are dominated by sauropod, theropod, ornitho-
pod, pterosaur and bird tracks [81], whereas the Chabu tracksite contains sauropod, theropod
and bird tracks [82], the Linshu tracksite contains sauropod, theropod, and probable psittaco-
saur tracks [70]. In general, in the area where sauropods flourished, ornithopod tracks are rare.
This pattern is seen in the Qianjiadian tracksite, which preserves abundant theropod and sau-
ropod tracks, but relatively few ornithopod tracks.

In the Yanqing area representing the Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary sequence, abundant the-
ropod (including dromaeosaur), bird, sauropod, and possible ornithopod tracks have been
found. The bone record includes basal ceratopsians as well [5], [6]. Both ichno- and bodyfossils
suggest the presence of a diverse dinosaur fauna during deposition of the Tuchengzi
Formation.
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Conclusions
Theropod and sauropod trackways from the Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary Tuchengzi Forma-
tion support the former view of saurischian dominated assemblages in East Asia during this
time interval [56]. This might partly be a preservational and taphonomic effect. Most abundant
are theropod tracks similar to those of the Grallator–Eubrontes plexus and well known from
Lower Jurassic strata. The presence of ornithopods is possibly indicated by isolated occurrences
but remains a rather scarce element. Theropod trackmakers were small to medium-sized indi-
viduals that probably belonged to different taxonomic groups of coelurosaurs including func-
tionally didactyl dromaeosaurs. The sauropod trackways belong to medium and large-sized
animals that represent both narrow-gauge and wide forms, the latter being attributed to titano-
sauriforms whose skeletons are known from the same unit. The track-record from the
Tuchengzi Formation is important because it supplements the scarce bone record that thus far
lacked theropods. Stratigraphically it fills a gap in the dinosaur record representing strata that
are slightly older than the famous Jehol Biota from Liaoning Province.

Acknowledgments
The authors thank Baojun You, Shuhua Ji, Jianfeng Wu, Jia Wang, Leilei Xie (Yanqing Global
Geopark, Beijing, China) for their participation in field research. This research project was sup-
ported by the Yanqing Global Geopark, and the China University of Geosciences (Beijing),
China. The authors greatly appreciate the safety instruction and use of professional climbing
equipment provided by the Chinese Climbing Team for the 2013 field work. The anonymous
reviewer and academic editor Dr. Peter Dodson, improved the manuscript by their
constructive comments.

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: LX ML JZ. Performed the experiments: LX ML RM
HK LB SK QH. Analyzed the data: LX ML RM LB HK QH. Contributed reagents/materials/
analysis tools: LX ML RM. Wrote the paper: LX JZ ML RMHK LA LB MB SK QH.

References
1. Zhou ZH, Wang Y. Vertebrate diversity of the Jehol Biota as compared with other Lagerstätten. Sci

China Earth Sci. 2010; 53: 1894–1907.

2. Pan YH, Sha JG, Zhou ZH, Fürsich FT. The Jehol Biota: Definition and distribution of exceptionally pre-
served relicts of a continental Early Cretaceous ecosystem. Cret Res. 2013; 44: 30–38.

3. Ji Q, ChenW, WangWL, Jin XC, Zhang JP, Liu YX, et al. Mesozoic Jehol Biota of Western Liaoning,
China. Geol. Publ. House, Beijing; 2004.

4. Xu H, Liu YQ, Kuang HW, Peng N. Ages of the Tuchengzi Formation in northern China and the terrestri-
al Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary in China. Earth Sci Front. 2014; 21: 203–215.

5. Zhao X, Cheng Z, Xu X. The earliest ceratopsian from the Tuchengzi Formation of Liaoning, China. J
Vert Paleont. 1999; 19: 681–691.

6. Zhao X, Cheng Z, Xu X, Makovicky PJ. A New Ceratopsian from the Upper Jurassic Houcheng Forma-
tion of Hebei, China. Acta Geol Sin. 2006; 80: 467–473.

