‘W) Check for updates

SEDIVMENTOLOGY |
Sedimentology (2023) 70, 1812—1855 doi: 10.1111/sed.13097

Sedimentology and stratigraphic architecture of Barremian
synrift barrier island—estuarine depositional systems from

blended field and drone-derived data

ANA R. SORIA* (), CARLOS L. LIESA* (3, ROCIO NAVARRETEY and

JUAN PEDRO RODRIGUEZ-LOPEZ{'§

*GEOTRANSFER Research Group, Departamento de Ciencias de la Tierra-Instituto de Ciencias
Ambientales (IUCA), Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad de Zaragoza, C/Pedro Cerbuna 12, 50009,
Zaragoza, Spain (E-mail: anasoria@unizar.es)

t1.E.S. Pilar Lorengar, C/Miguel de Asso 5, 50014, Zaragoza, Spain

IDepartment of Geology, Faculty of Science and Technology, University of the Basque Country (UPV/
EHU), Ap. 644, E-48080, Bilbao, Spain

§Department of Geography, Permafrost Laboratory, University of Sussex, Falmer, Brighton, BN1 9S],
UK

Associate Editor — Theresa Schwartz

ABSTRACT

The Lower Cretaceous (Barremian) Camarillas Formation in the Galve Sub-
basin of eastern Spain is an exceptionally muddy, synrift, aggradational then
retrogradational paralic succession. Deposition within these arid, equatorial
paralic systems was strongly controlled by crustal rifting of the Iberia plate
linked to the geodynamic evolution of the Atlantic Ocean, the Bay of Biscay and
the Tethys Ocean. Although synsedimentary extensional tectonics controlled
thickness and facies distributions, the parasequence stacking patterns point to a
superimposed high-order allogenic control on the paralic succession. Field data
and drone imagery are combined to document changes in sedimentology and
three-dimensional stratigraphic architecture of these deposits to interpret
changes in depositional environments as this basin filled. Three evolutionary
stages are identified: (i) tide-dominated estuary; (ii) mixed-energy estuary, with
a well-developed wave-dominated barrier island system; and (iii) barrier
island-tidal inlet suite. An exceptional record of back-barrier-island deposi-
tional interactions is preserved in this high-subsidence, extensional-basin set-
ting, including deposition of washover fans, flood-tidal deltas and ebb-tidal
deltas. Drone-derived imagery facilitates three-dimensional architectural char-
acterization of these complex paralic deposits, including multi-episodic tidal
inlets, and correlation of basin scale stratigraphic markers. Spatio-temporal
interactions between climate change, sea-level variations and rift-related subsi-
dence generated complex estuarine and barrier island geobodies. The general
transgressive trend recorded in the Camarillas Formation correlates well with
global eustatic sea-level rise during the Barremian.

Keywords Back barrier lagoon, barrier island, Early Cretaceous, estuary, rift
basin, tidal stratigraphy.
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INTRODUCTION

The Lower Cretaceous Camarillas Formation was
deposited synchronous with crustal thinning of
the Iberia microplate (Liesa et al., 2019) and con-
tains an exceptional record of aggrading to retro-
grading coastal depositional systems in the
Iberian Basin. This record provides information
on Early Cretaceous palaeoclimate variations that
can be compared with the oceanic record of the
Cretaceous Tethys Sea to assess the degree of cou-
pling between depositional environment changes
and global Barremian palaeoclimate reversals.
Barrier island systems and coeval depositional
systems are not commonly preserved because of
extensive reworking of sediment during trans-
gression (Mulhern et al., 2019, 2021). The deposi-
tional dynamics of these sedimentary systems led
to the preservation of complex geobodies formed
by both depositional and erosional processes, and
large-scale heterogeneities (e.g. Plink-Bjorklund,
2005, 2008; Steel et al., 2012; Chentnik et al.,
2015; Benallack et al., 2016; Johnson et al., 2017;
Mulhern & Johnson, 2017). Inlet migration erod-
ing the expanding ebb-tidal delta is an example of
destructive—constructive dynamics that lead to
clastic geobodies with complicated geometries
and compartmentalization (Green et al., 2019).

Outcrop successions of the Camarillas Forma-
tion are hundreds of metres thick and can be
steeply dipping along exposed anticlines (Liesa
et al.,, 2023). Unmanned aerial vehicle (drone)
imagery provides a new tool for documenting the
architectural variability of facies associations (FA)
within these dipping strata. Combining drone
imagery together with detailed field observations
allows for more accurate 3D analysis for the inter-
pretation of depositional systems, and characteri-
zation of subsurface reservoir analogues (e.g.
Danish Central Graben, Sixsmith et al., 2008;
Johannessen et al., 2010). Similar facies associa-
tions formed during different stages of rift evolu-
tion provide a unique opportunity to compare the
variability of preserved geobodies formed in simi-
lar depositional environments within aggrada-
tional and retrogradational settings.

This paper focuses on defining the continuum
of preserved geobodies in transgressive settings,
the analysis of complex synrift paralic systems,
the analysis of allogenic controls and the palaeo-
climatic implications. This research establishes a
foundation for the architectural analysis of com-
plex estuarine and barrier island-lagoon systems
using a drone-field blended approach in order to
achieve the following objectives: (i) perform

sedimentological characterization of lithofacies
and facies associations; (ii) analyse the strati-
graphic architecture at the basin-scale based on
field recognition of key stratigraphic surfaces
together with drone-derived images for correla-
tion purposes; (iii) make palaeogeographical
interpretations; (iv) provide a model for sedimen-
tary evolution and its controlling factors; and (v)
discuss the importance of this Barremian silici-
clastic succession in terms of synrift configura-
tion, Early Cretaceous palaeoclimate and Tethys
palaeogeography.

GEOLOGICAL SETTING

The study area is located in the Galve Sub-basin of
the Maestrazgo Basin (eastern Iberian Chain, east-
ern Iberia) (Fig. 1A). This part of Iberia experienced
latest Jurassic—Early Cretaceous rifting that led to
the breakup of Jurassic platforms and triggered the
formation of several extensional basins and sub-
basins (Capote et al., 2002; Liesa et al., 2019)
(Fig. 1B). Differential tectonic subsidence was
encompassed by a broad uplift related to rifting-
triggered doming in eastern Iberia. The most rapid
domal uplift during the Berriasian-Hauterivian
(Antolin-Tomas et al., 2007; Liesa et al., 2019) was
coeval with long-term global sea-level rise during
the Early Cretaceous (Hag, 2014).

The Galve Sub-basin was one of several sub-
basins that developed in the western Maestrazgo
Basin during this rifting stage (Fig. 1B). Exten-
sional tectonics controlled its geometry, the loca-
tion of depocentres and internal facies
distributions (Figs 1B and 2B). Cretaceous ENE-
WSW striking listric normal faults system (for
example, Aliaga, Remenderuelas, Camarillas, El
Batan and Jorcas faults) laterally constrained by
near-vertical, reactivated NNW-SSE striking nor-
mal faults with a high dip-slip component (Mira-
vete, Caniada Vellida, Alpeniés and Ababuj faults)
were the main structures controlling the accumu-
lation of the Lower Cretaceous units (Soria, 1997;
Liesa et al., 2000, 2004, 2006, 2019, 2023; Navar-
rete et al., 2013a). In this sub-basin, latest Jurassic
synrift sedimentation was dominated by shallow
marine to coastal carbonates (Cedrillas and Agui-
lar del Alfambra formations; Aurell et al., 2016,
2019; Liesa et al., 2019), in contrast to the subse-
quent terrestrial and lacustrine sedimentation
that occurred during the earliest Cretaceous
(Galve and EIl Castellar formations; Soria, 1997;
Meléndez et al., 2009; Aurell et al., 2016). Early
Cretaceous sedimentation began with deposition
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Fig. 1. Geological setting of the study area. (A) Present-day geological map of the Iberian microplate (after Navar-
rete et al., 2014). (B) Palaeogeographical reconstruction during the Early Cretaceous for eastern Iberia (see location
in A) showing the sub-basins and structural highs of the Maestrazgo Basin, as well as the main synextensional
faults (modified from Liesa et al., 2019). (C) Geological map of the latest Jurassic-Early Cretaceous Galve Sub-
basin and surrounding areas (see B for location) (after Navarrete et al., 2014).

of the silicislastic Camarillas Formation and
mixed siliciclastic—carbonate Artoles and Morella
formations (Soria, 1997; Navarrete et al., 2013a;
Navarrete, 2015); these deposits transitioned
upward to carbonate-dominated shallow marine
environments (Chert, Forcall, Villarroya de los
Pinares and Benasal formations; Bover-Arnal,
2010; Peropadre, 2012). The Early Cretaceous
synrift stage ended with an increase in normal
fault activity and coeval deposition of coastal
mudstones and sandstones with coal (Escucha
Formation; Salas et al., 2001), deposits that are
recognized in contemporaneous sedimentary
basins across central-eastern Iberia (Rodriguez-
Loépez, 2008).

The Camarillas Formation is Lower Barre-
mian to early Upper Barremian in age based
on biostratigraphy of charophytes (Canerot
et al., 1982; Salas, 1987; Martin-Closas, 1989;
Soria, 1997), ostracods (Schudack & Schu-
dack, 2009) and palynomorphs (Villanueva-
Amadoz, 2009; Villanueva-Amadoz et al.,
2015), as well as cyclostratigraphy (Navar-
rete, 2015). The formation varies in thickness
from 300 to 1000 m in the Galve Sub-basin
associated with the locations of synsedimen-
tary normal faults, and is mainly made up of
metre-thick intercalated intervals of red mud-
stones and white sandstones (Soria, 1997;
Navarrete et al., 2013a,b; Navarrete, 2015).
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Fig. 2. (A) Road maps showing the location of the studied sections of the Camarillas Formation in the Teruel
Province, Spain. (B) Spatial distribution of the studied sections with respect to the main Cretaceous extensional
faults. (C) Drone technology and deployment in the field for the aerial photography surveys.

