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ABSTRACT

The kannemeyeriiforms of the latest Ladinian-?early Carnian Chafares Formation (Ischigualasto-Villa Unién
Basin) exemplify the historical taxonomic controversies of several South American dicynodonts. Three taxa
were originally recognized based on skull anatomy: “Chanaria” platyceps and two species of Dinodontosaurus
(genus otherwise known in the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence, Brazil), but in a recent taxonomic revision
they were all synonymized in a single valid species (i.e., Dinodontosaurus brevirostris). The only postcranial
record includes some undescribed specimens referred to D. brevirostris, an indeterminate shoulder girdle
(MCZ 3459), and an ulna recently referred to Stahleckeria sp. Here we describe a new, large dicynodont
specimen (CRILAR-Pv 82) from the Tarjadia Assemblage Zone (AZ) of the lowermost levels of the Chaifiares
Formation, consisting of a right scapula, left ilium, sternum, and a few indeterminate fragments. The tall,
dorsally expanded scapular blade with anteroventrally inclined dorsal margin and the anterolaterally di-
rected acromion process broadly match the stahleckeriid morphotype. CRILAR-Pv 82 shares with Stahlecke-
ria potens a sharp, vertical scapular spine on the anteroventral margin of the scapular blade, markedly con-
vex in anterior view. The “hook-shaped” curvature of the preacetabular iliac process also resembles
Stahleckeria potens and Eubrachiosaurus browni. These features differ at least with the Brazilian specimens of
Dinodontosaurus (D. tener). The available data shows that MCZ 3459 also fits the stahleckeriid morphology,
becoming the first historical record of the clade for the unit. A rigorous comparison with D. brevirostris will
await the examination of more complete specimens. The dicynodont postcrania described so far from the
Chaiiares Formation represent the oldest record of Stahleckeriinae in the Ischigualasto-Villa Unién Basin,
expanding back its Argentinian record very likely beyond the Ladinian-Carnian boundary.

1. Introduction

al., 2013; Olroyd and Sidor, 2017) to the latest confirmed records in the
Late Triassic (Norian and possible Rhaetian; e.g., Kent et al., 2014;

Dicynodontia, the most taxonomically diverse subclade of anomod-
ont therapsids, was one of the most successful non-mammaliaform
synapsid clades during the late Paleozoic and early Mesozoic. Its evolu-
tionary history encompasses approximately 60 million years, from the
earliest representatives in the Wordian (middle Permian) Eodicynodon
Assemblage Zone of South Africa (Rubidge et al., 1994; Brocklehurst et

Viglietti et al., 2020) of USA, Poland, Morocco, Argentina, Brazil, and
South Africa (Camp and Welles, 1956; Bonaparte, 1970; Dutuit, 1988;
Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004; Kammerer, 2018; Sulej and
Niedzwiedzki, 2019). During this lengthy interval, the clade Dicyn-
odontia achieved more than 90 species, following the most recent taxo-
nomic and phylogenetic studies (e.g., Kammerer, 2019; Liu, 2020;
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Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021), and a Pangaean distribution (Frobisch,
2009), reaching its peak of taxonomic diversity in the Lopingian (late
Permian) (Frobisch, 2008; Ruta et al., 2013). After the Permo-Triassic
mass extinction, at least four dicynodont lineages survived (e.g.,
Hammer and Cosbriff, 1981; Botha and Smith, 2007; Frobisch, 2007;
Frobisch et al., 2010; Maisch and Matzke, 2014; Olivier et al., 2019;
Liu, 2020), but only the kannemeyeriiform dicynodontoids gave rise to
the second major dicynodont radiation during the Middle-Late Triassic
(Frobisch, 2009).

In South America, kannemeyeriiforms are known in western Ar-
gentina and southern Brazil. The Brazilian record is circumscribed to
the Middle to Late Triassic Santa Maria Supersequence (Pinheiros-
Chiniqué and Candelaria sequences; von Huene, 1935; Tupi-Caldas,
1936; Romer, 1943; Romer and Price, 1944; Cox, 1965; Aratijo and
Gonzaga, 1980; Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004; Martinelli et al., 2020;
Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). In Argentina, kannemeyeriiforms also
occur in the Middle to Late Triassic of the San Rafael Block (Quebrada
de los Fésiles and Rio Seco de la Quebrada formations; Bonaparte,
1965, 1966, 1981; DeFauw, 1993; Renaut and Hancox, 2001;
Domnanovich and Marsicano, 2012; Kammerer and Ordonez, 2021)
and the Cuyana (Cerro de las Cabras Formation; Bonaparte, 1969;
Domnanovich and Marsicano, 2012; Kammerer and Ordofez, 2021)
and Ischigualasto-Villa Unién basins (Chanares, Ischigualasto, and Los
Colorados formations; Cox, 1962, 1965, 1968; Bonaparte, 1970;
Domnanovich, 2010; Mancuso and Irmis, 2020; Ordofiez et al., 2020;
Kammerer and Ordonez, 2021).

Although the validity of a few species has not been significantly ob-
jected (e.g., Stahleckeria potens von Huene, 1935 from the Pinheiros-
Chiniquéd Sequence, Ischigualastia jenseni Cox, 1962 from the Is-
chigualasto Formation, and Jachaleria candelariensis Aratjo and
Gonzaga, 1980 from the Candeldria Sequence), the alpha taxonomy
and phylogenetic relationships of South American kannemeyeriiforms
have been object of several controversies during decades. Some taxa
are still poorly studied, such as Jachaleria colorata Bonaparte (1970)
(see also Keyser, 1974; Kammerer and Ordonez, 2021). Others have an
intricate taxonomic and nomenclatural history, as is the case of “Kan-
nemeyeria” argentinensis Bonaparte (1965) (see discussions in
Bonaparte, 1966, Renaut and Hancox, 2001, and Maisch, 2020),
Stahleckeria (or Barysoma) “lenzii” Romer and Price (1944) (see Cox,
1965; Lucas 1993; Maisch, 2020), and especially the potential waste-
basket genus Dinodontosaurus Romer, 1943 (see Kammerer and
Ordofez, 2021 and references therein for a detailed summary of the
fluctuating taxonomic status of the genus). Recently, this situation was
dramatically changed by Kammerer and Ordofez (2021), who pre-
sented a comprehensive revision of the entire South American dicyn-
odont fauna, proposing resolutions for all of these taxonomic conflicts.
For example, they transferred “Kannemeyeria” argentinensis to the new
genus Acratophorus; synonymized Barysoma/Stahleckeria “lenzii” to
Stahleckeria potens, and reduced the taxonomic diversity of Dinodon-
tosaurus to only two species (see below).

During decades, the kannemeyeriiform assemblage of the Chariares
Formation has been a paradigmatic case of several of these taxonomic
controversies. The first specimens were discovered in 1964-1965, dur-
ing a joint expedition of the La Plata Museum and the Museum of Com-
parative Zoology of the Harvard University to the Ischigualasto-Villa
Unién Basin, led by paleontologist Alfred S. Romer. This team discov-
ered one of the richest Triassic continental assemblages in the world
and collected a huge amount of tetrapod specimens, including several
dicynodont skeletons (Romer and Jensen, 1966; Cox, 1968). On the ba-
sis of this material, Cox (1968) named one new genus and three new
species of dicynodont synapsids for the unit: the genus and species Cha-
naria platyceps, and the species Dinodontosaurus brevirostris and D.
platygnathus, which were based exclusively on cranial material (holo-
types PULR 14, PULR 03, and PULR 15, respectively). Among these
three species, Cox (1968) only referred additional materials (skulls and
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postcranial elements; MCZ 3452-3457 and MR-120) to D. brevirostris.
However, he did not provide a formal description of the postcranium,
and only mentioned that its morphology was congruent with that of
Brazilian specimens of Dinodontosaurus. Until very recently, only a few
studies had revisited in detail the taxonomy of the Chafiares dicyn-
odonts (e.g., Keyser and Cruickshank, 1979; Lucas and Harris, 1996;
Domnanovich, 2010), without consensus among them. Keyser and
Cruickshank (1979) reassigned Chanaria platyceps to Dinodontosaurus
platyceps, and D. platygnathus to Jachaleria platygnathus. However,
Lucas and Harris (1996) considered Dinodontosaurus as a monospecific
genus composed only of D. oliveirai Romer (1943) (from the Pinheiros-
Chiniqué Sequence). They considered D. platyceps and D. brevirostris as
junior subjective synonyms of D. oliveirai, but omitted to mention the
taxonomic status of Jachaleria platygnathus. Langer et al. (2007)
agreed with this scheme, but proposed that D. pedroanum (Tupi-
Caldas, 1936) was the type species because of temporal priority. Rogers
et al. (2001) rejected the presence of Jachaleria in the Chaflares Forma-
tion, considering Dinodontosaurus platygnathus as a valid combination
(followed by Domnanovich, 2010; however, see comments of Maisch,
2020), but in an unpublished study, Morato (2006) considered this
taxon as nomen dubium. In another unpublished review, Domnanovich
(2010; followed by Mancuso et al., 2014; Ordofiez et al., 2020) ac-
cepted the validity of D. platyceps, D. brevirostris and D. platygnathus, in
addition to the Brazilian type species D. pedroanum. Finally, Kammerer
and Ordofiez (2021) synonymized most of the nominal species of Din-
odontosaurus and circumscribed the genus only to D. tener in the Pin-
heiros-Chiniqué Sequence of Brazil (also applying temporal priority)
and D. brevirostris in the Chaflares Formation, establishing an impor-
tant benchmark to stabilize the taxonomy of this taxon. Concerning
non-Dinodontosaurus kannemeyeriiforms from the Chafares fauna,
Mancuso and Irmis (2020) recently described an isolated right ulna
(CRILAR-PV 602) as belonging to the stahleckeriid Stahleckeria, a
genus previously known in the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence (Dinodon-
tosaurus AZ) of Brazil (von Huene, 1935; Romer and Price, 1944;
Maisch, 2001; Martinelli et al., 2017; Kammerer and Ordonez, 2021)
and the upper Omingonde Formation of Namibia (Abdala et al., 2013).

Most of the taxonomic schemes of the Triassic dicynodonts of South
America were focused on their cranial gross anatomy. Comparative
studies focused on the postcranial anatomy of kannemeyeriiforms, es-
pecially those of the Chafiares Formation, were mostly neglected. For
more than five decades, the only informative postcranial specimen re-
ported for the unit was one from the original Romer collection (MCZ
3459). This material, also briefly described and figured by Cox (1968),
consists of a left scapulocoracoid and clavicle collected “two miles east
of the Mogote del Gualo” (Cox, 1968: p. 17; see approximate location in
Fig. 1). Cox (1968) suggested that MCZ 3459 may represent a potential
fourth species of dicynodont in the Los Chanares assemblage, although
without a formal assignment due to its fragmentary condition; since
then, the taxonomic identity of this specimen was not further discussed.
The partial ulna referred to Stahleckeria sp. by Mancuso and Irmis
(2020) constitutes the second significative report of a kannemeyeri-
iform postcranium. Here, we improve the knowledge about the dicyn-
odont assemblage of the Chafiares Formation by describing a new spec-
imen from the lowermost levels of the Tarjadia Assemblage Zone (sensu
Ezcurra et al., 2017). This specimen (CRILAR-Pv 82) includes a right
scapula, a partial left ilium, and a sternum that strongly resembles the
classical specimens of Stahleckeria from the Middle-Late Triassic Pin-
heiros-Chiniqué Sequence of Brazil (i.e., von Huene, 1935; Romer and
Price, 1944) and allows comparison with the historical specimen MCZ
3459.

1.1. Institutional abbreviations

CRILAR-Pv, Centro Regional de Investigaciones y Transferencia
Tecnolégica de La Rioja, Paleontologia de Vertebrados, Anillaco, La Ri-
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Fig. 1. Geological map of the Los Chafares region in the Talampaya National Park indicating the occurrence of the specimen CRILAR-Pv 82 at the Los Bor-
dos locality and the other stahleckeriids from the unit (CRILAR-Pv 602 and MCZ 3459; see the text). Image taken and modified from Ezcurra et al. (2021).

oja, Argentina, GPIT, Institut fiir Geowissenschaften, Eberhard Karls
Universitdt Tiibingen, Tiibingen, Germany; MACN-Pv, Museo Ar-
gentino de Ciencias Naturales ‘‘Bernardino Rivadavia’’, Coleccién Na-
cional de Paleovertebrados, Buenos Aires, Argentina; MCN-PV, Museu
de Ciéncias Naturais (Paleovertebrate Collection), Fundacdo
Zoobotanica do Rio Grande do Sul (FZBRS), Porto Alegre, Brazil; MCP,
Museu de Ciéncias e Tecnologia, Pontificia Universidade Catdlica do
Rio Grande do Sul, Porto Alegre, Brazil; MCZ, Museum of Comparative
Zoology, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA, USA; MPDC, Museu
Padre Daniel Cargnin, Mata, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil; MR, Earth Sci-
ences Museum, Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah; NHMUK-PV,
The Natural History Museum of the United Kingdom, Palaeontology
Vertebrates, London, United Kingdom; NMT, National Museum of
Tanzania, Dar es Salaam, Tanzania; PULR, Museo de Antropologia,
Universidad Nacional de La Rioja, La Rioja, Argentina; PVL, Museo
Miguel Lillo de Ciencias Naturales, San Miguel de Tucumén, Argentina;
UFRGS-PV-T, Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul (Paleoverte-
brate, Triassic Collection), Porto Alegre, Brazil.