7. Dong ZM. A forefoot of sauropod from the Tuchengzi Formation of Chaoyang area in Liaoning, China.
In: Deng T, Wang Y, editors. Proceedings of the 8th annual meeting of the Chinese Society of Verte-
brate Paleontology.China Ocean Press, Beijing; 2001. pp. 29−33.

8. Yabe H, Inai Y, Shikama T. Discovery of dinosaurian footprints from the Cretaceous of Yangshan,
Chinchou: preliminary note. Proc Imp Acad Japan. 1940; 16: 560−563.

9. Shikama T. Footprints from Chinchou, Manchoukuo, of Jeholosauripus, the Eo-Mesozoic dinosaur.
Cent Nat Mus Manchoukuo. 1942; 3: 21−31.

10. Young CC. Fossil footprints in China. Vert PalAsiat. 1960; 4: 53−66.

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 30 / 34



11. Zhang YZ, Zhang JP, Wu P, Zhang XB, Bai S. Discovery of dinosaur tracks from the Middle-Late Juras-
sic Tuchengzi Formation in the Chaoyang area, Liaoning Province. Geol Rev. 2004; 50: 561−566.

12. Matsukawa M, Lockley MG, Li JJ. Cretaceous terrestrial biotas of East Asia, with special reference to
dinosaur-dominated ichnofaunas: towards a synthesis. Cret Res. 2006; 27: 3−21.

13. Fujita M, Azuma Y, Lee YN, Lv JC, Dong ZM, Noda Y, et al. New theropod track site from the Upper Ju-
rassic Tuchengzi Formation of Liaoning Province, northeastern China. Mem Fukui Pref Dinosaur Mus.
2007; 6: 17−25.

14. Xing LD, Harris JD, Sun DH, Zhao HQ. The earliest known deinonychosaur tracks from the Jurassic-
Cretaceous boundary in Hebei, China. Acta Palaeontol Sin. 2009; 48: 662–671.

15. Sullivan C, Hone DWE, Cope TD, Liu Y, Liu J. A new occurrence of small theropod tracks in the
Tuchengzi Formation of Hebei Province, China. Vert PalAsiat. 2009; 47: 35−52.

16. Xing LD, Harris JD, Gierliński GD. Therangospodus andMegalosauripus track assemblages from the
Upper Jurassic-Lower Cretaceous Tuchengzi Formation of Chicheng County, Hebei Province, China
and their Paleoecological implications. Vert PalAsiat. 2011; 49: 423–434.

17. Xing LD, Gierliński GD, Harris JD, Divay JD. A probable crouching theropod dinosaur trace from the Ju-
rassic-Cretaceous Boundary in Hebei, China. Geol Bull China. 2012; 31: 20–25.

18. Xing LD, Liu YQ, Kuang HW, Klein H, Zhang JP, Burns ME, et al. Theropod and possible ornithopod
track assemblages from the Jurassic-Cretaceous boundary Houcheng Formation, Shangyi, northern
Hebei, China. Palaeoworld. 2014; 23: 200–208

19. Lockley MG, Matsukawa M, Ohira H, Li JJ, Wright J, White D, et al. Bird tracks from Liaoning Province,
China: new insights into avian evolution during the Jurassic-Cretaceous transition. Cret Res. 2006; 27:
33−43.

20. Zhang JP, Xing LD, Gierliński GD, Wu FD, Tian MZ, Currie PJ. First record of dinosaur trackways in
Beijing, China. Chin Sci Bull (Chinese vers). 2012; 57: 144–152.

21. Tian SG.1994; First-discovered dinosaur fossils at Beijing area. Chin Sci Bull 8: 766–768.

22. Xu H, Liu YQ, Liu YX, Kuang HW. Stratigraphy, sedimentology and tectonic background of basin evolu-
tion of the Late Jurassic-Early Cretaceous Tuchengzi Formation in Yinshan-Yanshan, North China.
Earth Sci Front. 2011; 18: 88–106.