Although the Camarillas Formation was origi-
nally interpreted as fluvial in origin, showing
only minor tidal influences within its upper
part (e.g. Diaz Molina & Yébenes, 1987;
Salas, 1987; Soria, 1997), recent work shows
that fluvial facies are restricted to the lower
part of the succession (Navarrete et al., 2013b,
2014, 2016; Navarrete, 2015). This unit is the
focus of this paper, and shows a general retro-
gradational trend that corresponds to a glob-
ally recognized increase in eustatic sea level
during the Barremian (Haq, 2014; Navar-
rete, 2015). A similar retrogradational trend is
recognized in Barremian coastal successions
in Svalbard (Gjelberg & Steel, 2012).

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Structural and stratigraphic mapping was com-
pleted using orthoimagery from SIGPAC (Minis-
terio de Agricultura), SITAR (Sistema de
Informacioén Territorial de Aragén) and PNOA
(Plan Nacional de Ortografia Aérea). Orthoima-
gery helped to locate the best and most continu-
ous outcrops for measuring and describing
stratigraphic sections and sedimentological and
architectural analysis. A combined stratigraphic
thickness of more than 5.6 km was measured
across 19 stratigraphic sections and sedimento-
logical logs (Fig. 2A and B). Photographic panels
for architectural analysis were taken in the field
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for the spatial tracking and analysis of lateral vari-
ations in facies. Palaeocurrent measurements
were made with a compass in the field and were
corrected to account for the structural dip (see
section 2 in Appendix S1). More than 700 rock
samples were collected for sedimentological, pet-
rographic, geochemical, mineralogical and
palaeontological analysis. Siliciclastic rock clas-
sification was based on Pettijohn et al. (1973),
and carbonate rock classification was based on
Dunham (1962) and Embry & Klovan (1971), with
carbonate microfacies following Fliigel (2010).
Field investigation of the stratigraphic architec-
ture, lithofacies and sedimentology of succes-
sions followed the approach of Plink-
Bjorklund (2005, 2008) and Steel et al. (2012).
High-resolution aerial images of the deposits
were taken using a Canon IXUS 800 IS digital
camera (Canon, Tokyo, Japan) suspended from a
drone (Fig. 2C). The battery-driven drone (Drone-
Quad4 model, DroneTools, Sevilla, Spain) had a
carbon fibre quad chassis of ca 3 kg, four Axi
motorsand four wood Xoar propellers. The alti-
tude and direction of the drone, which ultimately
determine the photograph scale, were controlled
from the ground transmitter station. The drone in
flight GPS mode maintains its position aided from
a GPS location and previous compass calibration
with the incorporated magnetometer. The cam-
era’s carbon fibre mount includes movement
along two axes (pan and tilt), allowing an almost
complete rotation of the camera. The camera
views are transmitted as video signal to a ground
station with screen of LED 7" of high luminosity
and parasol. A downlink video system in 5.8 GHz
with circular polarization antennas ensures the
quality of the image, which facilitates the selec-
tion of the best views. The ground station allows
image selection and focus. Better images for
describing and analysing the sedimentary bodies
were taken in a direction perpendicular to the
outcrop and dipping down the bedding plane.

SEDIMENTOLOGY: RESULTS AND
INTERPRETATIONS

Nineteen stratigraphic sections of the Camarillas
Formation, with a total measured thickness of 5.6
km, were logged in the Galve Sub-basin (Fig. 2A
and B). These sections are located along two
NNW-SSE trending cross-sections (Aliaga-
Villarroya de los Pinares to the east and
Camarillas-Gudar to the west) following limbs of
the Camarillas syncline (Fig. 1C).

The Camarillas Formation, contains metre-
thick intervals of red mudstones and white sand-
stones (Fig. 3) that were differentiated into 30
facies associations. Seismic scale (metre to tens of
metres-thick and kilometre-length) sandy inter-
vals (geobodies) show great facies variability both
horizontally (spatially) and vertically (tempo-
rally). Such variability is expected in transitional
(coastal) environments, where relative fluctua-
tions in sea level led to changes in the location of
the coastline and abrupt lateral variations in
depositional environment (see Cattaneo &
Steel, 2003; Plink-Bjorklund, 2005, 2008; Allen &
Johnson, 2010, 2011; Gallin et al.,, 2010; Steel
et al., 2012; Johnson et al., 2017). Detailed
descriptions and interpretations for the 30 facies
associations are included in Appendix S1. The
facies associations (FA) characteristics are com-
piled in Tables 1-3. These tables include, for each
FA, the description of the lithology and geometry
of the sedimentary bodies, the sedimentary struc-
tures and the palaeocurrents, as well as the fossil
content and bioturbation of sediments.

Changes in the proportion of facies associations
up-section allowed the Camarillas Formation to be
divided into three intervals, each defining differ-
ent depositional stages; Stage 1 records a tide
dominated estuary, Stage 2 records a mixed-
energy estuary, and Stage 3 records sedimentation
in a barrier island-back barrier system.

Stage 1

Nine facies associations (FA1.1 to FA1.9) were dis-
tinguished in the tide-dominated estuary deposits
of Stage 1 (Table 1, Fig. 4 and Appendix S1). Flu-
vial channel sandstone deposits (FA1.1) show
palaeoflow towards the ESE (azimuth range of
090-155) (Appendix S1: Fig. S1A to C). Lateral
accretion surfaces were observed only locally, sug-
gesting a low sinuosity fluvial channel pattern and
frequent lateral reworking of fluvial sand bars dur-
ing internal channel migration (Sharma et al,
2002; Roberts, 2007). Tide-influenced fluvial chan-
nel sandstone deposits (FA1.2) show a mean ESE
palaeocurrent direction, with bipolarity towards
the NNW (from cross-bedding). The occurrence of
mud drapes and flaser bedding (Appendix Si:
Fig. S1D to G) suggest variations in water flow
velocity and periods of stagnant water in the main
channel, consistent with tidal influence on the
channel thalweg and margins (Shanley et al.,
1992; Willis et al., 1999). The presence of rhyth-
mic mud drapes, neap-spring bundles and
bi-directional palaeocurrent patterns also suggest
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Fig. 3. Representative sedimentary logs of studied stratigraphic sections.
© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of
International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855

85U017 SUOWIWOD 8A1TER1D 3(edljdde aup Aq pausenob aJe Sspie VO ‘@SN JO SN 10} Akeud 18Ul UQ A1 UO (SUONIPUOD-PUB-SWLBYWOY A3 1M Afe.q U |UO//SANY) SUOIIPUOD Pue SWe | 31 88S *[£202/2T/70] U0 AriqiTaulluo 3|1 ezoberez 8 peps.eAIUN A Z60ET PSS/TTTT OT/I0P/WOD S| 1M Aeudpuluo//Sdny Wouy pepeojumoqd ‘9 ‘€202 ‘TE0ESIET



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1818 A. R. Soria et al.

*S)[OBI} INBSOUTP
‘SMOLIMQ [BOTIIOA PUR [BJUOZIIOH
‘syuawrdery jue[d snosoeuUOqIED
‘1e)yewr orueSio ‘syuewSely yuny 091,

‘sydiowoudted
pue sjuswSeyj yuerd snosoeuoqien)

'$90BI} 100y

'SMOIING [BOTMIBA PUR [BJUOZLIOY
peynueprur) ‘(pues oy} qHM
paxIur) Isjjewl DTUESIO POJRUTWISSSIP
pue sjuswidely JUNI} 991],

'SMOLIN(
[EOTHIOA PUE [BJUOZLIOY payuapIuf)
‘sjuewISeI] 8U0( PUR YU} 831],

IN pue MS

VN

"(VN) erqeoridde 10N

MNN PUe JSH

HS 0} HSH

'saderp pue uwotnjeurure] [ay[ered ‘Surppaq
-$S0I0 9[SUB-MO[ pPUB Y3NOoIn :sauo}spues
‘PalRUTUIR] PUB SSA[AINJONI)S :SaU0ISPNIN

‘wnsd48 ‘suonerouod-a,| ‘uoTiRUTWE] [9[[BIe]

‘Surpowr usain)

‘(O ‘A1S '81,) sedeip pnur pue ‘s}esa1of
uo se[punq [epL], ‘s}Sed 8A00I3 [eseq pue

Surppaeq Iese[j ‘uonjeUTWIE][-s501D ‘sajdd1r aaem

Aqreoor pue sajddur (eorpewrwiAsy ‘(1S ‘SL)
syasa10y U0 sSey ayqqad ‘SedeJINS UOTIBATIORY
‘(A[oanoadsal YOIy} WO Q7 PUE W O/

0} dn) sjas pappaqg-sso1o reue[d pue ysnoiJ,

‘do} a1} 0} soPIX0 UOIT pue ‘UoTjRUTUIR]
[errered A[[euIelu] ‘saseq 9AISOIS 1} B SYIBW
o[0s ‘A[[e00T *(DTS "1 HOIY) W T 0} WO G7)
sauo}spues pappaq-ssord reue[d pue ysnoiJ,