2. Material and methods

We compared at first hand CRILAR-Pv 82 with the kannemeyeri-
iform specimens MACN-Pv 18055 (holotype of Ischigualastia jenseni),
UFRGS-PV-0151-T, UFRGS-PV-0287-T (holotype and referred speci-
men, respectively, of Jachaleria candelariensis), and MPDC 232-48 and
MPDC 504-120 (referred specimens of Dinodontosaurus tener). We also
examined detailed photographs of MCZ 1688 (holotype of Stahleckeria
“lenzii” Romer and Price, 1944). Comparisons with other postcrania of
several other kannemeyeriiforms (e.g., Angonisaurus cruickshanki, Din-
odontosaurus spp., Eubrachiosaurus browni, Acratophorus argentinensis,
Kannemeyeria simo cephalus, Lisowicia bojani, Placerias hesternus, San-
gusaurus  parringtonii, Shansiodon  wangi, Sinokannemeyeria
yingchiaoensis, Stahleckeria potens, Tetragonias njalilus, Wadiasaurus
indicus, Zambiasaurus submersus, and the indeterminate specimen MCZ

3459) were made on the basis of descriptions and figures in the litera-
ture (e.g., Angielczyk et al., 2018; Aratjo and Gonzaga, 1980;
Bandyopadhyay, 1988; Bonaparte, 1966; Camp and Welles, 1956;
Cox, 1965; 1968; 1969; Cox and Li, 1983; Cruickshank, 1967;
Govender et al., 2008; Kammerer et al., 2013; Pearson, 1924; Romer
and Price, 1944; Sulej and Niedzwiedzki, 2019; Vega-Diaz and Schultz,
2004; von Huene, 1935; Yeh, 1959). Linear measurements were taken
directly in CRILAR-Pv 82 and MACN-Pv 18055 with a digital caliper
(maximum deviation of 0.2 mm) and a measuring tape (maximum de-
viation of 0.5 mm).

The description of the scapula follows the anatomical orientations
of Romer (1956) and most descriptions of non-mammaliaform synap-
sids (e.g., Ray, 2006; Kammerer et al., 2013; Guignard et al., 2019;
Gaetano et al., 2018), in which the terms “dorsal” and “ventral” refer
to the regions located distally and proximally to the glenoid articula-
tion, respectively.

3. Geological settings

The specimen CRILAR-Pv 82 was collected in the Los Bordos local-
ity (Fig. 1) and comes from the first sandy levels of the Tarjadia Assem-
blage Zone (Ezcurra et al., 2017), 50 cm above the contact between the
Tarjados and Chafiares formations, lower member of the Chafiares For-
mation, Ischigualasto-Villa Unién Basin, Talampaya National Park, La
Rioja Province, NW Argentina. The Charfiares Formation is part of a rift
basin related to the pre-break-up of Pangea. This basin is represented
by a continental succession of deposits of approximately 4000 m, from
the upper Permian to the Upper Triassic (Kokogian et al., 1999;
Gulbranson et al., 2015), bearing an extremely rich tetrapod record
shedding important light on the origin and evolution of modern verte-
brate faunas.

The Chanares Formation was classically worked by renowned col-
leagues (e.g., Romer 1966; Bonaparte, 1997; Rogers et al., 2001) who
positioned its continental tetrapod assemblage as one of the most im-
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portant worldwide for the Triassic. Subsequently, this assemblage has
been intensively worked by several Argentinean research groups and, as
a consequence, the geology and sedimentology of the Chafiares Forma-
tion have been deeply studied and analyzed (Rogers et al., 2001; Fiorelli
etal. 2013, 2018; Mancuso et al., 2014; Marsicano et al., 2016; Ezcurra
etal. 2017, 2020, 2021; Perez Loinaze et al., 2018). Based on these and
other works, the Chafares Formation has been characterized by vol-
caniclastic deposits reworked in alluvial and lacustrine settings as part
of the syn-rift phase of sedimentation of the basin. In addition, the
Chafiares Formation has been recently radiometrically dated and
bracketed between ~236 and ~233 Ma (early Carnian; Marsicano et
al., 2016; Ezcurra et al., 2017) (Fig. 2), slightly before or encompassing
the beginning of the Carnian Pluvial Episode (Simms and Ruffel, 1989,
1990; Benton et al., 2018; Bernardi et al., 2018). Here we follow the
sedimentary geological framework of Fiorelli et al. (2013), where two
members are described and the lower of them is divided into two beds.
However, this model of two beds was subsequently improved into two
tetrapod assemblage zones, namely the Tarjadia AZ (Assemblage Zone)
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and the Massetognathus-Chanaresuchus AZ based on conspicuous dif-
ferences in their faunal compositions and indicating deep faunistic
turnovers during the early-middle Carnian (Ezcurra et al., 2017).

In recent years, the holistic approach on the study of the Chafares
Formation generated a broader understanding of its geology, sedimen-
tology, paleobiology, and paleoenvironments, mainly related to the
Massetognathus-Chanaresuchus AZ (e.g., Ezcurra et al., 2017, 2020;
Fiorelli et al., 2013, 2018; Pérez Loinaze et al., 2018). However, the re-
cent determination of the Tarjadia AZ (Fig. 2) has impacted on this un-
derstanding and opened new questions that need to be addressed, in
particular regarding the sedimentology and paleoenvironment of the
first meters (Ezcurra et al., 2017). The Tarjadia AZ shows a strong hori-
zontal sedimentary variation because it was deposited on the markedly
irregular paleorelief of the reddish Tarjados Formation through a note-
worthy regional unconformity (Fiorelli et al., 2018). In the Los Bordos
locality (Fig. 2), as in other localities that preserve the contact between
the Tarjados and Chafares formations (e.g., Brazo del Puma, El Tor-
cido), an uneven and thin mineralized surface of chert and carbonate

Legend
Lithology
7] conglomerates
[ | sandstones
[ 1 mudstones
[ carbonate mud
[Tl calefsile stringers

Structure
[ | massive

[ | scour and fill
[ | horizontal stratification
[ | planar cross-bedding

[ 1 trough cross-badding

/A rhizoliths
2§ volcanogenic concretions
= vertebrate remains
= #— CRILAR-Pv 82

Los Bordos locality profile

Fig. 2. Generalized stratotype of the Chafares Formation (left) and detailed stratigraphic profile at Los Bordos locality (right). The red arrow in the Los Bordos
profile indicates the occurrence of the stahleckeriid CRILAR-Pv 82 approximately 50 cm above the boundary with the Tarjados Formation (modified from
Ezcurra et al., 2017). (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.)
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stringers characterize the boundary between these units (Ezcurra et al.,
2017; Fiorelli et al., 2018). In the small outcrop of the Los Bordos local-
ity, the Tarjados palaeorelief is up to 1.5 m (Figs. 2 and 3A), whereas in
other localities it reaches several meters (Fiorelli et al., 2018). Thus, the
low-lying areas between topographic highs were filled by the first
sandy sediments of the Tarjadia AZ (Fig. 3A and B). This succession is
characterized by massive or stratified bodies of grey-olive to yellow-
green sandstones and conglomeratic sandstones mixed with tuffs (Fig.
3B). The sandy bodies possess clear sedimentary structures, such as rip-
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ples and horizontal, planar, and trough cross-stratification. In Los Bor-
dos locality, some thin calcrete levels with small horizontal root traces
and bioturbations suggest the development of incipient paleosols near
fluvial channels; these paleosol levels are more conspicuous in other lo-
calities (e.g., Campo de Cérdoba; Fiorelli et al., 2018). The sandy chan-
nelized first meters, in particular the stahleckeriid-bearing level in Los
Bordos locality, correspond to some isolated sheetflood cycles of dis-
tally braided rivers with high stream power of low sinuosity and stabil-
ity, and moderate discharge of sediment. These facies show some vol-

Fig. 3. Overview of the Chafiares Formation in the Los Bordos locality. A, first meter —Tarjadia AZ— of the Chaiiares Formation covering a clear paleorelief of
the Tarjados Formation. B, facies of the lowermost levels of the Chafares Formation at El Torcido locality with large scale through and planar cross-bedd ed
tuffaceous sandstones. C, panorama of the Los Bordos outcrops and the fossil site of CRILAR-Pv 82. Hammer length = 28 cm.
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canic material mixed with sandstone, but the volcanic contribution is
not as high as in the upper levels of Massetognathus-Chanaresuchus AZ,
which were strongly influenced by volcanism when the syn-eruptive
pulses were probably constant or less sporadic (Ezcurra et al., 2021). In-
stead, the Tarjadia AZ shows large inter-eruptive periods, a stasis evi-
denced by the development of paleosols with extensive horizontal root
systems—abundant rhyzoliths—and large, complex tetrapod branched
burrows (Fiorelli et al., 2018). However, the facies variations in the first
few meters of the Tarjadia AZ probably occurred more chaotically, con-
trolled by several factors that randomly filled the low-lying areas be-
tween topographic highs. Therefore, each filled micro valley developed
particular sedimentological and taphonomic characteristics (e.g., a
combination of the braided rivers, variation in topography, sedimenta-
tion rates, semiarid paleoenvironmental conditions, isolation and
weathering of remains). Subsequently, the system was stabilized and
leveled from local changes, such as fill up of the lowlands and increase
of volcanic sediment, which indicates the beginning of the Massetog-
nathus-Chanaresuchus AZ (Ezcurra et al., 2017; Fiorelli et al., 2018).

The in situ bones of the stahleckeriid specimen CRILAR-Pv 82 were
found at the Los Bordos locality, a small outcrop of about 8000 square
meters, during a field trip in September 2018 (Figs. 1 and 3). CRILAR-
Pv 82 was found 55 m in straight line from a rhynchosaurid specimen in
approximately the same stratigraphic level (CRILAR-Pv 112; see
Ezcurra et al., 2021: Fig. 2). This tiny outcrop preserves the first sandy
centimeters of deposition of the Tarjadia AZ and the stahleckeriid and
rhynchosaur material collected bolster the hypothesis of a distinctive
faunal association in the Tarjadia AZ from that of the Massetognathus-
Chanaresuchus AZ, showing the same pattern as in other localities of
the unit (e.g., Brazo del Puma, El Torcido, Campo de Cérdoba Norte lo-
calities; Ezcurra et al., 2017, contra Ordofez et al., 2020) (Fig. 2). The
Tarjadia AZ includes the stahleckeriid reported here and the ste-
naulorhynchine rhynchosaur Elorhynchus carrolli, the medium-sized er-
petosuchid pseudosuchian Tarjadia ruthae, other medium to large-sized
suchians (e.g., Luperosuchus fractus), and small to medium-sized tra-
versodontid and probainognathian cynodonts (Ezcurra et al. 2017,
2021). Although the Chafiares Formation has been recently dated as
early Carnian (236.1 = 0.6 Ma and 233 = 0.4 Ma; Marsicano et al.,
2016), the entire Tarjadia AZ —up to 20 m- as well as the first 10 m of
the Massetognathus-Chanaresuchus AZ lack absolute dates (Ezcurra et
al., 2017). In line with recent suggestions, the first meters of the
Chafares Formation (Tarjadia AZ) were probably deposited during the
Ladinian and the Ladinian-Carnian boundary may occur in either the
uppermost levels of the Tarjadia AZ or the lowermost levels of the Mas-
setognathus-Chanaresuchus AZ (Ezcurra et al., 2017, 2021; Fiorelli et
al., 2018).

4. Systematic paleontology

THERAPSIDA Broom (1905)

ANOMODONTIA Owen (1860).

DICYNODONTIA Owen (1860).

KANNEMEYERIIFORMES Maisch (2001).

STAHLECKERIID AE (Lehman, 1961).

STAHLECKERIINAE (Lehman, 1961).

Genus and species indet.

Material - CRILAR-Pv 82, a right scapula, a partial left ilium, ster-
num, and indeterminate bone fragments.