23. Institute of Geology, Beijing Bureau of Geology and Mineral Resources. Beijing Regional Geological In-
structions (1:50000 Jinjiabao Mapping; (internal publication); 1998.

24. He Q. Integrated Study on Dinosaur Tracks and Sedimentary Environment of the Upper Jurassic
Tuchengzi Formation in Yanqing Global Geopark, Beijing. PhD Thesis, China Univ Geosci (Beijing).
2014.

25. Shao JA, Meng QR, Wei HQ, Zhang LQ, Wang PY. Nature and tectonic environment of Late Jurassic
volcanic-sedimentary basins in northwestern Hebei Province. Geol Bull China. 2003; 22: 751–761.

26. Wang SE, Gao LZ, Wang XQ, Song B. Ages of Tuchengzi Formation in western Liaoning-northern
Hebei area in correlation with those of international strata. Geol Bull China. 2013; 32:1673–1690.

27. Xu H, Liu YQ, Kuang HW, Liu YX, Peng N, Dong C, et al, Sedimentary provenance and basin evolution
of Daqingshan Formation, Houcheng Formation and Tuchengzi Formation in Yinshan-Yanshan area.
Geol Bull China. 2013; 32: 502–524. doi: 10.5732/cjc.013.10004 PMID: 23816561

28. Swisher CC III, Wang XL, Zhou ZH, Wang YQ, Jin F, Zhang JY, et al. Further support for a Cretaceous
age for the feathered-dinosaur beds of Liaoning, China: New 40Ar/39Ar dating of the Yixian and
Tuchengzi Formations. Chin Sci Bull. 2001; 47: 135–138.

29. Xu K, Yang J, Tao M, Liang H, Zhao C. The stratigraphic region of northeast China. Petroleum Industry
Press, Beijing; 2003.

30. White CD. Flora of the Hermit Shale, Grand Canyon, Arizona. Carn Inst Washington Publ. 1929; 405:
1–221.

31. Xing LD, Harris JD, Gierliński GD, Gingras MK, Divay JD, Tang YG, et al. Early Cretaceous pterosaur
tracks from a "buried" dinosaur tracksite in Shandong Province, China. Palaeoworld. 2012; 21: 50–58.

32. Duan SY. A petrified forest from Beijing. Acta Bot Sin. 1986; 28: 331–335.

33. ZhangW., Zheng SL, Ding QH. First discovery of a genus Scotoxylon from China. Chin Bull Bot. 2000;
17: 202–205.

34. Sze HC, Li XX, Zhou ZY, Li PJ, Wu SQ, Ye MN, et al. Fossil plants of China, volume 2. Mesozoic plants
from China. Science Press, Beijing; 1963.

35. Zheng SL, Li Y., ZhangW, Li L., Wang YD, Yang XJ, et al, Fossil wood of China. China For Publ
House, Beijing; 2008.

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 31 / 34

http://dx.doi.org/10.5732/cjc.013.10004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23816561


36. Oh C, Marc Philippe M, Kim K. Xenoxylon synecology and palaeoclimatic implications for the Mesozoic
of Eurasia. Acta Palaeontol Pol. in press; doi: 10.4202/app.2012.0132

37. Marty D. Sedimentology, taphonomy, and ichnology of Late Jurassic dinosaur tracks from the Jura car-
bonate platform (Chevenez-Combe Ronde tracksite, NW Switzerland): insights into the tidal-flat
palaeoenvironment and dinosaur diversity, locomotion, and palaeoecology. PhD Thesis, University of
Fribourg, Fribourg. 2008.