‘BJBI}S OUO}SpUES
poureid-auy ‘pal 0} Ao13 Ie[nonua|

0} IeTNQE} YOI}-0I}aWIDSP 0} SI}OUITIUID
peppaqelu] (g Vs 31 pue v 31
S[EAIO)UT IB[N(E) UT souo}spnu a1

PUE 19[0TA ‘PAI-YIEP O} UOOIBU OIY}-0NdIN

(g ‘ves 8u1 pue
V¥ S10) s1oAe[ youI OTUBSIO }IM 9UOISPNW
poejeSelIea Jo sTEAISUT IBTNGE} YOIU}-0IdN

sAerds
9SSBADID
M jejy
[epnour
AppuN
S'Ivd

SeT[SIRTI
M Jejy
[epnieadns
AppnN
Pivd

AIen)sa pajeuruwop-apry,

‘(ats S1) seuojspues paureIs-auy jo ejenSs
IeTnqge) YOI}-8dWIIU8) POPPaqIa)ur HIm
SOUO)SPNUI PAI SSA[AINIONIS YIT}-0IAIN

(1S "91) seoeJIns [BUOISOId

[BUISIU] ‘BIRIS YOI}-8I}8WIID8P 0] 8I}0TUL
IR[NOTIUS] PUE IB[NQeR[, ‘SuoIssadons premdn
-Suruy o1y} w o1 03 d() ‘seuo)}spues

8IYD0 pUB 8)IYM PaUTeIS-au] 0} 8SIL0D AI8A

"§S o1} 0] dIp $eJejIns UOIS0Id

[euzau] *(V1s "S1q) sdoy peq jefj pue seseq
9ABDUOD SAISOI8 PUB Ie[NSalll ‘(NOIY) W 6
—G/'0) BIENS IB[NOTIUS] pue Ie[nge} ‘premdn
-Burutq *(g1S "S14) Sise[0 pnui pue 9)1zjrenb
Jo s3eT ((D-V1S "S1]) seuoispues paurerd
-as1e0d (wo T 03 dn) Ajqqed ‘seuo)spues
81100 paure1s-asIe0d-AIaA 0} ‘9SIB0D)

uredpoor,g
€Ivd

[euueyd
rerangy
paousnyjur
AreprL
¢'1vd

[euueyd
[erangg
'ivd

JUSUWIUOJITAUD [eIAN]]

UOT)BGINJOIq PUE S[ISSO,]

morjosered pejerdiejur

S9INIONIS ATR)USWIPOS

Anewosd pue ASoorT

(va)

UOTIBID0SS Y

Sa10B,]

-Iejur pue uorjeue[dxe pa[Ie}ep 898G 'UISBQ-qNG SATES) 81} UI UONBULIO,] SE[[LIBUIR)) 81[} JO (T 85e}S) AIBN]}Se PajRUTUIOP-PT] 81} JO SUOTIRIDOSSE SATOR,]

‘1S xtpuaddy ur uonejead

R CLA

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1819

Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems

'SODBJINS

o1I-9,] pue ‘Surppaq Iesefj ‘sederp pnux
‘A[reooT "(AFS "S1) s19s peppaq-ssord Suouwre
uonjeuTurel-[o[ered pue SSOID YITM UOTJRUTUIR]
-ss010 o[dd1I [EOLOWWIASE pUE [BOLI}OWIWAS

"qN o3 0} Surddip s3e[ [eseq o11zyrenb
[Bseq YIIM $8JBJINS [RUOTISOI8 AQ papunoq
(O[oT} W £'T 0} WD QT) BJRIS IR[NOTUS] O}

rernge) (SurpeiSoid) peurour [RUISIUT YIIM
‘MN o173 03 Ino poutd jery speatejut premdn
Suruy >oryy w g 0} A *(¥S pue FzS SL

'sjuewdery  “Ajrejodiq p\-H pue ‘MANN (@S SLi) uoneoygnens reprowsis (g¥S ‘SLi) pue ¥ ‘S1) seuoj}spues paurers-aury
juerd snoadeUOqIED PUE [[}99) S uonjeurure-ssoId ojddil  UoTjeUTUIR] }9SOIO0] AY) UI SUOTJBLIBA 0ZIS-UTRIS 0} WNIPOUWI PUE ‘SAUO)}SPUES POUTRIS-9SIB0D sIeqpues
‘sou0q ‘s10)sA0 ‘saA[eAIq ‘(IS S1) SN 9reuIpIoqns ‘gS pue M (D-VFS "S1) s19S pappaq-ssoId (YOI} urd (u z 03 dn) Ajqqad m seuo}spues repnqns
S)SIPNI ‘SjUSWISeI] JUNI) 991, q :8urppag-ssold ydnoi], 05-0g) reue[d pue (Y217} wo g 0} dn) ySnouiJ, NYM-YSIMO[[9A pourers-asieod A1op 6'TVA

‘(D ‘geS "S1,) 9AISOI9 SWIOS ‘SADBJINS

pourpur Ajdreys Aq pepunoq (2173} WD g

—0g) SIoAe[ Ie[nonjua| [eWIL)U] ‘(YES pUE

"(SHI) UOTIEdYTBI)S OTYHI[0IS}8T PAUT[OUT DzS sS1g pue J ‘q ‘D'gy 'S1q) sdoj xaauod
pue sa[punq [epn ‘(DeS S1J) uoneUTUIE] A7yStrs 0y dreys—jeyy pue seseq 9ABOUOD (010
-ss010 ‘so[ddII [EOTOWIASE PUR [BOTNOUIUIAS IIM SBTPO( SUOISPURS 'SOSBQ Paq o1} epn)
‘Surppaq Aaem pue Jaseyy ‘(qeS "S1)  JB SOUOISpUBS PAUTRIS-9SIBOD 0} 9SIBOD AI9A [ouueyd
“19)jewt orueSio pue ‘syuowSery sadexp pnjy ‘Surppeq-ssoio [eprowsis pue }IM ‘SOUO}SpUES paureIs-auly 0} WNIPaW [epLL
jued snosoeUOQIED PUE YU 991], ‘N pue gsq Ayuejodrg  reuerd ‘ySnox ‘sSe[ sjse[d pnwr pue 9)IZJEN()  JO S[RAISIUT (YOI} WI G'¢ 0} dn) YOTU}-omaIN IVA

(aes -81a)

sarnjxa) (sureid zyrenb yyim) euoysyoed

OT)SB[D0Iq PUB SUOISPNU IIM (OT}

w g'T 0} dn) STRAI9UT IB[NOTIUS] YOTY}-0I}oUL

"}99) [[SI] 'SoU0q pUE sjuawser 0} I}OWITOAP UT SOUO)SAWIT "STRAISIUT
yun 981y ‘A[[eoo] ‘Iepeur oruesio 'spaq jo doy a1} 0} sayddur [eornewwAse Ie[NQge} YOTY}-0I}9WITIUSD 0} SNOUWIIBP spuod
‘spodomnses ‘s10)sAo ‘sjuawdery M S9U0}SOWTT ‘saImionns adessa-rajem UWIIOJ SOUO}SPTIWI PIJRUTUIRT "SOUOISIUIT] 9)BUOqIRD)
aATeA1q ‘se)AydoIerd ‘spooensQ VN pue uonjeururey [o[feied Y)IM SOUOIS[IBIA pue sauo}s[Iew AoI18 pappagioiuy L TVA

oy

w 6’7 0} dn BJENS IB[NONIUL] O} ITe[NAnN}

Ul $9U03S)Is A8I8 pue aIyd() ‘UONEqIN}Olq

1o} sdoy pue saseq Ie[ndaaIr M (YOI}

‘sarnjonns adeosa-pInyj ‘Ie)jewr wo QT-C) BIEI)S JB[NOTJUS] PUE IB[N(E)}
otued1o Jo sedeIp pnu 8[qnOp ‘UOTJRUTUIR] YOI}-a1aU 0} SI}SWIT)USD UT PazZTUedIo sJefJ
'doy paq a1} 03 smoxm(q [EIT)IAA -ss0ID pue [a[[ered :S8UO0)S)IS "SAINIONIS S9UO0}SPUBS POUTRIS-WINTPAUI 0} OUT,] [epnqns
pUuE seseq paq UO SYOEI} INBSOUIP pue adeose-pmyj ‘sederp pnur ‘uorjeuTUIR] (@-ves pue 3-0zS sStg pue
smolmg [ejuozuoy ‘syuewsery juejd -sso1d ‘so[ddur [eotneuruAse ‘Sutppaq  pue (¥ ‘g¥ "S1,) SOU0)S}[IS PUBR SBUOISPURS [epnIayuy
SN08IBUO]IED ‘SJUSWSEI] YUNI} 991], VN IR[NOTJUS] PUB AABM ‘I9SE[J :SOU0)SPUERS peppeqiajut jo w T 0} dn spaq Iengeg, 9TV
UuoT}eqIN}oIq pue S[ISSo,] morjoaered pajerdiejuy SaIn}onIs AIejuewIpasg Anpwosad pue A3o101] (V)
UOTIRID0SSY
Sa1oR,]

(penumnuoo)

‘T 3[qeL

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



‘(48S "S1d)