Locality and horizon - Los Bordos locality (29°48'23"S/
67°46'40"W), almost 7 km east of the mouth of the Talampaya canyon
and 2 km north of the El Torcido river. CRILAR-Pv 82 proceeds from
50 cm above the contact between the Tarjados and Chaifiares forma-
tions, lower levels of the Tarjadia AZ, lower member of the Chafiares
Formation, Ischigualasto-Villa Unién Basin, Talampaya National
Park, La Rioja Province, NW Argentina.
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Remarks - Two tiny, fragmentary cranial elements (a partial left
squamosal and a dubious supraoccipital fragment) were found in asso-
ciation with the postcranium CRILAR-Pv 82. However, they were ex-
cluded from this study owing to their poor preservation and absence of
informative features (a dicynodont generalized morphology could only
be recognized in the squamosal fragment).

5. Anatomical description
5.1. Scapula

The right scapula of CRILAR-Pv 82 (Fig. 4A-C) is generally well pre-
served, with little sign of distortion, beside a slight mediolateral com-
pression of the scapular blade. Only one important fracture extends an-
teroposteriorly (just below the acromion process: ac) and there is some
damage in some regions of the anterior and posterior margins of the
blade and in the scapular spine. The scapula has a maximum length of
51.5 cm, representing one of the largest South American dicynodont
specimens reported so far (see Table 1 for additional measurements). It
exceeds the measurements reported in MCZ 3459 from the Chafares
Formation (Cox, 1968), Ischigualastia jenseni (holotype MACN-Pv
18055), Jachaleria candelariensis (Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004), and
Dinodontosaurus tener from the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence (Cox,
1965). Only some specimens of Stahleckeria potens from the latter unit
are slightly larger, with scapulae approximately 5% longer than that of
CRILAR-Pv 82 (von Huene, 1935; Romer and Price, 1944).

The scapular blade is robustly built and relatively tall, with its dor-
sal end gradually expanded anteroposteriorly. In anterior view (Fig. 4
C), the scapular blade is gently bowed laterally (although this was
probably attenuated by distortion). The anterior and posterior margins
are gently concave in lateral view, with the curvature slightly more
pronounced in the latter. As a result, the middle region of the scapula
(immediately dorsal to the level of the acromion process) is anteropos-
teriorly constricted and the expansion is more pronounced on the dorsal
third of the blade. The dorsal border of the scapula is gently curved,
with a moderate posterodorsal-to-anteroventral orientation in lateral
view. The posterodorsal and anterodorsal corners of the blade have an
acute and an obtuse angle, respectively. Unfortunately, the ventral half
of the posterior margin is considerably damaged, especially the area
immediately dorsal to the glenoid articulation (gl). Thus, it is not possi-
ble to determine if an area for insertion of the triceps muscles was dif-
ferentiated, as occurs frequently in other Kannemeyeriiformes (e.g.,
von Huene, 1935; Govender et al., 2008; Kammerer et al., 2013). Ex-
cluding the scapular spine and acromion process, the lateral and medial
surfaces of the scapular blade lack any crest or tubercle.

The scapular spine (sp), slightly fragmented but generally well pre-
served, is well-developed dorsoventrally and laterally, starting approx-
imately 13 cm from the dorsal border of the scapula and extending ver-
tically adjacent to the anteroventral margin of the blade. The anterior
surface of the spine has some cracks (cr) and it is relatively flat, lacking
a groove or prespinous fossa (e.g., Govender et al., 2008) between the
edge of the spine and the anterior margin of the blade. The dorsal por-
tion of the spine is thick, rounded, and low. It progressively sharpens
and rises from the lateral surface of the blade towards its ventral end,
where it is slightly demarcated from the acromion process (ac). Thus,
the edge of the spine is markedly convex in anterior view (see Fig. 4 C).
In lateral view, the ventral third of the spine curves anterolaterally,
giving the scapular spine an undulating profile in this region. The
scapular spine is connected to an acromion process that projects an-
teroventrally and slightly laterally from the ventralmost end of the for-
mer structure. The acromion process is moderately developed, not
reaching the great extension of some Brazilian specimens of Dinodon-
tosaurus (Cox, 1965: Fig. 15A; Kammerer et al., 2013; see also Fig. 5G).
It has a gently convex dorsal edge and a straight ventral margin. This
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Fig. 4. CRILAR-Pv 82, Stahleckeriidae indet. Right scapula in (A) lateral, (B) medial, and (C) anterior views. Sternum in (D) dorsal and (E) ventral
views. Partial left ilium in (F) lateral and (G) medial views. F;, hypothesised restoration of the ilium of CRILAR-Pv 82 on the basis of Stahleckeria potens
(von Huene, 1935). Abbreviations: ac, acromion process; cr, cracks; gl, glenoid articular surface; pra, preacetabular process; prcor, articular surface for
precoracoid; sab, supraacetabular buttress; sb, sternal boss; sp, scapular spine; sr, sacral rib scar. Arrows point anteriorly. Scale bar equals 5 cm.

morphology of the scapular spine and acromion process is remarkably
similar to specimens of Stahleckeria potens from Brazil (see Discussion).

Ventrally to the acromion process, the ventral part of the scapula is
also broadly expanded, until reaching a similar anteroposterior exten-
sion to that of the dorsal margin of the blade. This region of the scapula
is delimited anteroventrally by the articular surface for the precoracoid
(preor), and posteroventrally by the scapular contribution to the gle-
noid cavity (gl). These surfaces form an angle slightly higher than 90°

between each other. The glenoid fossa has a straight profile and its sur-
face is longer than the articulation with the precoracoid, which is
slightly concave in an anteroposterior direction. No evidence of a cora-
coid foramen is present; thus, it was probably entirely surrounded by
the missing precoracoid.
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Table 1
Linear measurements (in cm) of the postcranial elements of CRILAR-Pv
82.

Meas urements CRILAR-Pv 82

Right scapula

Maximum length 51.50
Maximum width (at dorsal margin of the blade) 26.82
Minimum width (at the level of the acromion process) 10.93
Sternum

Maximum preserved length 33.00
Maximum width 30.00
Left ilium

Maximum preserved length 41.70
Preaceabular length 31.00
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5.2. Sternum

The sternum of CRILAR-Pv 82 (Fig. 4 D, E) is severely cracked and
worn out, several edges are damaged (especially the left one), and the
entire posterior region of the bone is missing. Thus, the information that
can be obtained from this element is limited. However, a roughly trian-
gular outline is apparent, with the convex lateral margins converging
into a blunt anterior end. The linear measurements of the sternum (see
Table 1) also exceed those reported in most other South American di-
cynodonts (e.g., von Huene, 1935; Cox, 1965; Vega-Dias and Schultz,
2004).

As is typical in dicynodonts, the ventral and dorsal surfaces of the
sternum are well differentiated. At least a pair of round bosses (sb), one
on each left and right side, occurs on the posterolateral margins of the
dorsal surface (see Fig. 4 D), which are differentiated from the posteri-
ormost region of the sternum by a shallow groove. A convexity on the
dorsal surface of the bone, immediately posterior to each groove (espe-

Fig. 5. Comparison of kannemeyeriiform scapulae from the Chafnares Formation and the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence in lateral view. A, CRILAR-Pv 82,
Stahleckeriidae indet. B, MCZ 3459, Sahleckeriidae indet. C, MCZ 1688, Stahleckeria potens (holotype of S. “lenzii””). D, GPIT-PV-30792 (formerly GPIT/RE/
8001), Stahleckeria potens. E, “scapula n°2” of von Huene, Stahleckeria potens. F, “scapula n°3” of von Huene, putative juvenile of Stahleckeria potens. G,
MPDC 232-48, Dinodontosaurus tener. A correspond to a left scapula (reversed), A, C, D, E, F and G are right scapulae, B is a left scapula reversed for com-
parative purpose. B modified from Cox (1968); D, E and F modified from von Huene (1935). Abbreviations: ac, acromion process; sp, scapular spine.

Scale bars equal 5 cm.
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cially on the right side), suggests the possibility of a second pair of
bosses (sb?). Unfortunately, the extremely poor preservation of this re-
gion prevents an unequivocal interpretation. A low, broad longitudinal
crest extends anteromedially on the dorsal surface, from the right ster-
nal boss until reaching a similar median crest a short distance posterior
to the anterior end of the bone. Although not preserved, there was
probably another crest extending from the left sternal boss. Beside its
general concavity, no other features are recognized on the ventral sur-
face.

5.3. Ilium

The ilium of CRILAR-Pv 82 (Fig. 4 F, G) preserves most of the preac-
etabular (or anterior) process (pra) (lacking its anteroventral end), and
part of the neck or base of the iliac blade and supraacetabular region. A
natural margin is undoubtedly present on the posteroventral region of
the preacetabular process. The margin of the blade is dorsally obscured
by matrix, and anteriorly bears signs of damage. However, it probably
did not extend much further anteriorly. Besides its incompleteness, only
the preserved length of the bone (see Table 1) largely exceeds the total
iliac length reported in Dinodontosaurus tener by Cox (1965; also com-
pare scales in Fig. 7A and D). Among the published South American di-
cynodonts, only some Stahleckeria specimens surpass this length (Fig. 7;
von Huene, 1935; Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 7B).

The preacetabular process of CRILAR-Pv 82 is strongly anteriorly
developed. In general, the lateral surface is slightly concave both
dorsoventrally and anteroposteriorly, while the medial surface is con-
vex in the same directions. The iliac blade gradually curves anterolater-
ally from approximately the mid-length of the anterior process. Besides
the general damage of the iliac blade and loss of its anteriormost end, it
is evident a strong anteroventral curvature of the preacetabular
process, which is conspicuously represented by the deeply concave pos-
teroventral margin of the process in lateral view (see Fig. 4F and G and
7A). As a result, the iliac blade acquires a ‘hooked’-shaped profile in
lateral view, similar to that of Stahleckeria potens and other stahleck-
eriine relatives (see Discussion). The posteroventral margin of the
preacetabular process immediately leads to the transversely thickened
anterior region of the iliac neck, which probably corresponds to the
supraacetabular buttress. Neither the posterior margin of the neck nor
the acetabular regions are preserved.

The medial surface of the iliac blade preserves scars for three (possi-
bly four) sacral ribs (sr), positioned on the posterior half of the preac-
etabular process, immediately anterior to the iliac neck (Fig. 4 G). The
ventral edges of the sacral rib scars are more conspicuous than dorsally,
consisting of deep, dorsoventrally elongated depressions surrounded by
strongly swollen margins that determine a rounded ventral outline for
the scars. By contrast, the dorsal edges of these scars become gradually
shallower dorsally until merging with the rest of the medial surface of
the blade. The sacral rib scars are closely packed, being separated only
by thin, thickened margins. A detailed characterization of the sacral rib
scars of the ilium is generally overlooked in anatomical descriptions of
kannemeyeriiforms, and comparisons of this region are mainly focused
on sacral count (e.g., Griffin and Angielczyk, 2019). Taking this into
account, it is worth noting that the overall morphology of the sacral rib
scars of CRILAR-Pv 82 significantly matches those described for the il-
ium “n°1” of Stahleckeria potens (GPIT-PV-30792, formerly GPIT /RE/
8001; von Huene, 1935). Although the scars in Sangusaurus parringtonii
are in articulation with their corresponding sacral ribs, is interesting to
note that the distal ends of the third-to-fourth ribs are expanded and
rounded (see Angielczyk et al., 2018: Fig. 12B), a feature reminiscent of
the morphology observed in the scars of CRILAR-Pv 82. Unfortunately,
morphological variation in the ilio-sacral joint region is still poorly
studied in other kannemeyeriiform taxa to address an adequate com-
parison.
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6. Discussion
6.1. Comparisons and taxonomy of CRILAR-Pv 82

Although disarticulated, the elements of CRILAR-Pv 82 were found
closely associated, lacking duplicated elements, and their sizes match
those expected for the same single individual.

Comparative studies on the postcranial anatomy of the Chafares
kannemeyeriiforms involve several challenges, not only due to the
scarcity of detailed descriptions, but also to the higher historical rele-
vance given to cranial morphology. In this regard, additional limita-
tions arise owing to the confusing skull-based taxonomy of the taxa
from this unit (see Introduction). Concerning Triassic dicynodonts, sev-
eral studies involve descriptions of, at least, some postcranial elements
(e.g., Pearson, 1924; von Huene, 1935; Romer and Price, 1944; Camp
and Welles, 1956; Cox, 1965; 1969; Cox and Li, 1983; Bonaparte, 1966;
Cruickshank, 1967; Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004; Morato, 2006; Ray,
2006; Govender et al., 2008; Angielczyk et al., 2018; Kammerer, 2018;
Kammerer et al., 2013; 2018; Sulej and Niedzwiedzki, 2019), but their
level of detail varies from brief mentions to comprehensive descriptions
of multiple elements. As discussed by Martinelli et al. (2020), this situa-
tion leads to an underestimation of informative postcranial characters
in the most recent phylogenetic analyses.