38. Marty D, Belvedere M, Meyer CA, Mietto P, Paratte G, Lovis C, et al. Comparative analysis of Late Ju-
rassic sauropod trackways from the Jura Mountains (NW Switzerland; and the central High Atlas Moun-
tains (Morocco): implications for sauropod ichnotaxonomy. Hist Biol. 2010; 22:109–133.

39. Farlow JO. Sauropod tracks and trackmakers: integrating the ichnological and skeletal record.
Zubia.1992; 10: 89–138.

40. Alexander RM. Estimates of speeds of dinosaurs. Nature. 1976; 26: 129–130.

41. Thulborn RA.1990; Dinosaur Tracks. Chapman and Hall, London, 410 p.

42. McCrea RT, Buckley LG, Farlow JO, Lockley MG, Currie PJ, Matthews NA, et al. A ‘terror of tyranno-
saurs’: the first trackways of tyrannosaurids and evidence of gregariousness and pathology in Tyranno-
sauridae. PLoS ONE. 2014; 9(7): e103613. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0103613 PMID: 25054328

43. Olsen PE. A comparison of the vertebrate assemblages from the Newark and Hartford Basins (Early
Mesozoic, Newark Supergroup; of Eastern North America. Aspects of Vertebrate History, Essays in
honor of Edwin Harris Colbert, 1980; 35–53.

44. Weems RE. A re-evaluation of the taxonomy of Newark Supergroup saurischian dinosaur tracks, using
extensive statistical data from a recently exposed tracksite near Culpeper, Virginia. In: Sweet PC, edi-
tor. Proceedings of the 26th Forum on the Geology of Industrial Minerals, May 14–18. Virginia Div. Min.
Res. Publ. 119. Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Mines, Minerals and Energy, Charlottesville.
1992; 113–127.

45. Lockley MG. New perspectives on morphological variation in tridactyl footprints: clues to widespread
convergence in developmental dynamics. Geol Quart. 2009; 53, 415–432.

46. Carrano MT, Wilson JA. Taxon distribution and the tetrapod track record. Paleobiology. 2001; 27: 564–
582.

47. Farlow JO, Holtz TR Jr, Worthy TH, Chapman RE. Feet of the fierce (and not so fierce): pedal propor-
tions in large theropods, other non-avian dinosaurs, and large ground birds. In: Parrish JM, Molnar RE,
Currie PJ, Koppelhus EB, editors. Tyrannosaurid Paleobiology. Indiana University Press, IN, 2013; pp.
88–132.

48. Lull R S. Fossil footprints of the Jura-Trias of North America. Mem Boston Soc Nat Hist. 1904; 5: 461–
557.

49. Olsen PE, Smith JB, McDonald NG. Type material of the type species of the classic theropod footprint
genera Eubrontes, Anchisauripus andGrallator (Early Jurassic, Hartford and Deerfield basins, Con-
necticut and Massachusetts, U.S.A.). J Vert Paleont. 1998; 18(3): 586−601

50. Xing LD, Klein H, Lockley MG, Wetzel A, Li ZD, Li JJ, et al, Changpeipus (theropod) tracks from the
Middle Jurassic of the Turpan Basin, Xinjiang, Northwest China: review, new discoveries, ichnotaxon-
omy, preservation and paleoecology. Vert PalasiAt. 2014; 52: 233–259.

51. Zhen SN, Li JJ, Rao CG. A review of dinosaur footprints in China. In: Gillette DD, Lockley MG, editors.
Dinosaurs: Past and Present. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989. pp. 187−197.

52. Young C C. Two footprints from the Jiaoping coal mine of Tungchuan, Shensi. Vert PalAsiat. 1966; 10:
68–71

53. Lockley MG, Harris JD, Li RH, Xing LD, Lubbe, T van der. Two-toed tracks through time: on the trail of
“raptors” and their allies. In: Richter A, Manning P, editors. Dinosaur Tracks, Next Steps, Indiana Uni-
versity Press, Bloomington. in press.