"UOTJRUTUIR] suotsseoons premdn-Suruy pue ‘sdoj pue seseq rernSaxrt

-sso1o arddux ‘UOTJRUTWE] APySI[s yum spaq YOTY3}-oI}ouWINeP 0} SI}OWIIUD
> plehel [eonewAse  [a[[ered ARy sou0ISI[IS "uoTjRUTWIR] [9[[eIed :sou0}SpNN Ul pazIueSio V] 'SoU0)S}[Is A9I8 puUB 9IYD0 (YOI} WI G'T e
INBSOUIp PUE ‘SMOLIN( wox § "S9IN}ONI}S UOTJEULIOJoP JUSIIPas JJos pue ‘saderp 0} dn) Ie[nonjus] pue Ie[nqe} pappagioiul pue ‘(y6S pue [epnIa Ut
[eoTiIoA pUE [RIUOZLIOH  pue N ‘Surppaq pnu a[qnop ‘uoneururel-ssold o[ddur eoinewuAse  H-gg8s sSI] pue (S V¢ 'S1,]) seuoispnur 4818 pue YoB[q  OIYI[0ISIOY
“191jewr oTueSIO ‘sjuewSer) -ssom reue[d  pue [EOIOWWAS ‘Surppaqg-ssoid reue[d pue ‘(9Hgs 'S1) PUE SOUO}SPUES 9}IYM PUR SIYD0 JII[0I8)Y pauTeId Iauru]
juerd snoedeUOqIE)  WOIJ S pUB S Surppaq AAem puE I8se[j ‘IB[NOTIUS] :SOUOISPUBS -9Ulj 0} WNIPAW JO YOI} W ¢ 0} dn s[ealejul Ie[nqe], AL
"(d-9g8s ‘81q :8uoy wr pog 03 dn) s1oAe[ IB[NOTIUS] spuod
‘(@ ‘D8s "S1) JOT}-81}W 0} AI)OWIIAP UT (suojsyoed omse[dolq 03  pue sAefds
Is)ew oruedio pue 'sarnjonys odeosa  9UOISPNUI) SAUO]SOWITT ‘S[RAISIUT IB[NGE) YOT}-0I)8W 0} 9SSBADID
spodonses ‘sejAydorero -pmy ‘uonjeurwrey [o[[eIed puUE SSOID PUE ‘UOTJEUTWIR]  SI}WTIUSD UT SAUO}SPURS "S[BAIOIUT IB[N(R) YOT}-0I)ouT m
‘SPOJBIISO ‘SOA[BAIQ -sso1d o]dd1I [ROLI}OWIMIASE (SOU0JSAWIT "SOINJONIS UT SAUO)S[IBWI A8I5) 'SUOZLIOY 9)}BUOCIED POPPOGIa)UT Jeypnux
:SOU0)SOWI] 'S90RI) peO[ pue uoneUTUIR] [o[[eIed PUE SSOID :SOUOISPURS  PUR SUI[POW Y)IM ‘S[BAISUT Ie[NGE} YOI}-0I}aUeIaP 0} [epre Ut
001 :sauo)spues ‘(g8s "Sui ‘uonjeutwre] [ofered  amewr uT seUOISPNIA ‘(V8S PUE 9S sS1 pue D-yg ‘S) pue
{SpIUOIUN) SOATBAIQ :SOUO)S[IBA] 'SO]NPOU 9}BUOGIED PUE 9,] ‘UOTIRUTUIE] S9UO0}SOWI| PUE ‘souojspues paureis-aur ‘sauojs[rewr  [epnerdng
:SOUO)S[IBW PUB SOUOISPNIA VN [o1TeIed S1RUTPIOQNS TIIM SSO[OINIONI)S :SOUOISPTIA K018 pappaqIajul pue SaUO}SPNUI A218 pue UsaIs ‘pay A

‘(8urppag-sso1d 'SODBJINS

[eprowSts woy) 'sarnjonns adeosa-pIny, WOTJRUTUIR] 19S8I0]  UOTIBATIORAI AQ papunoq o1y} w T 0} dn spaq Iemonua]

MNM pue a1[} UT SUOTIELIBA 9Z1s-UTeIS pue ‘sadeIp pnur a[qnop 91919sTp TeuUIoIU] 'sd0) XOATOD 0} JB[j PUE Saseq B[

N @jeurpIogng ‘Burppaq Iose[,{ "UOTJBUTWE[-SSOID PUE [BIMNOWWAS  Ie[NSalIl [}IMm (YOTY} W g—g) S8Tpoq AIBJUSWIPas Ie[nqe}

REINLC ‘(syes A[Te00] ‘uoTjRUTIR]-ss0I0 a[dd1I [eoInOWWIASY pue renonuag (V.S ‘814 pue y¢ 81,) suoissedons
o1uedIo pue sjuewdery Poppaq-sso1d ‘Surppeq-sso1o [eprowdis pue ‘(1Y) wd g premdn-3uruasieod ur paduelre sajqqed pnw pue B[op
YUnI) 991], ‘'SMOLINq wox) S pue  —¢T 0} dn) sjes pappag-ssord reuerd ‘(D ‘gzS ‘S SO 9)1z)1enb pareeds YiIm seuolspues o}y m-SIMOT[OA peayAeqg
[BIUOZLIOY PUe [eoNI8  HSH Jueurwo wod 0z 0} dn) s}9s pappag-sso1d Y3nox rm spaq o[3urs pUE 91 M-T[STA0IS pauTeIS-ouy pPUe WNIPAU 0} ISTBROD) AL

'(9S pue ASS s3LI)

'sjoswio)joq  sdo) pue saseq AABM T[}ImM SPaq PAUT[OUT IBNOTIUS] YOI}

"MNM pue sjosa1oj a1p} ul joq saderp Ie)jew STUESI0O W g 0) WO GT 9}910sTp Suruyep ‘sSe| [eseq [IIM ‘S8IEJINS

pue g Ayurejodiq  pue ‘(ggs ‘S1) sederp pnw ajqnop ‘uonjeurwe] [oered UOT}8I00E [RJUOI] o[eds-o8r1e] [euraiu] ‘sdo} paq XoAuoy)

'S9OBI)} J00Y ‘SMOIIN( MM ‘MN 0} ‘uonjeuTurel-sso1o a[ddur Surquurd ‘uoTjRUTUIR[-SSOID ‘safqqad pnur pue a31z}renb m saseq paq jefy pue

[BIUOZLIOY pUE [BONMOA  HN MOJjode[ed a[ddur [eoleWIWIASE pUE [BOLIOWWAS ‘SUTppaq I9sefj dreys ‘(9S pue ¢S s31 pue NG ‘yg 814) Suoy wr oG1

9)RUTULIB}OPU] 'SOSBq paq Ul ‘(9s S11)  ‘Surppeq-ssoio [eprowSig ‘(SS ‘S1,]) UOT)RUIWIE] 19SI0] pue Iy} w ¢T 0} dn serpoq IB[NOTIUST ‘SUOTISSAIINS
(ves 'S1g wnioioosoznyy) AN A[IIEpuodas 9} UO SUOTJBLIBA 9ZIS-UTRIS [JIM §]9S PIPPA(-SSOID premdn Suruy pue sSef a[qqaed pnw pue 8)1z}IeN() Ieq
UoTeqIN)oIq ‘syususery ‘4SS reuerd o1y wo ¢ 0} dn pue ‘(Dgs “S1q) s19s pappeq ‘sa[qqad ey1z)renb pals)jeos M SOUO}SPUES 9JTM [epn Iauuf
juerd snosdeuOqIRD uoneperdorg -ss0I10 [Snox o1y} wr gz T 0} dn yIm spaq oSurs PUE 8IYD0 POUTRIS-WNIPAUI 0} 9SIB0D PaI0s A[I00] 12V
auoz Jauuy — Aren)sy
UOoT}eqIN}oIq pue STISSO,] morjoaered SaIN}ONIS AIBJUOWIPAS Anpwoad pue A3o10I1] (Vi)
peleadiayuy UOTIRIDOSSY
sa1oR,]

1820 A. R. Soria et al.

‘18 xtpuaddy ur uonejerdisjur pue uoneuerdxs pajrelep 99g

‘UISeq-qNg 9A[ES) 91} Ul UOHRULIO,] SB[[LIEUIR) 81} JO (g 95e1S) AIRn)se pedUSNjUI-epI} PajRUIWOP-oABM ‘ASI8U8-PoXTUI o1} JO SUOIJRIDOSSE SAIJE]