Kannemeyeriiform dicynodonts have been more frequently divided
into three main clades: Shansiodontidae, Kannemeyeriidae and
Stahleckeriidae (e.g., Cox, 1965; Angielczyk et al., 2018; Angielczyk
and Kammerer, 2018). However, their phylogenetic interrelationships
are still controversial, and the monophyly of the first two groups has
not been universally supported in quantitative analyses. Some analyses
found a monophyletic Shansiodontidae and a “kannemeyeriid” grade
at the base of Stahleckeriidae (e.g., Kammerer et al., 2011; 2013; Sulej
and Niedzwiedzki, 2019); others, conversely, recovered a paraphyletic
arrangement of “shansiodontids” at the base of Kannemeyeriiformes
and a monophyletic Kannemeyeriidae (e.g., Angielczyk et al., 2018;
Kammerer, 2018; 2019; Kammerer et al., 2019; Kammerer and
Ordofiez, 2021). Only stahleckeriids have been consistently recovered
as a natural group in most recent phylogenies, as the least inclusive
clade including Placerias hesternus and Stahleckeria potens (Kammerer
et al., 2013; Angielczyk et al., 2018). Additionally, the relationships of
some taxa are particularly problematic, as is the case of the genus Din-
odontosaurus, which has been recovered as closely related to Stahleck-
eriidae (e.g., Kammerer, 2019; Kammerer et al., 2019; Kammerer and
Ordoiiez, 2021), as the sister taxon of a clade containing “kannemey-
eriids” plus stahleckeriids (Kammerer et al., 2011), or closely related to
“shansiodontids” (Kammerer et al., 2013).

Regarding the kannemeyeriiform scapulae, Kammerer et al. (2013)
recognized three basic morphologies that are broadly coincident with
the tripartite systematic classification: shansiodontid, “kannemeyeriid”
and stahleckeriid morphotypes. Differences between morphotypes are
related to the relative size and orientation of the acromion process, rel-
ative extension and sloping of the dorsal margin of the scapular blade,
and the morphology of the scapular spine if present. The combination
of a moderately tall scapular blade with a marked anteroposterior ex-
pansion of its dorsal region, anteroventrally inclined dorsal margin,
well developed scapular spine, and anterolaterally directed acromion
process in CRILAR-Pv 82 better matches the stahleckeriid morphology.
However, these scapular morphotypes are not as homogeneously dis-
tributed as expected when genera or even species are compared. Among
stahleckeriids, for example, the acromion process is weakly developed
in Ischigualastia jenseni (holotype MACN-Pv 18055), Jachaleria cande-
lariensis (holotype UFRGS-PV-0151-T and UFRGS-PV-0287-T, Vega-
Dias and Schultz, 2004), and Lisowicia bojani (Sulej and Niedzwiedzki,
2019). The scapular blade of Lisowicia bojani, in particular, has a sym-
metric and markedly rounded dorsal border (Sulej and Niedzwiedzki,
2019: supp. fig. 4). Von Huene (1935) and Romer and Price (1944) also
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recognized individual variation in the scapular proportions of Stahleck-
eria (see below). Ischigualastia jenseni and Jachaleria candelariensis are
also distinctive in the position of the coracoid foramen between the
scapula and coracoid. As it was mentioned in the Description (Section
5.1), CRILAR-Pv 82 shows no signs of a scapular contribution to this
foramen.

The most conspicuous feature of the scapula of CRILAR-Pv 82 is the
vertical and sharp spine, laterally projected from the anterior margin of
the blade. A crest or spine on the lateral surface of the blade is usually
observed in some “kannemeyeriid”-grade taxa, such as Kannemeyeria
simocephalus,  Wadiasaurus indicus and  Sinokannemeyeria
yingchiaoensis. However, K. simo cephalus and S. yingchiaoensis have a
comparatively lower scapular spine, uniformly projected along its en-
tire length (Pearson, 1924: Figs. 20-22; Govender et al., 2008: Fig. 3A
and B; Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 3D and E). Referred specimens of
Wadiasaurus indicus, on the other hand, have a more anterolaterally
oriented crest (Bandyopadhyay, 1988: Fig. 15a-c, although in the fig-
ured scapula the spine is broken). Bonaparte (1966) also mentioned an
“incipient” spine in Acratophorus argentinensis, which has been recov-
ered as a “kannemeyeriid” dicynodont in the most recent phylogenetic
analysis (Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). Available data on “shan-
siodontids” is scanty and ambiguous. According to Kammerer et al.
(2013), Tetragonias, Shansiodon and Rhinodicynodon lack a scapular
spine (Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 3A), but Cruickshank (1967) re-
ported a distinct but weakly developed scapular spine in Tetragonias. A
well-developed scapular spine is also present among most members of
Stahleckeriidae for which scapular material is known, and its presence
has been even recovered as a synapomorphy for the clade (i.e., “anterior
edge of scapula extended laterally to form a strong crest”; character 145,
state 1 of Angielczyk et al., 2018). However, the morphology of the
spine is variable within both Placeriinae (i.e., Placerias hesternus, Zam-
biasaurus submersus, Lisowicia bojani) and Stahleckeriinae (i.e.,
Stahleckeria potens, Eubrachiosaurus browni and Ischigualastia jenseni),
the two major groups in which stahleckeriids are usually divided (e.g.,
Kammerer et al., 2013). CRILAR-Pv 82 differs from the elongated and
low spine observed in Eubrachiosaurus browni (Kammerer et al., 2013:
Fig. 2), Placerias hesternus (Camp and Welles, 1956: Fig. 29A,B;
Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 4A), and Zambiasaurus submersus (Cox,
1969: Fig. 3A,B and 16), with a more “kannemeyeriid”-like morphol-
ogy. It also departs (as the rest of stahleckeriids) from the placeriine
Lisowicia bojani, which has a broad, shallow, and weakly differenti-
ated ridge that runs obliquely along the anterolateral surface of the
scapular blade (Sulej and Niedzwiedzki, 2019). Although according to
Kammerer et al. (2013) no scapular spine was present in Ischigualastia
and Jachaleria, a similar low ridge as that of L. bojani occurs in the
specimens MACN-Pv 18055 (holotype of Ischigualastia jenseni) and
UFRGS-PV-0287-T (referred specimen of Jachaleria candelariensis).

Considering this variability within kannemeyeriiforms, the scapula
of CRILAR-Pv 82 probably most closely resembles the stahleckeriine
Stahleckeria potens (Fig. 5) than to other members of the clade, particu-
larly the classic specimens from the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence de-
scribed by von Huene (1935; Chiniqué region) and Romer and Price
(1944; Pinheiro region). Although the three scapulae referred to
Stahleckeria potens by von Huene (1935; see also Fig. 5D-F) differ in
some features, such as the size and proportions of the scapular blade
(i.e., degree of convexity and inclination of the dorsal margin, and rela-
tive concavity between the anterior and posterior margins), their gross
morphology is congruent with that of the stahleckeriid morphotype
discussed by Kammerer et al. (2013). Von Huene's scapula “n°1” (GPIT-
PV-30792, formerly GPIT/RE/8001) differs from CRILAR-Pv 82 (and
the rest of Stahleckeria scapulae) in possessing a unique rectangular
cavity on the anterodorsal margin of its blade, originally interpreted as
the articulation site for the cleithrum (von Huene, 1935; Vega and
Maisch, 2014: Fig. 9.2; see also Fig. 5D). However, Vega and Maisch
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(2014) described this structure as a pathological feature, and here we
follow this interpretation.

The stahleckeriine specimen MCZ 1688 from the Pinheiro locality
(Romer and Price, 1944; see also Fig. 5 C) also matches the stahleckeriid
morphology, but its scapular blade differs from other taxa in the pres-
ence of a proportionally higher blade with a steeply sloping dorsal mar-
gin (unlike CRILAR-Pv 82 and von Huene's specimens) and deeper con-
cavity of its posterior margin (giving MCZ 1688 a more constricted ap-
pearance, as in CRILAR-Pv 82). As already mentioned (see Introduc-
tion), the taxonomic status of MCZ 1688 has been subject of debate
over time. It was originally described by Romer and Price (1944) as the
holotype and unique specimen of Stahleckeria “lenzii” (an additional
member of the formerly monotypic genus Stahleckeria von Huene,
1935). Later on, Cox (1965) considered that this specimen represented a
new genus more closely related to Ischigualastia than to Stahleckeria,
creating the new combination “Barysoma lenzii” for MCZ 1688. Fi-
nally, Lucas (1993) concluded that MCZ 1688 was not significantly dif-
ferent than the stahleckeriines from Chiniqua locality, and “Barysoma
lenzii” was considered a junior subjective synonym of Stahleckeria
potens., Although recently Maisch (2020) questioned Lucas' criterion
and suggested the possible validity of the schemes of Romer and Price
(1944) or Cox (1965), the synonymy of “Barysoma lenzii” with
Stahleckeria potens has been widely accepted by most authors, includ-
ing the most recent revision of Kammerer and Ordofez (2021).

Beside the taxonomic conflicts and morphological variability, all
the stahleckeriine scapulae from Pinheiros-Chiniquid and CRILAR-Pv 82
share a similar sharp and vertical scapular spine on the anteroventral
margin of the scapular blade, strongly raising towards the acromion
process and markedly convex in anterior view (see Figs. 5 and 6). No-
tably, although the small scapula “n°3” described by von Huene (1935)
—and originally interpreted as a juvenile specimen of Stahleckeria
potens— is the most disparate (markedly rounded dorsal margin and
deeply concave anterior margin of the scapular blade, see Fig. 5F and
Vega-Dias et al., 2005: Fig. 5B), its scapular spine also fits within this
morphology (see Fig. 6E). Vega-Dias et al. (2005) also described a well-
developed scapular spine in another specimen from the Pinheiros-
Chiniqué levels near Cachoeira do Sul town, and interpreted it as a ju-
venile of Stahleckeria (MCP 272 PV; see also Lucas, 2002). Although
ontogenetic changes in the scapular girdle of dicynodonts are still
poorly understood, this evidence suggests that the morphology of the
scapular spine is a taxonomically relevant feature, at least in the
stahleckeriines from the Chafares Formation and Pinheiros-Chiniqua
Sequence.

The ilium of CRILAR-Pv 82, although incomplete, is congruent with
that of stahleckeriids. The evidently well-developed preacetabular
process is typical of derived dicynodonts, especially Kannemeyeri-
iformes (Maisch, 2001). An elongated preacetabular process is present
in stahleckeriids such as Stahleckeria potens (Fig. 7B and C; von Huene,
1935), Eubrachiosaurus browni (Kammerer et al., 2013), and San-
gusaurus parringtonii (Angielckzyk et al., 2018). Angonisaurus cruick-
shanki, frequently recovered as the sister taxon of Stahleckeriidae (e.g.,
Kammerer, 2019; Kammerer et al., 2019), also has an extremely elon-
gated preacetabular process (Cox and Li, 1983; Kammerer et al., 2013:
Fig. 8A). This condition differs from the relatively short preacetabular
process present in the “shansiodontids” Shansiodon wangi (Yeh, 1959;
Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 7D) and Tetragonias njalilus (Cruickshank,
1967: Fig. 18; Frobisch 2006: Fig. 5), but also in the “kannemeyeriid”
Wadiasaurus indicus (Bandyopadhyay, 1988: Fig. 18) and the
stahleckeriine Jachaleria candelariensis (Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004:
Fig. 19A, B). Although Kammerer et al. (2013) considered Kannemeye-
ria simo cephalus and Placerias hesternus as similar in morphology to J.
candelariensis, limited information is available to evaluate these obser-
vations. Most descriptions of the iliac blade of K. simocephalus are
based on specimen NHMUK-PV R3761, which has a broken anterior
end (Govender et al., 2008: Fig. 9B; Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 8C; see
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Fig. 6. Comparison of stahleckeriid scapulae from the Chafiares Formation and the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence in anterior view. A, CRILAR-Pv 82,
Stahleckeriidae indet. B, MCZ 1688, Stahleckeria potens (holotype of S. “lenzii”). C, GPIT-PV-30792 (formerly GPIT/RE/8001), Stahleckeria potens. D,
“scapula n°2” of von Huene, Stahleckeria potens. E, “scapula n°3” of von Huene, putative juvenile of Stahleckeria potens. Note the sharp, laterally convex spine
shared by all specimens. All scapulae correspond to the right side. C, D and E modified from von Huene (1935). Abbreviations: ac, acromion process; sp,
scapular spine. Scale bars equal 5 cm.