54. Lockley MG, dos Santos VF, Meyer CA, Hunt A. A new dinosaur tracksite in the Morrison Formation,
Boundary Butte, southeastern Utah. Mod Geol. 1998; 23:317–330. PMID: 9883583

55. Castanera D, Pascual C, Razzolini NL, Vila B, Barco JL, Canudo JI. Discriminating between medium-
sized tridactyl trackmakers: Tracking ornithopod tracks in the base of the Cretaceous (Berriasian,
Spain). PLoS ONE. 2013; 8(11): e81830. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0081830 PMID: 24303075

56. Lockley MG, Li JJ, Li RH, Matsukawa M, Harris JD, Xing LD. A review of the tetrapod track record in
China, with special reference to type ichnospecies: implications for ichnotaxonomy and paleobiology.
Acta Geol. Sin. (Engl. ed.). 2013; 87: 1–20.

57. Hu DY, Hou LH, Zhang LJ, Xu X. A pre-Archaeopteryx troodontid from China with long feathers on the
metatarsus. Nature. 2009; 461: 640–643. doi: 10.1038/nature08322 PMID: 19794491

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 32 / 34

http://dx.doi.org/10.4202/app.2012.0132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0103613
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25054328
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9883583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0081830
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24303075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08322
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19794491


58. Xu X, Ma QY, Hu DY. Pre-Archaeopteryx coelurosaurian dinosaurs and their implications for under-
standing avian origins. Chin Sci Bull. 2010; 55: 3971–3977

59. Xu X, Norell MA. Non-avian dinosaur fossils from the Lower Cretaceous Jehol Group of western Liao-
ning, China. Geol journal. 2006; 41: 419–438.

60. Lockley MG, Hunt AP. Dinosaur tracks and other fossil footprints of the western United States. Colum-
bia University Press, New York, 1995.

61. Xing LD, Harris JD, Jia CK. Dinosaur tracks from the Lower Cretaceous Mengtuan Formation in
Jiangsu, China and morphological diversity of local sauropod tracks. Acta Palaeontol Sin. 2010; 49:
448–460.

62. Farlow JO, Pittman JG, Hawthorne JM. Brontopodus birdi, Lower Cretaceous dinosaur footprints from
the U.S. Gulf Coastal Plain. In: Gillette DD, Lockley MG, editors. Dinosaur Tracks and Traces. Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989. pp. 371–394.

63. Lockley MG, Farlow JO, Meyer CA. Brontopodus and Parabrontopodus ichnogen. nov. and the signifi-
cance of wide- and narrow-gauge sauropod trackways. Gaia. 1994; 10: 135–145.

64. Lockley MG, Wright J, White D, Li JJ, Feng L, Li H. The first sauropod trackways from China. Cret. Res.
2002; 23: 363–381.

65. Santos VF, Moratalla JJ, Royo-Torres R. New sauropod trackways from the Middle Jurassic of Portu-
gal. Acta Palaeontol. Pol. 2009; 54: 409–422.

66. Wilson JA, Carrano MT. Titanosaurs and the origin of “wide-gauge” trackways: a biomechanical and
systematic perspective on sauropod locomotion. Paleobiology. 1999; 25: 252–267.

67. Lim SK, Yang SY, Lockley MG. Large dinosaur footprint assemblages from the Cretaceous Jindong
Formation of Southern Korea. In: Gillette DD, Lockley MG, editors. Dinosaur Tracks and Traces. Cam-
bridge University Press, New York, 1989. pp. 333–336.

68. Xing LD, Lockley MG, Bonnan MF, Liu YQ, Klein H, Marty D, et al. Late Jurassic–Early Cretaceous
trackways of medium–sized sauropods from China: new discoveries, ichnotaxonomy and sauropod
manus morphology. Creta Res. in press

69. Xing LD, Harris JD, Wang KB, Li RH. An Early Cretaceous Non-avian Dinosaur and Bird Footprint As-
semblage from the Laiyang Group in the Zhucheng Basin, Shandong Province, China. Geol Bull China,
2010; 29: 1105–1112.