¢ 9qeL

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1821

Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems

pnu ‘Surppeq-ssold [eprowdig ‘Sulppaq Aaem pue ‘s3e[ paureId-asIeod A1aA pue saseq Jej YIIm saIpoq sIeqpues
uoneqIniorq ‘syuswiSery  gS pue AANM I9SB]] ‘UOT)BOYTIBI}S-SSOID B]SUB MO] ‘S}oS PapPag-ssoId Tenonuel YoIy) w g1 0} dn *(vels 91 pue g9 'S1q) [epn Aremjse
Junn ea1) ‘Iepeur Anrepodiq (wo pg—01) Teuefd pue (YOI} WO 0-0T) YSnoi], ‘seseq suorsseoons premdn-Suruy ur peSuelIe saU0}SpURS LmQ
otuesio ‘sjuswudely [eOD Suong  paq ur syuewSely YUNI) 991} PUR S)SED 9IN[J PUB 9A00I) [SIMO[[a4 pPUE 8)TYM paUTeIS-aUT 0} WNIPAIN 6'2Vd
(dz1s BL)
aepIOTIEN ‘sTeI0D ‘sprndies
‘(D21S "8L) eIojruTIIRIO} 'Spaq YOT[}-0I)oWIIaP 0JUT
oTpuaq ‘(saypppoAsn(y) oeSe POPIATP A[[BUISIUT (YOI} W $—G°() BIBNS IB[NOTIUS] UT
‘Tojyew OTUESIO ‘SI18)SA0 399} (eU0}SOYDBM PUE SUOJSPNIUI) SOUOISIWTT "STRAISIUT YOI}
ysy ‘spodonses ‘saA[eAlq -T}oUWIIDAP 0} SI}DWITIUSD UT SOUOISTIEJA “OI}) WL G'T
‘so1ArpdoTeTd ‘TonEjUSWETLIO 'sdoy paq a1} 0} woTjRUTUIR[-SSOID o[dd1I [EOINOWWASE 0] dn STRAISUT IB[NOTIUS] PUR IB[N]ER)} UT SOUO)SYIS 'SPaq
TIIM SPOJBNSO :9U0)SAWT] PUE UOTJEUTUIR]-SSOID :SUO}SOWIT "UOTIRUTUIE] Ie[nge} pue IBNOTIUS] YOI}-8I}0WIIBP 0} SI}OUIT}UID
*SpOoBNSO [e1ered :sauo)sjrely ‘sjuewSer yue[d snosoeuoqIEd rewsyur ‘(qz1s S1) sdoy jey pue seseq IemSolIr M
PUR SOARAI(] :9UO}S[TR]A] JO sSUOTR[NWINOOE PUB UoTjeuTwe] [d[[eIed :SaUO0)S)[IS  SBTPOQ MOIY}-aNouI Ul sau0)Spues (0 VIS S1) s[eas]  spuod yim
'sdo} paq ur smozmq ‘uonjeururey [orrered pue ‘(JZTS S1d) 8]IWIO[OP BIYD0 PUB ‘SSUO0)SAUII| PUE SaUOIS[IRUI A813 SIej [epn
[eonaa ‘syuswiSery juerd Iepew oruedio jo sederp pue (4z1S S1) sedeip PUE 8IYD0 9)BUIPIOYNS PUE ‘SAUO0)S)IS AoI8 pue Yoe[q  OIIT[0IIY
STNI08JBTOCIED PUE UM 001} pnuw a[qnop ‘uotjeurmre[-ssord syddir [eotnewIIASe 1M POPPOGIdIUT SOUOJSPUES )M PUR SIYI0 paureIs BmQ
:9U0)s)[Is pue auoj}spueg SN Lreodig ‘Sutppaq AABM pUE I9SE]J ‘SISB[D PNUI :SAUO}SPUES -aUl AI8A 0} WINTPOW JO S[RAISYUT YOI} w 6T 0} d) NATR
'$}9S POPPO-SSOID UIIM]A( UOTRUTUIR[-SSOID PUE JBUR[]
'$}9S PAPPa|-SSOID USOMIB] SITUII] Y[} UT PUE S}OSUI0}Oq
8y} uI yjoq uonjeurwre[-ssoro oyddir [eornewuise
pue [EOLI}OWWAS ‘UoTjeuTUIR]-SS0I0 o(dd1r Sutquui) *(4
‘g11S "81,]) sarnjonns adeose pIfj pue SUTppaqg-ssoId
auoqSuruay 'doy paq a1y} spremoy saderp pnw oSurs 'seoepins Surddip
‘(OTTS "S1) pue a[qnop pue Surppaq Arem juepunqy ‘(0TS "S11) -S pue N £q papunoq spaq Ie[NoTUa] YOTY}-0I}aT
sajIsso[oun[pg pue Surppaq 1osey pue (QI1S ‘S1q) Surppaq-ssold o[Sue-mo] 0} 8IPWUAD [eUIIU] ‘s}@spaq premdn-Suruy pue ‘sdoy
(ATTS *S1.) snuyoruopisq ‘(D-VTIS "S1,1) (o1} wo 0% 0} dn) s}os pappag-ssoid JB[J PUB S8SBQ 9ABOUOD [IIM $9IpOq YOI} wr g 0} dy [Puueyd
‘soIjoys Aq uotnjeqiniolg reue[d pue (213 wo 0% 0} dn) ySnoxn ‘sey ajqqed pny ‘(0TS 'S4 pue y9 ‘S14) [epn Arenjsa
*S)ULWSeI} YU} 991} ‘N pue ‘saseq paq oY} ur doy paq o1} SpIEMO) UOTJBINO[OD PAI }IM SOUO}SPUES I|mnQ
pue juerd snosoeuoqren ‘MSS pue A\ syuawiSeqy Yuny 981} (W g'Q 0} dn) a3Ie[ pue S)sED 9IN[,] OIYDI0 PUER A0I3 ‘O}IM ‘POUTRIG-oUY PUB WNIPAW ‘9SIBOY) RAL
aU0Z I3JN0 — ATEN)S3 JO YINOJA
‘(VPIS pue 01S ‘H8S s8I pue D9 V9 814) seuojspues
'SSO[IMNIONIS :SAUO}SPURS  [STUIDIG-A9I3 PUB WOOILW POUTRIS-9UT 0} 9SIB0D ‘Te[Nqe}  Aeq [BIUAD
'sa[npou ajeyydsoyd pue a)Areq pue MOI}-0NoWU8D POPPACISIUT PUE ‘SOUOISPNUI UOOIEUL AppnN
VN VN ‘monjeuture] [ay[eIed A[[EOO] ‘SSB[AINJONIS :SOU0ISPTIA JIep ‘YSTuaaIS-yIr[q JO S[BAIOIUT YOT}-0I}0UIRIS(] 97V
Aremsa [enua)
“(d D6S "S81,) Se0BJIMS UOTJAIIIE [BIS)B] PUR SOIBJINS
‘sarnjonns adeoss pmyj pue UOTJBATIORAI OATSOID AQ POPUNO( SIOAR] TB[NOTIUS] YOI}
)09} se[punq [epn ‘uonjeurwe[-ssold pue reued ‘sysord ojddir W og'T 0} WO QT [BUISIU] ‘(g ‘V6S S1,) sdo) xeauod o} Jefy (Aremysa
ST PUR ‘souoq ‘S19}sA0 'MN  9JUSISJIS)U] "UOTIRUTUIR]-sS0I0 S[ddII [eDII}oWITIASE PUR  PUE 9SBQ SABIUOD [}IM ‘SOTPO( ATRJUSUTPAS YOI} W Z°C 0} Iouur)
‘A[reoorT ‘syuawSery yuerd 0} MNM pue  [eoinewwds ‘Surppeqg-ssoio suoqsuruay pue [eprowdls  dn ‘(6S pue A8S sSL pue HG ‘dS ‘dsS VS "S1q) suorssaoons [euueys
STI09DBUOCIED PUE YULLI} qs ‘Ayrerodiq '(A6S "S14) sedeip pnw pue ‘Surppaq Aaem pue Iasefj premdn-Sururj ur seuo}spues (pal A[[BO0O]) 8IYD0 pue [epLL
901} pue Ie)jew oTURSIQ Suong “oup wo g 0} dn s}es pappag-ssord reuefd pue ySnoif, 9)TYM ‘pouTeIS-aur PUR WNTPAUI ‘9SIB0D 0} SIB0D ATOA RAE|
UOT)BQIN)OIq PUB SISSO] morjoaered S9INJONI}S AIRJUSWIPAS Answoad pue ASo[oyir (V)
paelerdiajug UOTIRID0SSY
saToR,]

(penunuoo)