Fig. 7. Comparison of kannemeyeriiform ilia from the Chafiares Formation and the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence in lateral view. A, CRILAR-Pv 82, Stahleck-
eriidae indet. (dotted line indicates a hypothetical restoration based on Stahleckeria potens). B, GPIT-PV-30792 (formerly GPIT/RE/8001), Stahleckeria potens.
C, “ilium n°2” of von Huene, Stahleckeria potens. D, MPDC 504-120, Dinodontosaurus tener. Note the anteroventrally curved, “hooked-shaped” preacetabular
process of the three stahleckeriid specimens A, B and C. A, C and D represent leftilia, B is a right ilium reversed for comparative purpose. B and C modified
from von Huene (1935). Abbreviation: pra, preacetabular process. Scale bars equal 5 cm.

a tentative reconstruction in Pearson, 1924: Fig. 19), and the iliac ele- 3121 figured by Cox (1965: Fig. 9A, B) possesses an elongated preac-
ments of P. hesternus are very fragmentary (Camp and Welles, 1956: etabular process, but that of a specimen referred to this species by
Figs. 34C, 57 and 59; Kammerer et al., 2013: Fig. 13C). Comparison Kammerer et al. (2013: Fig. 8D; PVL 3847) is similar to J. candelarien-
with Ischigualastia jenseni is also ambiguous because the specimen MCZ sis. The most informative trait of the ilium of CRILAR-Pv 82 is the pro-
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nounced anteroventral curvature (“hook-shaped”) of the preacetabular
iliac process. This morphology is very similar to that of the classic ma-
terial of Stahleckeria potens described by von Huene (1935; see also Fig.
7), e.g., GPIT-PV-30792, and Eubrachiosaurus browni from the proba-
bly late Carnian Popo Agie Formation of North America (Kammerer et
al., 2013: Fig. 7A). At the same time, it constitutes a singular condition,
at the moment not recognized among other kannemeyeriiform taxa.

The number of sacral vertebrae of CRILAR-Pv 82 inferred based on
its ilium is relevant of discussion. Dicynodonts are characterized by a
high variation in the number of sacral vertebrae, departing from the
typically conservative plan of most synapsids (Griffin and Angielczyk,
2019). Sacral count is frequently used in most phylogenetic analyses fo-
cused on dicynodonts, being actually the only vertebral character in-
cluded in recent data matrices (e.g., Angielczyk et al., 2018; Kammerer
et al., 2019; Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). As described above, the
medial surface of the ilium of CRILAR-Pv 82 preserves scars for three to
four sacral ribs. However, the entire median and posterior regions of the
iliac blade are missing. Considering that the preserved sacral rib scars
are positioned mostly on the posterior region of the preacetabular
process, it is expected that probably two or three additional scars
would be present. A tendency to an increase in sacral count is observed
in more derived taxa, especially in some Permian clades and all the Tri-
assic forms (e.g., Griffin and Angielczyk, 2019). Within Kannemeyeri-
iformes, sacral count lacks a clear phylogenetic signal, ranging from a
minimum of four in Lisowicia bojani (Sulej and Niedzwiedzki, 2019);
five in Shansiodon wangi (Yeh 1959), Kannemeyeria simocephalus
(Govender et al., 2008), Dinodontosaurus tener, Ischigualastia jenseni
(Cox, 1965), and Jachaleria candelariensis (Vega-Dias and Schultz,
2004); five to six in Acratophorus argentinensis (Bonaparte, 1966), Wa-
diasaurus indicus (Bandyopadhyay, 1988), and Tetragonas njalilus
(Cruickshank, 1967); and six in Angonisaurus cruickshanki (Angielczyk
et al., 2018). The highest sacral counts have been reported in the
stahleckeriines Sangusaurus parringtonii (7 sacral vertebrae, Angielczyk
et al., 2018) and Stahleckeria potens (6-7 sacral vertebrae according to
Angielezyk et al., 2018, but even 8 according to von Huene, 1935). An-
other possible evidence to infer a high sacral count is the large size of
CRILAR-Pv 82. However, although Griffin and Angielczyk (2019) rec-
ognized a significant positive correlation between body size and sacral
count in dicynodonts, the most important evolutionary shift was iden-
tified at the origin of Bidentalia (one of the major dicynodont sub-
clades, in which kannemeyeriiforms are nested; e.g., see phylogeny of
Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021), without a clear pattern inside this
group. Besides that, these authors provided a general characterization
of the first sacral ribs in dicynodonts with six or more sacral vertebrae,
which is quite consistent with the preserved scars in CRILAR-Pv 82, at
least in their relatively large size and homogeneous morphology. Con-
sidering this evidence, the medial surface of the iliac lamina suggests
that CRILAR-Pv 82 probably exceeded by far the minimum sacral
count of kannemeyeriiforms, possibly reaching a high number similar
to that of the stahleckeriines Sangusaurus and Stahleckeria.

A rigorous comparison of CRILAR-Pv 82 with Dinodontosaurus is
difficult because of the limited information available on its postcranial
anatomy. Regarding Brazilian specimens, Kammerer et al. (2013: Fig.
3B) referred specimen MCN-Pv 3584 to Dinodontosaurus pedroanum
(=Dinodontosaurus tener according to Kammerer and Ordonez, 2021)
and included this taxon in their “shansiodontid” morphotype. Although
the morphology of this element agrees with this characterization
(widely expanded, “fan”-shaped dorsal region of the scapular blade;
large and anteriorly directed acromion process; scapular spine absent;
specimen MPDC 232-48 shown in Fig. 5G also exemplifies this morpho-
type), the scapular anatomy of the classic Dinodontosaurus specimens is
poorly known. A well-developed acromion process and absence of
scapular spine were also noticed by Cox (1965) in the classic specimens
from the Pinheiro region (Pinheiros-Chiniqud Sequence), but the
scapula figured by this author (MCZ 1670, the holotype of Dinodon-
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tosaurus “oliveirai” Romer, 1943) is not as dorsally flared as that of
MCN-Pv 3584 and MPDC 232-48 (see Cox, 1965: Fig. 15A). In an un-
published morphofunctional study, Morato (2006) performed similar
observations in additional specimens of Dinodontosaurus tener from
Bom Retiro and Pinheiro regions (according to Martinelli et al., 2017),
mostly attributed to juvenile individuals (e.g., UFRGS-PV0113T).

Concerning the iliac morphology, the lack of a clear taxonomic sig-
nal in Dinodontosaurus tener is even more evident. Cox (1965) described
two morphologies in the Pinheiro assemblage, which were exemplified
by specimens MCZ 1687 and MCZ 3108. The first one has a relatively
short and tall preacetabular process (as in Shansiodon and Tetrago-
nias), but has also a large and deep acetabulum, surrounded by a thick-
ened margin; although Cox explains this acetabular morphology as the
result of intraspecific or taphonomic variation, it is very similar to that
of Jachaleria candelariensis (pers. obs, also compare Fig. 19A, B of Cox,
1965 with Fig. 19A, C of Vega-Dias and Schultz, 2004). By contrast,
MCZ 3108 has a conspicuously elongated preacetabular process, like
those of Angonisaurus, Stahleckeria, Sangusaurus, and CRILAR-Pv 82
(Cox, 1965: Fig. 19 D; see also specimen MPDC 504-120 in Fig. 7D). Re-
gardless of this variation in the preacetabular morphology, all the ilia
considered lack the anteroventrally curved preacetabular blade present
in Stahleckeria, Eubrachiosaurus, and CRILAR-Pv 82. Unfortunately,
CRILAR-Pv 82 cannot be confidently compared with Dinodontosaurus
brevirostris from the Chanares Formation because their referable post-
crania (Cox, 1968; Mancuso et al., 2017; Ordofiez et al., 2020;
Kammerer and Ordofez, 2021) remain unstudied. In any case, and con-
sidering current evidence, the anterolaterally directed, moderately de-
veloped scapular acromion, strongly developed scapular spine, and
“hook”-shaped iliac preacetabular process of CRILAR-Pv 82 seem to
constitute significant differences with (at least) Dinodontosaurus tener
from the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence (Fig. 7). Taking into account the
corroboration of Dinodontosaurus brevirostris as the only valid species
of this genus in the Chafiares Formation (Kammerer and Ordofiez,
2021), its postcranial anatomy should not differ significantly from its
Brazilian cogeneric forms; according to this proposal, two morpho-
types linked to two kannemeyeriiform linages would occur in the
Chanares assemblages. In this sense, Ordofiez et al. (2020) recently as-
signed a new specimen from the Chafares Formation to Dinodon-
tosaurus sp. on the basis of its cranial anatomy. Although its scapula
appears to fit with that of the “shansiodontid”-like pattern (see
Mancuso et al., 2017: Fig. 8C), the postcranium is still undescribed and,
thus, no further observations will be made here. Thus, a rigorous com-
parison with Dinodontosaurus brevirostris is hampered until more com-
plete skeletons (including both cranial and postcranial regions) are
studied.

As already mentioned (see Introduction) Cox (1968) also briefly de-
scribed a scapulocoracoid and clavicle (MCZ 3459) of a possible fourth
dicynodont taxon in the Chafiares Formation, providing a schematic il-
lustration of the pectoral girdle (Fig. 5 B; see also Cox, 1968: Fig. 12). A
reassessment of this data allows a comparison of MCZ 3459 with
CRILAR-Pv 82 and the stahleckeriines from the Pinheiros-Chiniqué Se-
quence (see Fig. 5). As is typical in stahleckeriids, the dorsal part of the
scapular blade of MCZ 3459 is anteroposteriorly expanded and its dor-
sal margin is anteroventrally inclined. In addition, Cox (1968) sug-
gested that its scapular spine (although broken-off) was probably well-
developed and positioned along the anterior border of the scapular
blade, in a position very similar to that of CRILAR-Pv 82 and Stahleck-
eria potens (Fig. 5B; see also Cox, 1968: Fig. 12). MCZ 3459 has also the
typical condition of Kannemeyeriiformes (including CRILAR-Pv 82 and
Stahleckeria potens), in which the scapula is excluded from contribution
to the coracoid foramen (Fig. 5B; see also Cox, 1968: Fig. 12). The com-
bination of these features indicates that MCZ 3459 also matches the
stahleckeriid morphology and thus would constitute the first historical
record of this subclade in the Chafiares Formation. Strictly speaking,
the stahleckeriid affinities of MCZ 3459 were partially suggested by
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Cox (1968). Although this author assigned MCZ 3459 to “Kannemey-
eriidae”, he was employing a different, precladistic taxonomic scheme
(see Cox, 1965), and he also included Ischigualastia, Placerias and
“Barysoma lenzii” (i.e., the specimen MCZ 1688) within that group. In
fact, Cox (1968) highlighted a close resemblance between MCZ 3459
and the specimen MCZ 1688. CRILAR-Pv 82 and MCZ 3459 differ from
von Huene's specimens (see Fig. 5A and B) in a more slender scapular
blade, with a more abrupt dorsal expansion. As a result, the scapulae of
both specimens from the Chafiares Formation are markedly constricted
at the level of the spine (although this condition is apparently more
pronounced in MCZ 3459). However, a detailed first-hand comparison
is essential to confirm these observations and to determine whether
CRILAR-Pv 82 and MCZ 3459 represent a single morphotype.

6.2. Implications in the evolutionary history of Stahleckeriidae

The early evolutionary history of Stahleckeriidae is still under de-
bate, especially owing to the scanty record of kannemeyeriiforms in the
Early Triassic (Maisch and Matzke, 2014; Olivier et al., 2019, but see
Liu, 2020). Maisch and Matzke (2014) described Sungeodon kimkrae-
merae from the Lower Triassic Jiucaiyuan Formation in northwestern
China as the oldest known stahleckeriid, hypothesizing an Asian origin
for the clade. However, Kammerer et al. (2019) questioned this state-
ment and suggested closer affinities to earlier branching kannemeyeri-
iforms or dicynodontoids. Besides this controversy, the two major
stahleckeriid subgroups (Stahleckeriinae and Placeriinae sensu
Kammerer et al., 2013) are already present in the possible Middle-
?early Late Triassic African record (e.g., Nesbitt et al., 2018; Ezcurra et
al., 2017; Peecock et al., 2018; Hancox et al., 2020). Stahleckeriines are
represented by Ufudocyclops mukanelai (Kammerer et al., 2019) in the
South African Cricodon-Ufudocyclops Subzone (= Cynognathus Sub-
zone C), Sangusaurus edentatus in the Zambian upper Ntaw ere Forma-
tion (Cox, 1969; Angielczyk et al., 2018), Sangusaurus parringtonii and
the indeterminate postcranium NMT RB463 (possibly a new species) in
the Tanzanian middle-upper Lifua Member of the Manda Beds
(Cruickshank, 1986; Angielczyk et al., 2018; Kammerer et al., 2018),
and the typically South American taxon Stahleckeria potens (see below)
in the upper Omingonde Formation (Abdala et al., 2013). From the Li-
fua Member also came the “stahleckeriid'-like Angonisaurus cruick-
shanki (Cox and Li, 1983; Hancox et al., 2013). Placeriines are only
represented by Zambiasaurus submersus in the upper Ntaw ere Forma-
tion (Cox, 1969; Angielczyk et al., 2014). By the late Carnian-Norian,
the clade Stahleckeriidae became the latest surviving dicynodonts and
achieved its maximum paleogeographic distribution, with stahleckeri-
ines mostly represented in southern Pangea (Cox, 1965; Bonaparte,
1970; Vega-Diaz and Schultz, 2004; Martinelli et al., 2020; Kammerer
and Ordonez, 2021) and placeriines in northern Pangea (Camp and
Welles, 1956; Dutuit, 1988; Sulej and Niedzwiedzki, 2019). Notable ex-
ceptions are the stahleckeriine Eubrachiosaurus browni in the Popo Agie
Formation of North America (Kammerer et al., 2013) and the placeriine
Pentasaurus goggai in the Lower Elliot formation of South Africa
(Kammerer, 2018).