70. Xing LD, Lockley MG, Marty D, Klein H, Buckley LG, McCrea RT, et al. Diverse dinosaur ichnoassem-
blages from the Lower Cretaceous Dasheng Group in the Yishu fault zone, Shandong Province, China.
Cret Res. 2013; 45, 114–134.

71. Xing LD, Li DQ, Lockley MG, Zhang JP, You HL, Klein H, et al. Theropod and sauropod track assem-
blages from the Lower Cretaceous Hekou Group at Zhongpu, Gansu Province, China. Act Palaeo Sin.
2014; 53: 381–391

72. Xing LD, Li DQ, Lockley MG, Marty D, Zhang JP, PersonsWSIV, et al. Dinosaur natural track casts
from the Lower Cretaceous Hekou Group in the Lanzhou–Minhe Basin, Gansu, Northwest China: ich-
nology track formation, and distribution. Cret Res.2015; 52: 194–205.

73. Marty D, Meyer CA, Billon-Bruyat J-P. Sauropod trackway patterns expression of special behaviour re-
lated to substrate consistency? An example from the Late Jurassic of northwestern Switzerland. Hant-
keniana. 2006; 5: 38–41.

74. Meyer CA. Sauropod tracks from the Upper Jurassic Reuchenette Formation (Kimmeridgian, Lommis-
wil, Kt. Solothurn; of Northern Switzerland. Ecl. Geol. Helv. 1990; 82: 389–397.

75. Myers TS, Fiorillo AR. Evidence for gregarious behavior and age segregation in sauropod dinosaurs.
Palaeogeogr., Palaeoclimatol., Paleoecol. 2009; 274: 96–104.

76. Lockley MG, McCrea RT, Matsukawa M. Ichnological evidence for small quadrupedal ornithischians
from the basal Cretaceous of SE Asia and North America: implications for a global radiation. In: Buffe-
taut E, Cuny G, Le Loeuff J, editors. Late Palaeozoic and Mesozoic Ecosystems in SE Asia. Geol. Soc.
London, Spec. Publ. 2009; 315: 255–269.

77. Gierliński G, Niedźwiedzki G, Nowacki P. Small theropod and ornithopod footprints in the Late Jurassic
of Poland. Acta Geol Pol. 2009; 59, 221–234.

78. Li RH, Lockley MG, Makovicky PJ, Matsukawa M, Norell MA, Harris JD, et al. Behavioural and faunal
implications of Early Cretaceous deinonychosaur trackways from China. Naturwissenschaften. 2007;
95: 185–191. PMID: 17952398

79. Xing LD, Li DQ, Harris JD, Bell PR, Azuma Y, Fujita M, et al. A new deinonychosaurian track from the
Lower Cretaceous Hekou Group, Gansu Province, China. Act Palae Pol. 2013; 58: 723–730.

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 33 / 34

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17952398


80. Gaston R, Lockley MG, Lucas SG, Hunt AP.Grallator-dominated fossil footprint assemblages and as-
sociated enigmatic footprints from the Chinle Group (Upper Triassic), Gateway Area, Colorado. Ichnos.
2003; 10: 153–163. PMID: 17152873

81. Zhang J, Li D, Li M, Lockley MG, Bai Z. Diverse dinosaur, pterosaur and bird−track assemblages from
the Hakou Formation, Lower Cretaceous of Gansu Province, northwest China. Cret Res. 2006; 27: 44–
55.

82. Li JJ, Bai ZQ, Wei QY. On the Dinosaur Tracks from the Lower Cretaceous of Otog Qi, Inner Mongolia.
Geological Publishing House, Beijing, 2011.

Dinosaur Footprint Assemblages from the J/K Boundary in China

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0122715 April 22, 2015 34 / 34

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17152873


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