"2 9[qeL

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

(LTS pue 991§ s3L1)
s1oAe] pnuw Surmoys A[[e007] ‘S90BJINS IB[NSOLI

A. R. Soria et al.

"uoneuTue-ss010 o[ddir aarp) ‘sIoAR] £q papunoq aIe spag "Bjen}s Ie[Nqe} YOI} WO 0F—0T 90BJOIOYS
VN 'S pnuw ury} pue ‘Surppaq-ssoId 9[SUe-mO[ PUE JBUB[{ Ul SOUO}SPUES 8IYD0 PUE 9)IYM pauleIS-auy 0} auly A8 IARAR
aurrewr uadQ
s 9yl
0} morjooered
v
"qS pue ‘qSH 'spaq Ie[nqe)} 0} IB[NOT)UA] Ul pazruedio
0} 7 ‘MNM SOUO0}SpUBS POUTRIS-oUY 0} 9UY AIDA 8}IYM HHY (AT)
smorjoaered 'spaq [o[ered renqe) ur pezrueSio seuo)spPUBRS pPauUTRIS
€AV -WNIPaW 0} 851800 gV (I11) “(A9LS "SLI) YOI W 9°Z
‘MN pue 0} dn ejEI)S YOIY}-0I}9W 0} SNOWIILSP Ie[NONjuUL] ojeIedes
q Aretpisqns JBT[} SOOBJINS UOT}AIIIE [BISIE] SATSOID PUBR SABRIUOD
‘MS pue "'SMOIINQ [BO1}OA PUR Surddip Ayue8 Aq papIAIp SauO}SpUBS pauILI3-9SIBOD
S smopjooered  1epewr otueSIo jo sedeip 901eds WM ‘(HITS ‘SLi) YOIy} 03 9sIe0d A1A :gHV (11) (D ‘g91S "S1) s8ey sejqqed pnu
HAC A% wo 0g-GT S} pappaq-ssord reue[d pue ySnoxn Ay pue aj1z)renb yim aseq aatsore (1Y (1) :doj 0} aseq
‘MN “UOTJEUTWR]-SSOID wolj (V) S}USWS[d [BINJI8)TYIIE JUSIJIP SMOYS V.
a1} SpIEMO} a[ddu [eorneuIuAs pue [edIOWWASE pue ‘Surppaq ST} ‘[Tejep Ul *(91S pue 61§ sSu pue J—9 "Sti) MNN
Sunerdru -sso10 reue[d pue Y3noI} Jo s}9s JYOI}-0N8WIaP €Y a1} spremo) Surddip seoejaIns UOT}8IDOE [BISJR] O[OS (Aremyso
syuewISely YUNI) 99I) PUB S90BJINS ‘(991S "S1q) uoneurure] Joswio)oq  -aSre] Aq peplalp A[[euIa)ur ‘sdoy Je[j pUE S8SB] OABIUOD Jo yinouw)
“Ie)jewI OTURSIO ‘sjusudel) UOTJAIODE  PUE }9$9I0J U0 0q sa[pung [epLL, "(4 ‘d9TS S1) o1y M YOI} W G'¢T 0} dn $81p0oq IB[NOTIUST ‘SBUOISPURS jaul [epL,
jued snosoeuoqIE) [eI93e] w T 0} dn s)as pappeq-ssoro reuefd pue ysnoxn :zqy aIyd0 pue Ao13 paureid-auy AIaA 0} 9s1e0D ATOA ANAR
(gF1S "S1,]) Seu0}SpNU $S8[8INIONIS ABQ [BIJUSD
ojurt o Juryouid ‘g oy} spremo) aperdoid ‘v, ajoym
‘(8urppag-sso1d a1} SB [[om SE ‘saSpom aUO0}SpPUES YOIy} WO 080T
(@FTS "S1) syoen Imesourp woIy) N pue spaq [enpIATpur pue ‘sdo} Je[j PUB Saseq Je[j 0} dAISOID
pue ‘(g ‘O%1S S19) (sxyrew 0A0018 MM YOI W ¢ 0} dn s104e] TRMOTIUS] PUR IRTN]E)
SMOIIM( [B}UOZLIOY pue Imoos ‘sarnjonns adeosa-pyy u1 paSuelIe A][EUIS)UI SUOTISSHIINS YOTY}-0I}oUIEIIP (Aremse jo
puE [eoT)I8A ‘SjusuISely woly) AN pue ‘uonjeuUTUIR[-[9[[eIed PUR SSOID ‘UOTRUTUIR[-SSOID 0} anow premdn Surussieoy) ‘se[qqed [IIM SOUOISPUBS  [[INOUI) SUR]
yuni) 9a1], ‘Iepew o1uesIo juexnooaered arddur [eomewrwAsy ‘sajqqed pnw pue (JF1S ‘S1) paureid-asieod A1aa ‘A[[eoso[ ‘(V¥1S 814 pue D9 31) I9AOYSBAN
pue ‘seyfydoreyd ‘searearg urejN Surppeq-ssord reue[d ‘syIew 9A0013 pue INOJS SQUO}SPUES 8ID0 PUB A8IS ‘UoOIRWI ‘pauTRIS-ouL,] 112V
'S @jeUIpIOqNS
pue ‘(Surppeaq 'spaq IB[NOT)UA] YOI} W g°Q 0} Z'Q dUYAP
-SSOID TWOIJ ‘uonjeuTure]-sso1d ayddur [eornewrmiAs seoejms Surperdord XeAT0D—-0ARIUOD POUT[IUT [RUISIU] (Aremyse
uotjeperdord) pUE [EOLIJOWWASE ‘S}UoWISel SN09JBU0qIED A( pPOULIO] 'souo}spnuwt Aeq [enyusd ojur yno Suryourd pue gN oY} JO yinour)
i pue saderp pnw ‘uonjedognens s[due-mo ‘(LIS S1) 0} SurpeiSoid ‘sdo} xeAuoD pue (9AIS0I8 A[[BOO]) Sase(q B}[op
‘sjuowiSery N mopjosered (PTY) W $°0-2°0) S19S pappaq-ssord reue[d pue  JE[J YIIM ‘SATPO IB[MOTIUA] YOI} W § 0} d) (els 'S1i)  [epm-poold
[E0D pUE YUunI} 991], ureN [YSnox pue ‘saseq 9AISOI8 SABIUOD T} UT S}SB[D PN S9UO0)SPUES AIYD0 PUE 9T M PaUTRIS-aUL 0} 9SIBOD) AR
"(D€TS "8L) uonEUTUIE]
[errered pue uonjeurwre]-ssold a[ddur [eoLOWIWASE
pue [BOINOWWAS “(g€TS 81,]) UOTjeUTWR] 195010 "SSOID[OI) UT W G'T 0] WD GT WOIJ
‘doy paq o1} 03 sa7II0oDAg U0 SUOTBLIBA 9ZIS-UTRIS OTWTIATI Aq peuyep sa[punq BJen}s PUB sPaq IB[MOTIUS] SUTULEP SOJBJIMS 8[IS-95Ie]
pue (WnIprusng,) [epn se [[om se ‘Ia)jew orueSio jo sederp pue sadeip [eua)uy ‘sdo} XeAuod pue ‘s}se[d 91zjrenb Surpnpour
uoTeqIN}OIq pue S[ISSO,] morjoaered SaIn}onIs AIejuewIpag Anpwos3d pue A3o[oI1] (V)
pejordiajuy UOTIBID0SSY
Sa1OR,]
(penunuod) -z 9qe[,

1822

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1823

Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems

‘doy a1}
0} MN Pu® ‘gS
0} HSH 8y} 0}

[e1rered pue sso1d ‘a[3ue-mo] ‘Surppeq Ie[noTIuS]
pue I8se[j ‘uonjeoynens eprowsrs ‘(OIY} WO 08
0} dn sjes) Surppeq-sso1o reue[d pue ysnon gy
'(I-d91s "81,]) UoHjRUTUIR[-SSOID

IeTNOTIUS] PUE IBTNE} UT 8}TUOINE[S [[}IM SaU0)SPUES
paureis-aury A104 0} auyj :(eyepoid) 1V (1)

