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A PRELIMINARY DISCUSSION ON DATE DETERMINATION
OF GUANGHAN CLAY AND CHENGDU CLAY
WITH '“C DATES

Chen Zhirong
(Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment . Chinese Acudewy of Sciences
& Ministry of Water Conservancy)

He Yinwu
(Chengdu Hydrogeology and Engineering Gevlogy Tean of Swhuan Gevlogy

and Mneral Resources Durean)

Abstract

Guanghan Clay and Chengdu Ciay are widely distributed at the Chengdu Plain. They are the
main strata in the upper part of the Chengdu Plain. Up to now, the dates have had a
controversy.

Based on the research of predecessors,a mass of ''C simples of Guanghan Clay and Chengdu
Clay were collected though the geologic survey of Quaternary period in recent years.

According to data of "'C dates and analysis of sporo-pallen,clay mincral and size . the conclu-
sion are;

|. Guanghan Clay and Chengdu Clay all belong to Epipicistocence strata;

2. Guanghan Clay was formed in 25,000—50, 000 aB. P. and belong to fluviolacutrine
deposits of meso- and late Epipleistocene;

3. Chengdu Clay was formed in 10,000—25,000 aB. P. and belong to colian deposits of

last Epipleistocene.

Key words ''C dates, Guanghan Clay. Chengdu Clay
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