The South American stahleckeriid record is only represented by the
subclade Stahleckeriinae. Until recently, it was restricted to the Ladin-
ian-Carnian Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence (Dinodontosaurus AZ) and
the Norian Candelaria Sequence (Riograndia AZ) in southern Brazil,
and in the upper Carnian-Norian levels of the Agua de La Pefia Group in
northwestern Argentina. In the Pinheiros-Chiniqua Sequence they have
been historically represented by Stahleckeria potens (von Huene, 1935;
Maisch, 2001; Vega-Diaz et al., 2005; Martinelli et al., 2017; Schultz et
al., 2020; Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). However, the exact number
of stahleckeriine taxa is currently under discussion, considering the
problematic referral of MCZ 1688 to Stahleckeria potens (Romer and
Price, 1944; Lucas, 1993; Maisch, 2020; Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021;
see above); some cranial fragments (GPIT-PV-47003; formerly GPIT/
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RE/9622) recently suggested as possibly a distinct taxon by Maisch
(2020); and especially the recent first record in Brazil of the Tanzanian
and Zambian genus Sangusaurus (Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). The
record of the Candelaria Sequence is only represented by Jachaleria
candelariensis (Araujo and Gonzaga, 1980; Vega-Dias and Schultz,
2004; Martinelli et al., 2020; Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021). Argentin-
ian stahleckeriines, on the other hand, were historically restricted to the
upper Carnian-Norian levels of the Ischigualasto Fomation and the No-
rian Los Colorados Formation (Ischigualastia jenseni and Jachaleria
colorata, e.g., Cox, 1962, 1965; Bonaparte, 1970; Martinez et al., 2013;
Kammerer and Ordofiez, 2021), coincident with the last stage of
stahleckeriid diversification (see above). Considering the historical
biostratigraphic links between the Chafiares Formation and the Brazil-
ian Dinodontosaurus Assemblage Zone (e.g., Ezcurra et al., 2017,
Langer et al., 2007; 2018; Martinelli et al., 2017; Schmitt et al., 2019;
Schultz et al., 2020), occurrences of stahleckeriines were expected in
the former unit but not confirmed until very recently (Mancuso and
Irmis, 2020).

Mancuso and Irmis (2020) reported the partial right ulna
CRILAR-PV 602, and assigned it to Stahleckeria sp. on the basis of its
enlarged, dorsally rounded olecranon process. As a consequence, they
proposed a new component for the correlations of the Chanares For-
mation with the Dinodontosaurus AZ of Brazil and the uppermost
Omingonde Formation of Namibia. Certainly, the overall morphol-
ogy of CRILAR-Pv 602 is very similar to the specimens of Stahlecke-
ria potens from the Pinheiros-Chiniqud Sequence, e.g., the mounted
specimen GPIT-PV-30792 (see von Huene, 1935: plate 7, Fig. 8 A,B)
and especially the specimen MCZ 1688, and can be confidently re-
ferred at least to Stahleckeriinae. However, as discussed for CRILAR-
Pv 82 and MCZ 3459, several factors make a taxonomic assignment
at the genus or species level difficult. These include the isolated con-
dition of CRILAR-Pv 602, an incomplete comparative framework
about ulnar variation in Stahleckeriinae (the recent record of San-
gusaurus in Brazil is particularly relevant, since the ulnar morphology
of this genus is currently unknown), and the lack of overlapping with
other kannemeyeriiform specimens from the Chafiares Formation.
More complete skeletons are needed to strengthen the taxonomic
conclusions of Mancuso and Irmis (2020), as the authors themselves
recognized. CRILAR-Pv 602 and CRILAR-Pv 82 came from the lower-
most levels of the Chafares stratigraphic section in Angostura del
Gualo and Los Bordos localities, respectively (Fig. 2; see also
Mancuso and Irmis, 2020: Fig. 1.2). According to the biostratigraphic
scheme proposed by Ezcurra et al. (2017), the fine-grained levels
with abundant root traces of CRILAR-Pv 602 (Mancuso and Irmis,
2020: Fig. 1.2) possibly also correspond to the Tarjadia AZ. Unfortu-
nately, no unequivocal data is available about the stratigraphic
provenance of MCZ 3459. However, the outcropping levels at the
east region of the Corral de Gualo locality —estimated geographic
provenance for MCZ 3459— mostly are represented by the typical
pedogenic fluvio-sandy sediments of the Tarjadia AZ (pers. obs.).
Field works in this almost unexplored locality are required to address
these indeterminate issues.

Aside from these uncertainties, all the dicynodont postcranial mate-
rial described so far from the Chafares Formation (MCZ 3459, CRILAR-
Pv 602 and CRILAR-Pv 82) represents the oldest record of Stahleckeri-
inae in the Ischigualasto-Villa Union Basin, expanding its record in Ar-
gentina back in time beyond the Ladinian-Carnian boundary. Despite
the ambiguous provenance of MCZ 3459, future occurrences of
stahleckeriines are expected also in the Massetognathus-Chanaresuchus
AZ, considering that their presence is well known in the overlying Is-
chigualasto and Los Colorados formations of the same basin.
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7. Conclusions

Here are described postcranial materials (CRILAR-Pv 82, scapula,
sternum, and ilium) discovered at the lowermost levels of the Tarjadia
AZ of the Chafiares Formation and it is unambiguously referred to a
stahleckeriid dicynodont. The scapular morphology of CRILAR-Pv 82
allows a linkage to the historical material MCZ 3459 described by Cox
(1968). Considering this historical material and the ulna recently re-
ported by Marsicano and Irmis (2020), the new specimen here described
constitutes the third record of Stahleckeriidae for the Chafiares Forma-
tion, probably a member of the major subclade Stahleckeriinae. Aspects
of the postcranial anatomy of South American dicynodonts remain
poorly understood, suggesting that future contributions should be ori-
ented not only to cranial studies, but also to an integrative approach of
the complete skeletal morphology of the group.

Author statements

Conceptualization: all authors; Main investigation: JAE; Writing —
original draft: all authors; Writing — review & editing: all authors; Fig-
ures: JAE, AGM, LEF.

Uncited references

Angielczyk and Kammerer, 2017; Boos et al., 2013; Boos et al.,
2016; Ezcurra et al., 2015; Horn et al., 2014; Krapovickas et al., 2013;
Peruzzo and Aratjo-Barberena, 1995; Zerfass et al., 2003.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influ-
ence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgements

We want to thank the Secretaria de Cultura de La Rioja, Subsecre-
tarfa de Patrimonio, and the Administracién de Parques Nacionales of
Argentina for granting permits to work in the Talampaya National
Park. We are also indebted to the rangers of the Talampaya National
Park, and special thanks to Neno, for their help in the field.

We thank the Chaiares field crew of 2018, in which the specimen
studied here was collected, and all the members of the “Archosauriform
Research Group” (ARG) for the invaluable work of the last decade in
the Chafiares Formation. We thank Voltaire D. Paes Neto for providing
photographs of MCZ collection, and Cesar L. Schultz for access to
UFRGS collection. We are grateful to Jeferson Saurin and Claudio Bor-
tolas for access to specimens housed at the Museu Padre Daniel Cargnin
(Mata, RS, Brazil). Finally, the comments and suggestions of both
anonymous reviewers greatly improved the original manuscript. This
research was supported by Agencia Nacional de Promociones Cientifi-
cas 'y Técnicas (PICT 2018-0717 to JBD).

References

Abdala, F., Marsicano, C.A., Smith, R.M., Swart, R., 2013. Strengthening western
gondwanan correlations: a Brazilian dicynodont (Synapsida, Anomodontia) in
the middle Triassic of Namibia. Gondwana Res. 23 (3), 1151-1162.

Angielczyk, K.D., Kammerer, C.F., 2017. The cranial morphology, phylogenetic
position and biogeography of the upper Permian dicynodont Compsodon
helmoedi van Hoepen (Therapsida, Anomodontia). Papers in Palaeontology 3
(4), 513-545.

Angielczyk, K.D., Kammerer, C.F., 2018. Non-mamm alian synapsids: the deep
roots of the mammalian family tree. In: Zachos, F., Asher, R. (Eds.),
Mammalian Evolution, Diversity and Systematics. pp. 117-198.

Angielczyk, K.D., Steyer, J.S., Sidor, C.A., Smith, R.M., Whatley, R.L., Tolan, S.,
2014. Permian and Triassic dicynodont (Therapsida: anomodontia) faunas of
the Luangwa Basin, Zambia: taxonomic update and implications for
dicynodont biogeography and biostratigraphy. In: Kammerer, C.F.,

14

Journal of South American Earth Sciences xxx (xxxx) 103275

Angielczyk, K.D., Frobisch, J. (Eds.), Early Evolutionary History of the
Synapsida. Springer, Dordrecht, pp. 93-138.

Angielczyk, K.D., Hancox, P.J., Nabavizadeh, A., 2018. A redescription of the
Triassic kannemeyeriiform dicynodont Sangusaurus (Therapsida,
Anomodontia), with an analysis of its feeding system. In: Sidor, C.A., Nesbitt,
S.J. (Eds.), Vertebrate and Climatic Evolution in the Triassic Rift Basins of
Tanzania and Zambia. Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Memoir 17. Journal
of Vertebrate Paleontology, vol. 37. pp. 189-227 6, Supplement.

Aratjo, D.C., Gonzaga, T.D., 1980. Uma nova especie de Jachaleria (Therapsida,
Dicynodontia) do Triassico do Brasil. In: Actas Del II Congreso Argentino De
Paleontologia Y Bioestratigrafia. I Congreso Latinoamericano de
Paleontologia, Buenos Aires, pp. 159-174.

Bandyopadhyay, S., 1988. A kannemeyeriid dicynodont from the middle triassic
yerrapalli formation. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 320, 185-233.
https: //doi.org/10.1016/j. geobios. 2003.04.008.

Benton, M.J., Bernardi, M., Kinsella, C., 2018. The carnian pluvial Episode and the
origin of dinosaurs. J. Geol. Soc. 175, 1019-1026.

Bernardi, M., Gianolla, P., Petti, F.M., Mietto, P., Benton, M.J., 2018. Dinosaur
diversification linked with the carnian pluvial Episode. Nat. Commun. 9 (1),
1-10.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1965. Sobre nuevos terdpsidos Triasicos hallados en el centro de
la Provincia de Mendoza, Argentina. Acta Geol. Lilloana 8, 91-100.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1966. Una nueva fauna “tridsica” de Argentina (Therapsida:
cynodontia, Dicynodontia). Consideraciones filogenéticas y
paleobiogeograficas. Ameghiniana 4 (8), 243-296.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1969. Dos nuevas ‘““faunas™ de reptiles tridsicos de Argentina. In:
1st International IUGS Symposium of Gondwana. Mar del Plata. pp. 283-306.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1970. Annotated list of the south American triassic tetrapods. In:
Haughton, S.H. (Ed.), Second Gondwana Symposium. Proceedings and Papers.
pp. 665-682 Pretoria.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1981. Nota sobre una nueva fauna del Tridsico Inferior del Sur de
Mendoza, Argentina, correspondiente a la zona de Lystrosaurus (Dicynodontia-
Proterosuchia). Anais Congreso Latino-Americano de Paleontologia 277-288.

Bonaparte, J.F., 1997. El Tridsico de San Juan, La Rioja: Argentina y sus
dinosaurios. Museo Argentino de Ciencias Naturales, Bernardino Rivadavia.

Boos, A.D., Schultz, C.L., Vega, C.S., Aumond, J.J., 2013. On the presence of the
late permian dicynodont endothiodon in Brazil. Palaeontology 56 (4), 837-848.

Boos, A.D.S., Kammerer, C.F., Schultz, C.L., Soares, M.B., Ilha, A.L.R., 2016. A
new dicynodont (Therapsida: anomodontia) from the Permian of southern
Brazil and its implications for bidentalian origins. PloS One 11 (5), e0155000.