:doy 0} aseq woIj ‘() SITOUIA[S [BINIIDYDIE 99IT],
‘(0zS pue

‘do} paq o1} 03 uoneqinjorg moyjoaered £y arddur eomewrtiAse pue [eolewwAS ‘Suippaq 81§ s31] pue y. 31,) sdo) xeAuod pue saseq Jefj PIm el[ep
‘s19)sA0 ‘syuewiSery yuerd  'Ap pue HS ‘AN -SSOID A8[BMS ‘UOT)BUTUIE] }SOIOJ UO SUOTIELIBA  $BTPOQ premdn-Surussieod YOTy}-oI}ouedsap 0} 810W  [BPH-POOL]
ST09IRUO(IED PUR YUNI) 991} gy MoOfjose[ed :gfy  ©ZIS-UTRIS ‘SMOIIMQ [EOT)MAA PUE [BJUOZLIOY TV Ul SOUOJSPUES 9}IYM PUE SIYI0 PIUTRIS-aUT 0} 9SIB0D) 7evd
‘syoen
INBSOUIP PUR ‘S9}IU0IDIg PUR 'sdoy paq 1e¥
wnIpruan,J, ‘SOyIIfoyS ‘SajI[ooruary " o) pUE saseq 8ABOU0D pue I[NS8IIT 0} JB[f YHM ([T} UI
£q uoneqrnjorg ‘sejAydoreyo 0] uonepeidoid ‘sarnionns adeose-Iajem pue ‘uoTjeUTWR] G'T 0} dn) YOI}-81}oUI 0] SI}SWIIUSD SPaq IB[NqER} pUE uej
pue s1s)sAo A[[ed0] ‘Iejjewr 'S pue AN [o[rered pue ssoId ‘S}Se[D pnur ‘uoTjeuTwWE]  IE[nonua ‘sa[qqad pue paurerS-asIeod AJ[EUOISEII0 ISAOT[SEA\
oruedio ‘syuewiSery yuniy 9a1],  Ajyfeuonoalriprg  -ssoxo opddur [eornewwuAse ‘Surppaq-ssoIo reue[q ‘S9UO)SPUBS AIYD0 PUE UOOIBW PAUTRIS-oul] eevd
‘syuawISeI) auU0q pue
‘s10)sA0 399} ysy ‘(serdydoreyo
Sururejuoo) syse[oenUI
MOE[q ‘SPE[OASEP ‘SPIOI[IAN
‘SPOJBIISO ‘SAATRAI] :F SOTOR,] *STRAID)UT TRTNQE) YOT}-0I}dWTUD UT ‘SOSBq
"S}STID 9, PUE [}09) '$}SB[001q pauSI[e ‘pajeUTUIE] :§ SOTOR] QATSOI8 TIIM ‘sauo)sewrt] auoisyoed Ao18 :f saroe,]
sy ‘sprmdies ‘(nydrourorfaSuods) ‘S9PTIX0 9, PUR 1[}99) TS )M S[RAISIUT "(Suoy
UOTIEQIN}OIq ‘STRI0D ‘SI8)SA0 pesuapuod pue uoljeurTwIe] JenSaLIT ‘93ruoone[s un| €1 pUe YOIy} W ¢'T 0} dn) BJEN)S YOTY}-0I)0W
‘SPOJBISO ‘(SPI[OI[[TIA]) BISJTUTUIRIO] ‘A[e00'T *$80BJINS [O1I-9,{ PUB UOTJRUTUIE] Ie[nqge)} pue IB[NOTUS] UT SOUO)SAWI] (dUO}SUTRIS
OTIUA( ‘SOA[BAI] i€ SOIOR,] ssoro-oyddur [eotneuruAse ‘samjonns adeoss ajeuIpIoqns) auoisyoed /euoisexoem A1 :¢ satoe]
‘suoneqInNjolq -pmyj ‘uonjeurure] [oyrered ‘sureid zyrenb Suneory “re[ndaiir
PUE SYOBI} INBSOUTP ‘SPB[IASEP PpUE XINew OuIoTW Yoe[q ‘sprojad :¢ satoe,  sdo} pue saseq pag ‘S[EAIOIUT JBNPOU PUE IE[NOTIUS]
pue seydydoreyo ‘spindies ‘spe[oAsep pue sejfydoreyo paje[nuwnode MOT}-81}0WI 0} SIOWIINAP UT souO}sawWI] (auojsyoed
‘Ia)jeul OIUe3IO ‘sjuswsel) JO s[Ad] pue ‘sprndios ‘SPIOO ‘SaIN}oNI)S A[Te00]) 9U0}SaYIBM/AUO}SPNU A8IS 17 SATOR]
9JBIQ9}IoA ‘}99) ST ‘SI9)SAO0 adeose-pmyj ‘uonjeurwey [o[fered pue uoTjEUTUIE] ‘S[BAISIUT IBIN(E} YOTY}-0I}0uI
‘spodonsed :(y61S S1d) ¢ someq -$S0I17) "s)se[oeRNUI Appnul pue A[IeuI ‘suteIS 0} 9I}9UIIIOP UT SOUO]S[IRUI pajeurure] Aa18 :T sa10e,]
*SMOIING [EOTMOA z)1enb Suneofy ‘XIneur oNLIOTW Y2e[q 7 SOIOR,] :(40ZS pue 61S SSL1) uooSge[
pue saafealq ‘syuswdey juerd 'S]SB[ORIUL ‘SPTO0 S9IOB] UTRWI INOJ IIM (0ZS PUE 8IS ‘H9TS 811 a)eUOqIR)
SN08IBUOCIED ‘SPOIBIISO T SAIIB,] VN ‘sure1d ajruoone[s ‘uoneurure] [eS[e i so1oR,] pue yg pue z sS1) V. PajeUIiop-ajeuoqIey) 7evd
‘uoneuTure] [o[[eled :sou0ISIIS
‘sardd1r eouarejIejutl pue ‘sedelp pnw ‘uwonEUTUIR] (818 "StIpue (o8 V8 ‘Z sS1) surees saysIeU
‘sydiowouATed pue -ss0I0 ‘uonjeurure[-ssold oyddur [eorneurmiAs [BOD UTY} pue s8U0}S}[Is YOB[q JO STBAISIUL IB[NdE], pue
Sureas [eOD UIY) ‘sjUaWSe) [e0d PUE [EOINOWWIASE ‘SUIPPA]-SSOID dUOSULIIAY  'SOSBQ AISOIS PUB SABIUOD T[}IM SOUO}SPUBS PAUTRIS  SY99ID [BpT}
:SOUO}S}[IS *(SOPIOUISSDIDY ], pUE 'S pue ySnouxn ‘reuerd ‘sjseo [00) :soUO}SPUBS -9UIj 0} 9SIBOD S}IYM JO S[9AS] IB[NE)} OI}-81}oW M Jef
sa]IJ0uUD[J) WOTRQIN]OIq :9uUOISpuUERS pue N Ajrefodiq "SOPISUANDI[S pue SUI[JOW Us0IS M PapPaqIajul ‘STRAIS)UT JR[NAE) JOT}-01}oWeI9P  PNUW [BPLL,
‘sjuaWISeI) 8U0( :SAUOISPNIA puE AN  [}M ‘POJRUIWE] O} SSO[OINJONI}S WOIJ SOUOISPNIA 0} SI}OW UT PazIuesIo seuojspnu uoorew pue ajding Tevd
uooSe[ JaLLIeq YRy
uoTIeqIN}oIq PUe S[ISSO,] mopjoaered SaIn}oNIs AIBJUeWIPaS Anowoad pue A3o[oyIIT (V)
poajoxrdiajuy UOTIRIDOSS Y
seToR ]

uoTjeue[dxe poIIe}dOp 985 'UISBQ-QNS OA[ES) 81} Ul UOTIRWIO SE[[IIBWE)) 87} Jo (¢ 95e}g) walsAs uooSe[-pue[sT I8TIIRq 97} JO SUOT}BIDOSSE SATOE,]

‘18 xtpuaddy ur uonejerdisjur pue
'€ 9qeL

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1824 A. R. Soria et al.

"S9DBI) 1001 PUR SOYII[OYS €AV
‘syuswSey

juerd snoedeuOqIRD [ZHV

‘saseq paq

JB SMOIIM( [BJUOZLIOY] "S}UsmISeIy
aUO0(q PUR YUNI} 801} TV

‘syuswrdej juerd snoadeuOoqIEDd

pue Iejjew orueSIo jJo uonenWMIde M saderp
‘uorjeUTWR]-SSOID [a[[ered pue ySnoi], :gqv
'$}9SWI0}]0q pUB

s19s010] ur Ieyjew oruedio Aq peuio} sadelp pue
saderp pnw pue ‘sjpsdo) ur HONEUTIIR]-SSOID pUE
1e11ered ‘sjeswropjoq ur sayqqed pnur ‘AT[BUOISEIDQ
"8uIppoeqg-ssoI0 9[3ue-MO[ PUB SUOGIULLISY

‘MN PUe gSH  ‘Surppaeq Iase[ ‘UOTJRUTWIE] }9SUIO}}0( PUE }9S8I0]
AyITRUONDLITPIq 91} UO SUOTJRLIBA 9ZIS-UTRIS )M §19S PIpPaq
HAc A% -sso1d Teuerd YOIU}-0I}8W 0} dNOWNUD (7Y

‘M-I 's3e[ (oz1s ur wod ¢ 0} dn)
Areodiq  a[qqad ejeUOqIED PUE 8}1Z)IBN() "UOTJRUTWIER[-SSOID

‘g @yeurpioqns a[dduI [EOLOWIWIAS PUB 9ABM [BOTHOWWASY
“ANH "UOTBOYTIRI)S-SSOID 9[SUe-MO] aeIs-a8re
SMO[JOoB[Eq ‘UOTJEUTUIR] }OSWI0})}0q A} UO SUOTJELIBA 9ZIS-UTRIS
"ASH/AN M S}9s pappoaq-ssoId Teue[d YOI}-anour ‘s}os

drp seoepmns POPPag-ss0I0 YSNOI} YOTY}-0I}8UW 0} SIOUWITIUSD
UOT}AII0E M ‘(gZS pue 1¢S sS81]) Yor w ¢ 03 dn

[eurLiurl TV BlRelI)s MEM@ESOQ S90BLINS UOT}aIdJk [BIdIR] (THY

“Ie)jew orueSIo pue

pnuw A[[e007 ‘s}os pappaq-ssord Suowe UoTjeUTIE]
[e1ered ‘UOTIRUTUIR]-SSOID ‘(YOT} WD 0G-GT)
Surppaq-sso1o saderp reuerd pue (UIy} wo 09-0S
sjos) ydnoxn ‘s3ef sejqqed pnuw pue 8)1zirenb :gqy
'Speq [enpraiput

urgm sdum(g 'sederp pnur ‘uorjeururey

O1) w T 0} dn saTPOq IB[NOTIUA] UT SIOAR] SISBD

PO [}IM S8U0ISPUES 8T M-[[SIMO[[8A PUR UOOTIRUL
paureis-auty A1eA 0} U] :(a107soI0] 0} 1ds pue[sT
-IslLeq) ¢V (I11) ‘Spaq Ie[nge)} YOTy}-anew ajeredss
Se0BJINS Ie[MSBIIl PUE Je[j [RUILIU] ‘N 97} 0} o yourd
ey} saseq dIeys-1e[j Y)Im SaIpo( Ie[NOTUS] O} Je[nqe}
YOI[}-81jaUIRISP 0] 8I}8UI JO SUOISS8dINs premdn
-Suruy ur seuoispues aIYM-ysnjurd paureid-ourj o}
asIe0d A19A :(31ds pue[sI-Iatireq) gV (I1) OIY} WD 0F
0} dn s8ef a[qqad ejeuoqies pue oy1zyrenb ym saoeyns
UOTaID0R [RIS)R] JO 8seq YOI} w ¢ 0] dn saTpoq
Ie[nonua| auyep gSH/AN spIemo) Surddip seoejms
UOT8I0. [BI9)R] [BUIS)U] "S8SB( (9ABIUOD) SATSOId

0} reue[d y3tm YOIy} W GT 0} dn S8TPO( IB[NOTIUST
'su01ss900Ns premdn-Zurur yiIm sauolspues
YSTMO[[9A pue 9)1ym paurelrd-auy o} (sajqqed

I1M) paureIs-asIeod A1aA :([auueyd “a[ul-Tepn) 1AV (1)
(F2S pue £2S sS1) (V) SHuaUWa[ [RINIIS)TYIIE 991 ],
‘(ezs

pue 1zs ‘g81s sS1q pue Dz ‘gz S1q) sde[ oy1z)renb
}IM S9DBJINS UOT}AINOR [BIS)JB[ PAUI[DUT pauyap-[[am

£q POpIATP A[[RUIS)UT PUE ‘SISB] JB[f 10 SABIUOD joTuT TEPTY
IIM SBTPO( IB[N(E) PUB IB[NOTIUS] YOTY}-0I}ouT pue pueyst