Botha, J., Smith, R.M., 2007. Lystrosaurus species composition across the
permo-triassic boundary in the karoo basin of South Africa. Lethaia 40 (2),
125-137.

Broom, R., 1905. On the use of the term Anomodontia. Albany Museum Records 1,
266-269.

Brocklehurst, N., Kammerer, C.F., Frobisch, J., 2013. The early evolution of
synapsids, and the influence of sampling on their fossil record. Paleobiology
39 (3), 470-490.

Camp, C.L., Welles, S.P., 1956. Triassic dicynodont reptiles. Part I. The North
American Genus Placerias. Memoirs of the University of California 13,
255-304.

Cox, C.B., 1962. Preliminary diagnosis of Ischigualastia, a new genus of
dicynodont from Argentina. Breviora 156, 8-9.

Cox, C.B., 1965. New Triassic dicynodonts from South America, their origins and
relationships. Phil. Trans. Roy. Soc. Lond.: Biol. Sci. 248 (753), 457-514.
Cox, C.B., 1968. The Chafares (Argentina) Triassic reptile fauna IV: the dicynodont

fauna. Breviora 295, 1-27.

Cox, C.B., 1969. Two new dicynodonts from the triassic Ntawere Formation,
Zambia. Bulletin of the British Museum of Natural History (Geology Series) 17
(6), 257-294.

Cox, C.B., Li, J.-L., 1983. A new genus of Triassic dicynodont from East Africa and
its classification. Palaeontology 26 (2), 389-406.

Cruickshank, A.R.I., 1967. A new dicynodont genus from the Manda Formation of
Tanzania (Tanganyika). J. Zool. 153, 163-208.

Cruickshank, A.R.1., 1986. Biostratigraphy and classification of a new Triassic
dicynodont from east Africa. Mod. Geol. 10, 121-131.

DeFauw, S.L., 1993. The pangean dicynodont rechnisaurus from the triassic of
Argentina. In: Lucas, S.G., Morales (Eds.), The Nonmarine Triassic. New
Mexico Museum of Natural History and Science Bulletin, vol. 3. pp. 101-105.

Domnanovich, N.S., 2010. Revisién de los dicinodontes kannemeyéridos (Amniota,
Therapsida) de Argentina, relaciones filogenéticas e implicancias
paleobiogeograficas Unpublished PhD thesis Universidad de Buenos Aires,
Buenos Aires, Argentina, p. 387.

Domnanovich, N.S., Marsicano, C.A., 2012. The triassic dicynodont vinceria
(Therapsida, anomodontia) from Argentina and a discussion on basal
Kannemeyeriiformes. Geobios 45 (2), 173-186.

Dutuit, J.M., 1988. Ostéologie cranienne et ses enseignements, apports géologique
et paléoécologique, de Moghreberia nmachouensis, Dicynodonte (Reptilia,
Therapsida) du Trias supérieur marocain. Bulletin du Muséum National
d’Histoire Naturelle. Section C, Sciences de la Terre, Paléontologie, Géologie,
Minéralogie 10 (3), 227-285.

Ezcurra, M.D., Martinelli, A.G., Fiorelli, L.E., Da-Rosa, A.A., Desojo, J.B., 2015.
Archosauromorph remains from the Tarjados Formation (Early—middle
triassic, NW Argentina). Ameghiniana 52 (5), 475-486.

Ezcurra, M.D., Fiorelli, L.E., Martinelli, A.G., Rocher, S.M., Baczko, M.B.von,
Ezpeleta, M., Taborda, J.R.A., Hechenleitner, E.M., Trotteyn, M.J., Desojo, J.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geobios.2003.04.008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref34

J.A. Escobar et al.

B., 2017. Deep faunistic changes preceded the raise of dinosaurs in
southwestern Pangaea. Nature Ecology and Evolution 1, 1477-1483.

Ezcurra, M.D., Nesbitt, S.J., Fiorelli, L.E., Desojo, J.B., 2020. New specimen sheds
light on the anatomy and taxonomy of the early Late Triassic dinosauriforms
from the Chanares Formation, NW Argentina. Anat. Rec. 303, 1393-1438.

Ezcurra, M.D., Fiorelli, L.E., Trrotteyn, M.J., Martinelli, A.G., Desojo, J.B., 2021.
The rhynchosaur record, including a new stenaulorhynchine taxon, from the
Chafares Formation (late Ladinian-?earliest Carnian) of La Rioja Province,
northwestern Argentina. J. Syst. Palaeontol. 18, 1907-1938.

Fiorelli, L.E., Ezcurra, M.D., Hechenleitner, E.M., Argafiaraz, E., Taborda, J.R.A.,
Trotteyn, M.J., Baczko, M.B.von, Desojo, J.B., 2013. The oldest known
communal latrines provide evidence of gregarism in Triassic megaherbivores.
Sci. Rep. 3, 3348.

Fiorelli, L.E., Rocher, S., Martinelli, A.G., Ezcurra, M.D., Hechenleitner, E.M.,
Ezpeleta, M., 2018. Tetrapod burrows from the middle-upper triassic Chafares
formation (La Rioja, Argentina) and its palaeoecological implications.
Palaeogeogr. Palaeoclimatol. Palaeoecol. 496, 85-102.

Frobisch, J., 2006. Locomotion in derived dicynodonts (Synapsida, Anomodontia):
a functional analysis of the pelvic girdle and hind limb of Tetragonias njalilus.
Can. J. Earth Sci. 43 (9), 1297-1308.

Frobisch, J., 2007. The cranial anatomy of Kombuisia frerensis Hotton
(Synapsida, Dicynodontia) and a new phylogeny of anomodont therapsids.
Zool. J. Linn. Soc. 150 (1), 117-144.

Frobisch, J., 2008. Global taxonomic diversity of anomodonts (Tetrapoda,
Therapsida) and the terrestrial rock record across the Permian-Triassic
boundary. PloS One 3 (11), e3733. https: //doi.org/10.1371/journal. pone.
0003733.

Frobisch, J., 2009. Composition and similarity of global anomodont-bearing
tetrapod faunas. Earth Sci. Rev. 95 (3), 119-157.

Frobisch, J., Angielczyk, K.D., Sidor, C.A., 2010. The Triassic dicynodont
Kombuisia (Synapsida, Anomodontia) from Antarctica, a refuge from the
terrestrial Permian-Triassic mass extinction. Naturwissenschaften 97 (2),
187-196.

Gaetano, L.C., Mocke, H., Abdala, F., 2018. The postcranial anatomy of
Diademodon tetragonus (Cynodontia, Cynognathia). J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 38
(3), e1451872.

Govender, R., Hancox, P.J., Yates, A.M., 2008. Re-evaluation of the postcranial
skeleton of the triassic dicynodont Kannemeyeria simocephalus from the
cynognathus assemblage zone (Subzone B) of South Africa. Palaeontol. Afr. 43,
19-37.

Griffin, C.T., Angielczyk, K.D., 2019. The evolution of the dicynodont sacrum:
constraint and innovation in the synapsid axial column. Paleobiology 45 (1),
201-220.

Guignard, M.L., Martinelli, A.G., Soares, M.B., 2019. The postcranial anatomy of
Brasilodon quadrangularis and the acquisition of mammaliaform traits
among non-mamm aliaform cynodonts. PloS One 14 (5), e0216672.

Gulbranson, E.L., Ciccioli, P.L., Montaifiez, I.P., Marenssi, S.A., Limarino, C.O.,
Schmitz, M.D., Davydov, V., 2015. Paleoenvironments and age of the
Talampaya formation: the permo-triassic boundary in northwestern
Argentina. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 63, 310-322.

Hammer, W.R., Cosgriff, JJW., 1981. Myosaurus gracilis, an anomodont reptile
from the Lower Triassic of Antarctica and South Africa. J. Paleontol. 55 (2),
410-424.

Hancox, P.J., Neveling, J., Rubidge, B.S., 2020. Biostratigraphy of the
cynognathus assemblage zone (Beaufort group, Karoo supergroup), South
Africa. South African Journal of Geology 2020 123 (2), 217-238.

Horn, B.L.D., Melo, T.M., Schultz, C.L., Philipp, R.P., Kloss, H.P., Goldberg, K.,
2014. A new third-order sequence stratigraphic framework applied to the
Triassic of the Parand Basin, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil, based on structural,
stratigraphic and paleontological data. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 55, 123-132.

Kammerer, C.F., 2018. The first skeletal evidence of a dicynodont from the lower
Elliot Formation of South Africa. Palaeontol. Afr. 52, 102-128.

Kammerer, C.F., 2019. Revision of the Tanzanian dicynodont dicynodon huenei
(Therapsida: anomodontia) from the permian usili formation. PeerJ 7, €7420.

Kammerer, C.F., Angielczyk, K.D., Frobisch, J., 2011. A comprehensive taxonomic
revision of Dicynodon (Therapsida, Anomodontia) and its implications for
dicynodont phylogeny, biogeography, and biostratigraphy. J. Vertebr.
Paleontol. 31 (1), 1-158.

Kammerer, C.F., Frobisch, J., Angielczyk, K.D., 2013. On the validity and
phylogenetic position of Eubrachiosaurus browni, a kannemeyeriiform
dicynodont (Anomodontia) from Triassic North America. PloS One 8 (5),
€64203.

Kammerer, C.F., Angielczyk, K.D., Nesbitt, S.J., 2018. Novel hind limb
morphology in a kannemeyeriiform dicynodont from the Manda beds (songea
group, ruhuhu basin) of Tanzania. In: Sidor, C.A., Nesbitt, S.J. (Eds.),
Vertebrate and Climatic Evolution in the Triassic Rift Basins of Tanzania and
Zambia. Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Memoir 17. Journal of Vertebrate
Paleontology, vol. 37. pp. 178-188 6, Supplement.

Kammerer, C.F., Viglietti, P.A., Hancox, P.J., Butler, R.J., Choiniere, J.N., 2019. A
new kannemeyeriiform dicynodont (Ufudocyclops mukanelai, gen. et sp. nov.)
from Subzone C of the Cynognathus Assemblage Zone, Triassic of South Africa,
with implications for biostratigraphic correlation with other African Triassic
Faunas. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 39 (2). https: //doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2019.
1596921.

Kammerer, C.F., Ordoflez, M. de los A., 2021. Dicynodonts (Therapsida:
anomodontia) of South America. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 108, 103171.

15

Journal of South American Earth Sciences xxx (xxxx) 103275

Kent, D.V., Malnis, P.S., Colombi, C.E., Alcober, O.A., Martinez, R.N., 2014. Age
constraints on the dispersal of dinosaurs in the late triassic from
ma gnetochronology of the los Colorados formation (Argentina). Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 111 (22), 7958-7963.

Keyser, A.W., 1974. Evolutionary trends in triassic Dicynodontia. Palaeontol. Afr.
17, 69-85.

Keyser, A.W., Cruickshank, A.R.I., 1979. The origins and classification of Triassic
dicynodonts. Trans. Geol. Soc. S. Afr. 82, 81-108.

Kokogién, D., Spalletti, L., Morel, E., Artabe, A., Martinez, R., Alcober, O.,
Milana, J., Zavattieri, A., Papt, O., 1999. Los depdsitos continentales
tridsicos. In: Caminos, R. (Ed.), Geologia Argentina. Secretaria de Mineria,
Servicio Geolégico Argentino, vol. 29. Instituto de Geologia y Recursos
Minerales, Anales, pp. 377-398.

Krapovickas, V., Mancuso, A.C., Marsicano, C.A., Domnanovich, N.S., Schultz, C.
L., 2013. Large tetrapod burrows from the Middle Triassic of Argentina: a
behavioural adaptation to seasonal semi-arid climate?. Lethaia 46, 154-169.

Langer, M.C., Ribeiro, A.M., Schultz, C.L., Ferigolo, J., 2007. The continental
tetrapod bearing Triassic of south Brazil. Bull. N. M. Mus. Nat. Hist. Sci. 41,
201-218.

Langer, M.C., Ramezani, J., Da-Rosa, A.A., 2018. U-Pb age constraints on
dinosaur rise from south Brazil. Gondwana Res. 57, 133-140.

Lehman, J.P., 1961. Dicynodontia. In: Piveteau, J.-P. (Ed.), Traité de Paledntologie,
VI, Mamm iféres, Vol 1: Origine Reptilienne Evolution. Masson et Cie. pp.
287-351.

Liu, J., 2020. Taoheodon baizhijuni, gen. et sp. nov. (Anomodontia,
Dicynodontoidea), from the upper Permian Sunjiagou Formation of China and
its implications. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 40 (1), e1762088.

Lucas, S.G., 1993. Barysoma lenzii (synapsida: Dicynodontia) from the middle
triassic of Brazil, a synonym of Stahleckeria potens. J. Paleontol. 67 (2),
318-321.

Lucas, S.G., 2002. A new dicynodont from the Triassic of Brazil and the tetrapod
biochronology of the Brazilian Triassic. New Mexico Museum of Natural
History and Science Bulletin 21, 131-141.

Lucas, S.G., Harris, S.K., 1996. Taxonomic and biochronological significance of
specimens of the Triassic dicynodont Dinodontosaurus Romer 1943 in the
Tiibingen collection. Paldontol. Z. 70 (3), 603-622.

Maisch, M.W., 2001. Observations on Karoo and Gondwana vertebrates. Part 2: a
new skull-reconstruction of Stahleckeria potens von Huene, 1935
(Dicynodontia, Middle Triassic) and a reconsideration of kannemeyeriiform
phylogeny. Neues Jahrbuch fur Geologie und Palaontologie, Abhandlungen 220
(1), 127-152.

Maisch, M.W., 2020. An unusual historic dicynodont specimen (Therapsida:
Dicynodontia) from the Dinodontosaurus assemblage zone of the Santa Maria
formation (middle triassic) of Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil. PalZ 1-16.

Maisch, M.W., Matzke, A.T., 2014. Sungeodon kimkraemerae n. gen. n. sp., the
oldest kannemeyeriiform (Therapsida, Dicynodontia) and its implications for
the early diversification of large herbivores after the P/T boundary. Neues
Jahrbuch Geol. Palaontol. Abhand. 272 (1), 1-12.

Mancuso, A.C., Gaetano, L.C., Leardi, J.M., Abdala, F., Arcucci, A.B., 2014. The
Chanares formation: a window to a middle triassic tetrapod comm unity.
Lethaia 47, 244-265.

Mancuso, A.C., Previtera, E., Benavente, C.A., Del Pino, S.H., 2017. Evidence of
bacterial decay and early diagenesis in a partially articulated tetrapod from
the Triassic Chanares Formation. Palaios 32 (6), 367-381.

Mancuso, A.C., Irmis, R., 2020. The large-bodied dicynodont Stahleckeria
(synapsida, anomodontia) from the upper triassic (carnian) Chafares
formation (Argentina); new data for triassic gondwanan biogeography.
Ameghiniana 57, 45-57.

Marsicano, C.A., Irmis, R.B., Mancuso, A.C., Mundil, R., Chemale, F., 2016. The
precise temporal calibration of dinosaur origins. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit.
States Am. 113, 509-513.

Martinelli, A.G., Kammerer, C.F., Melo, T.P., Paes Neto, V.D., Ribeiro, A.M., Da-
Rosa, A.A.S., Schultz, C.L., Soares, M.B., 2017. The african cynodont aleodon
(cynodontia, probainognathia) in the triassic of southern Brazil and its
biostratigra phic significance. PloS One 12 (6), e0177948. https: //doi.org/10.
1371 /journal. pone.0177948.

Martinelli, A.G., Escobar, J.A., Francischini, H., Kerber, L., Miiller, R.T., Rubert,
R., Schultz, C.L., Da-Rosa, A.A., 2020. New record of a stahleckeriid
dicynodont (Thera psida, Dicynodontia) from the late triassic of southern Brazil
and biostratigraphic on the riograndia assemblage zone. Hist. Biol. 1-10.
https: //doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2020.1850715.

Martinez, R.N., Apaldetti, C., Alcober, O.A., Colombi, C.E., Sereno, P.C.,
Fernandez, E., Malnis, P.S., Correa, G.A., Abelin, D., 2013. Vertebrate
succession in the Ischigualasto formation. J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 32, 10-30.

Morato, L., 2006. Dinodontosaurus (Synapsida, Dicynodontia): reconstitui¢cdes
morfoldgicas e aspectos biomecanicos Unpublished Master thesis Universidade
Federal do Rio Grande do Sul, Porto Alegre, Brazil, p. 158.

Nesbitt, S.J., Butler, R.J., Ezcurra, M.D., Charig, A.J., Barrett, P.M., 2018. The
anatomy of Teleocrater rhadinus, an early avemetatarsalian from the lower
portion of the Lifua member of the Manda beds (~Middle triassic). In: Sidor,
C.A., Nesbitt, S.J. (Eds.), Vertebrate and Climatic Evolution in the Triassic Rift
Basins of Tanzania and Zambia. Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Memoir
17. Journal of Vertebrate Paleontology, vol. 37. pp. 142-177 6, Supplement.

Olivier, C., Battail, B., Bourquin, S., Rossignol, C., Steyer, J.S., Jalil, N.E., 2019.
New dicynodonts (Therapsida, Anomodontia) from near the Permo-Triassic
boundary of Laos: implications for dicynodont survivorship across the Perm o-


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref40
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003733
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003733
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref56
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2019.1596921
https://doi.org/10.1080/02724634.2019.1596921
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref77
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0177948
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0177948
https://doi.org/10.1080/08912963.2020.1850715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref83

J.A. Escobar et al.

Triassic mass extinction and the paleobiogeography of Southeast Asian blocks.
J. Vertebr. Paleontol. 39 (2), e1584745.

Olroyd, S.L., Sidor, C.A., 2017. A review of the Guadalupian (middle Permian)
global tetrapod fossil record. Earth Sci. Rev. 171, 583-597.

Ordoiiez, M. de los A., Marsicano, C.A., Mancuso, A.C., 2020. New specimen of
Dinodontosaurus (Therapsida, anomodontia) from west-central Argentina
(Chafares formation) and a reassessment of the triassic Dinodontosaurus
assemblage zone of southern south America. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 100 102597.

Owen, R., 1860. On the orders of fossil and recent Reptilia, and their distribution
in time. In: Report of the Twenty-Ninth Meeting of the British Association for
the Advancement of Science. pp. 153-166.

Pearson, H.S., 1924. A dicynodont reptile reconstructed. Proc. Zool. Soc. Lond.
1924, 827-855.

Peecook, B.R., Steyer, J.S., Tabor, N.J., Smith, R.M.H., 2018. Updated geology and
vertebrate paleontology of the Triassic Ntawere Formation of northeastern
Zambia, with special emphasis on the archosauromorphs. In: Sidor, C.A.,
Nesbitt, S.J. (Eds.), Vertebrate and Climatic Evolution in the Triassic Rift
Basins of Tanzania and Zambia. Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Memoir
17. Journal of Vertebrate Paleontology, vol. 37. pp. 8-38 6, Supplement.

Perez Loinaze, V.S., Vera, E.I, Fiorelli, L.E., Desojo, J.B., 2018. Palaeobotany and
palynology of coprolites from the Late Triassic Chafnares Formation of
Argentina: implications for vegetation provinces and the diet of dicynodonts.
Palaeogeogr. Palaeoclimatol. Palaeoecol. 502, 31-51.

Peruzzo, C.S., Aratjo-Barberena, D.C., 1995. Sobre a ocorréncia de género
Ischigualastia Cox, 1962 na Formacdo Santa Maria, Tridssico do Rio Grande
do Sul. An Acad. Bras Ciéncias 67, 175-181.

Ray, S., 2006. Functional and evolutionary aspects of the postcranial anatomy of
dicynodonts (Synapsida, Therapsida). Palaeontology 49, 1263-1286.

Renaut, A.J., Hancox, P.J., 2001. Cranial description and taxonomic re-evaluation
of Kannemeyeria argentinensis (Therapsida: Dicynodontia). Palaeontol. Afr.
37, 81-91.

Rogers, R.R., Arcucci, A.B., Abdala, F., Sereno, P.C., Forster, C.A., May, C.L.,
2001. Paleoenvironment and taphonomy of the Chafiares Formation tetrapod
assemblage (Middle Triassic), northwestern Argentina: spectacular
preservation in volcanogenic concretions. Palaios 16, 461-481.

Romer, A.S., 1943. Recent mounts of fossil reptiles and am phibians in the Museum
of Comparative Zoology. Bull. Mus. Comp. Zool. 42, 331-338.

Romer, A.S., 1956. Osteology of the Reptiles. University of Chicago Press,
Chicago.

Romer, A.S., Jensen, J.A., 1966. The Chafiares (Argentina) triassic reptile fauna. II.
Sketch of the geology of the Rio chafiares-rio Gualo region. Breviora 252, 1-20.

Romer, A.S., Price, L.1., 1944. Stahleckeria lenzii, a giant Triassic Brazilian
dicynodont. Bull. Mus. Comp. Zool. 93, 463-491.

Rubidge, B.S., King, G.M., Hancox, P.J., 1994. The postcranial skeleton of the
earliest dicynodont synapsid Eodicynodon from the Upper Permian of South
Africa. Palaeontology 37 (2), 397-408.

16

Journal of South American Earth Sciences xxx (xxxx) 103275

Ruta, M., Angielczyk, K.D., Frobisch, J., Benton, M.J., 2013. Decoupling of
morphological disparity and taxic diversity during the adaptive radiation of
anomodont therapsids. In: Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological
Sciences, vol. 280. p. 20131071 1768.

Schmitt, M.R., Martinelli, A.G., Melo, T.P., Soares, M.B., 2019. On the occurrence
of the traversodontid Massetognathus ochagaviae (synapsida, cynodontia) in
the early late triassic santacruzodon assemblage zone (Santa Maria
supers equence, southern Brazil): taxonomic and biostratigra phic implications.
J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 93, 36-50.

Schultz, C.L., Martinelli, A.G., Soares, M.B., Pinheiro, F.L., Kerber, L., Horn, B.L.
D., Pretto, F.A., Muller, R.T., Melo, T.P., 2020. Triassic faunal successions of
the Parand Basin, southern Brazil. J. S. Am. Earth Sci. 104 102846 https: //doi.
org/10.1016/j.jsam es.2020.102846.

Simms, M.J., Ruffell, A.H., 1989. Synchroneity of climatic change in the late
Triassic. Geology 17, 265-268.

Simms, M.J., Ruffell, A.H., 1990. Climatic and biotic change in the late triassic.
Journal of the Geological Society, London 147, 321-327.

Sulej, T., NiedZwiedzki, G., 2019. An elephant-sized Late Triassic synapsid with
erect limbs. Science 363 (6422), 78-80.

Tupi-Caldas, J.L., 1936. Paleontologia do Rio-Grande-do-Sul o fossil de Sdo-Pedro.
Revista Instituto Historico e Geografico do Rio-Grande-do-Sul 16, 243-249.

Vega, C.S., Maisch, M.W., 2014. Pathological features in upper permian and
middle triassic dicynodonts (synapsida, Therapsida). In: Kammerer, C.F.,
Angielczyk, K.D., Frobisch, J. (Eds.), Early Evolutionary History of the
Synapsida. Springer, Dordrecht, pp. 151-161.

Vega-Dias, C., Schultz, C.L., 2004. Postcranial material of Jachaleria
candelariensis Aradjo and Gonzaga 1980 (Therapsida, Dicynodontia), upper
triassic of Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil. PaleoBios 24, 7-31.

Vega-Dias, C., Maisch, M.W., Schwanke, C., 2005. The taxonomic status of
Stahleckeria impotens (Therapsida, Dicynodontia): redescription and
discussion of its phylogenetic position. Revista Brasiliera de Paleontologia 8
(3), 221-228.

Viglietti, P.A., McPhee, B.W., Bordy, E.M., Sciscio, L., Barrett, P.M., Benson, R.B.
J., Wills, S., Tolchard, F., Choiniere, J.N., 2020. Biostratigraphy of the
scalenodontoides assemblage zone (stormberg group, Karoo supergroup),
South Africa. South African Journal of Geology 2020 123 (2), 239-248.

von Huene, F., 1935. Ordnung anomodontia. In: Die fossilen Reptilien des
Siidamerikanischen Gondwanalandes. Ergebnisse der Sauriergrabungen in
Siidbrasilien 1928-29. C. H. Beck’sche Verlagsbuchhandlung, Munich, pp.
1-92.

Yeh, H.-K., 1959. New dicynodont from sinokannemeyeria-fauna from shansi.
Vertebr. Palasiat. 3 187- 04.

Zerfass, H., Lavina, E.L., Schultz, C.L., Garcia, A.J.V., Faccini, U.F., Chemale, F.,
2003. Sequence stratigraphy of continental Triassic strata of Southernmost
Brazil: a contribution to Southwestern Gondwana palaeogeography and
palaeoclimate. Sediment. Geol. 161, 85-105.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsames.2020.102846
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsames.2020.102846
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref103
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref104
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref106
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref107
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref109
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref111
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref112
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0895-9811(21)00121-8/sref112

	A new stahleckeriid dicynodont record from the late Ladinian-?early Carnian levels of the Chañares Formation (Ischigualasto-Villa Unión Basin) of northwestern Argentina
	Acknowledgements


	fld88: 
	fld89: 
	fld246: 
	fld284: 
	fld300: 
	fld356: 
	fld372: 
	fld541: 
	fld542: 