UT S9UO)SPULS 9)TYM PUE SIYI0 pauTeIS-auT 0} ‘SSey Iatireg
a[qqed pnu pue a)1zyrenb ym ‘paureis-osieod A1) eV

puejsi-isLireq

"BJRI}S TR[NOTIUS]

pue Ie[nge) (WO 0ST 0} GT) JOIY)-8I19U 0} BIJAWIIDP
QUAP SOJBJINS UOTJBATIORAI XOATOI-0ABITOD

[eua)uy ‘sdo) Jej pue saseq 9ABIUOD PUE JATSOId

1M SaTpoq YOI} W g 0} dn UT sauo}spues paurers
-9UI} 0} WNTPOW :(B}[P [EPT}-POOT Y} JO [dUUBTD)
eV (1T1) "gS pue (AN 93 03 Surddip seoejins re[ndair
pue reue[d £q papunoq s1eAe| pue ejeIs YOTy}-oIjou
0} 9I}8WDAP pauroul [eura)u] ‘sdoj ey pue saseq
aA®BOU0D A[IYSI[S 10 1B ITM O1} W ¥ 0} dn vlRLS
IB[NOTIUS] PUE IB[NJE} PAYOE)S AQ POULIOJ SUOISSIONS
premdn-3uruasIeod Ul soUO}SpULs pauTeIS-oury

0} WNTPaU ‘Sy,] W00Se[ ISLLIEG-YOB( U0 A[}08IIp IO
1AV Surd[zen0 :(dwer eyep epn-pooy) zav (1) PRIy
wo ¢T 0} dn sjeas] Sutugep seoejIns Ie[NSAIIT [RUISIU]
(0918 'S1,9) sdoy 1e[nSa1IT pue seseq Je[f M BIRIS

UOT}RQINIOIq PUE STISSO] mopjoaered S8IMJONI)S ATRJUSTUIPAG Anewosd pue ASo[or] (VD)
pojoxdiayuy UOIRIDOSSY

sa108,]

(penunuod) g I[qel,

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of

International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855



13653091, 2023, 6, Downloaded from https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/sed.13097 by Universidad De Zaragoza, Wiley Online Library on [04/12/2023]. See the Terms and Conditions (https:/onlinelibrary.wiley.com/terms-and-conditions) on Wiley Online Library for rules of use; OA articles are governed by the applicable Creative Commons License

1825

Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems
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Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems 1827

Fig. 4. Main facies associations (FAs) distinguished in the tide-dominated estuary of Stage 1 of the Camarillas For-
mation in the Galve Sub-basin. (A) A tidal ravinement surface (tRs) separates two tidal parasequences defined by a
lower intertidal flat with crevasse splays (FA1.5) and an upper aggrading to prograding upper supratidal flat with
marshes (FA1.4). The stratigraphic contact between Stage 1 and 2 is observed towards the top of the outcrop.
(B) Vertical stacking of three tidal parasequences 1, 2 and 3, defined by lower tidal creeks (FA1.8) and upper inter-
tidal and supratidal flats (FA1.6). Tidal creeks show evidence of subtidal deposition and thus the base of the chan-
nel defines tidal ravinement surfaces (tRs). (C) Neap-spring intervals showing double mud drapes formed in
bottomsets of tidal bedforms. (D) Subtidal bars (FA1.9) showing rudists in the upper part of the sand bars. Retro-
grading subtidal bars define a tidal ravinement surface (tRs) eroding the underling intertidal and supratidal flats
(FA1.6) of the top part of the underlying tidal parasequence. Detail shows tidal bundles (b1 to b4) developed in the
large-scale cross-bedding foreset of a sandy tidal bedform of the subtidal bar (FA1.9); note the rhythmic repetition
of discrete coarse-grained (a) and fine-grained (b) laminae in every tidal bundle. (E) Stratigraphic architecture of a
tidal creek (FA1.8) encased in supratidal flat deposits (FA1.6). (F) Close-up view of (E) showing inclined hetero-
lithic stratification (IHS) with lateral accretion surfaces, heterolithic intervals with double mud drapes, and cross-

bedded sets.

tidal modulation of flows within these fluvial
channels (Leckie & Rumple, 2003; Longhitano
et al, 2012). Floodplain mudstone deposits
(FA1.3) (Appendix S1: Fig. S1D) show root traces,
attesting to colonization of floodplain by plants
after flood events (Li et al., 2015).

These facies associations are inferred to have
been deposited in tidal environments inter-
bedded with deposits of muddy supratidal flats
with marshes (FA1.4; Fig. 4A, Appendix S1:
Fig. S2A and B), analogous to those described
by Dalrymple et al. (1992) and Plink-
Bjorklund (2005). These deposits show evidence
of redox processes associated with variations of
the groundwater level (Hurt & Carlisle, 2001;
Jennings et al., 2011), and frequent coal frag-
ments due to reworking of coeval marshes (John-
son & Friedman, 1969; Bartholdy, 2012;
Rodriguez-Léopez et al.,, 2021). The heterolithic
facies of intertidal flats (FA1.5) (Fig. 4A,
Appendix S1: Fig. S2A and B) contain crevasse
splay deposits associated with periods of inun-
dation by flood tides (Baeteman et al., 1999;
Capuzzo & Wetzel, 2004).

The intertidal to subtidal flat deposits (FA1.6)
show palaeocurrent patterns and sedimentary
structures associated with alternating ebb and
flood tidal currents (Reineck & Wunderlich, 1968;
Reineck & Singh, 1980). Abundant mud drapes
and double mud drapes (Fig. 4B and D,
Appendix S1: Figs S2C to F and S3A to D) are
evidence of slack-water periods (Nio &
Yang, 1991; Dalrymple, 1992; Hori et al., 2001;
Holz, 2003; Plink-Bjorklund, 2005) and succes-
sive high and low tides periods in the subtidal
zone (Visser, 1980; Nio & Yang, 1991). Locally,
ponds that facilitated carbonate production
(FA1.7) (Appendix S1: Fig. S3D) developed

in the tidal flats (Tucker & Wright, 1990;
Fliigel, 2010). They are characterized by a low-
diversity faunal and ichnofacies assemblage sug-
gesting restricted conditions and an environment
affected by water salinity fluctuations (Méngano
& Buatois, 2004; Schwarz et al., 2011).

Tidal channel sandstone deposits (FA1.8)
(Fig. 4B, G, E and F, Appendix S1: Figs S2C and
D and S3A to C) contain inclined heterolithic
stratification (IHS), resulting from sedimentation
on point bars in meandering channels (Thomas
et al., 1987; Johnson & Dashtgard, 2014). Evi-
dence of ebb and flood currents within these
IHS deposits (Collison, 1996; Miall, 1996; Ghazi
& Mountney, 2009) including bipolarity of cross-
strata dip directions, mud drapes on the foresets
and bottomsets of cross-strata, and flaser and
wavy bedding, suggest variations in the flow
associated with tidal currents (Ghosh
et al., 2005). Mud drapes are concentrated in the
parts of the tidal channels characterized by high
turbidity (Dalrymple et al., 1990; Allen, 1991;
Dalrymple, 1992; Plink-Bjorklund, 2005).

Subtidal sandbar sandstone deposits (FA1.9)
contain rudists and fish teeth (Fig. 4D,
Appendix S1: Figs S2E, F and S4) and devel-
oped in distal areas of macrotidal estuaries (Dal-
rymple & Zaitlin, 1989; Dalrymple et al., 1990;
Plink-Bjorklund, 2005).

Stage 2

Stage 2 is characterized by 13 facies associations
(FA2.1 to FA2.13) that are interpreted to represent
sedimentation in a wave-dominated, tide influ-
enced estuary (mixed-energy estuary) that shows a
clear inner-estuary, central-estuary and outer-
estuary spatial organization (Table 2).

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of
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1828 A. R. Soria et al.

The inner zone of the estuary fill (FA2.1 to
FA2.5) contains tidal bar deposits (FA2.1; Fig. 5A
and C, Appendix S1: Figs S5 and S6) similar to
those described by Plink-Bjorklund (2005). Bio-
turbation (Rhizocorallium jenense) at the base of
sandy bar deposits indicates conditions of low
salinity (mixed waters) in the inner estuary
(Fiirsich & Mayr, 1981; De, 2002; Goldring et al.,
2005), prior to transgression and preservation by
transgressive inner tidal bars defining transgres-
sive ravinement surfaces (Cattaneo & Steel, 2003).
The sandy bayhead delta deposits (FA2.2) of the
estuary (Fig. 5A, Appendix S1: Fig. S7) contain
heterolithic  facies  (Holz, 2003;  Plink-
Bjorklund, 2005; Aschoff et al., 2018) with mud
drapes indicating slack water periods during tidal
cycles where clay particles settled out from
suspension (Nio & Yang, 1991; Vakarelov
et al., 2011). These features attest to the activity
of semidiurnal tides in subtidal settings, in the
more distal and marine-influenced areas of these
transitional systems (Dalrymple & Choi, 2007;
Steel et al., 2012). The supratidal and intertidal
mudflat deposits with crevasse splays and ponds
(FA2.3; Fig. 5A to C, Appendix S1: Figs S6 and
S8), similar to those described by Allen (1991)
and Allen & Posamentier (1993), reflect redox
processes associated with variations in the phre-
atic level (Leckie & Rumple, 2003; Kraus & Hasio-
tis, 2006). The low faunal diversity of both fossils
and ichnofossils suggests carbonate production
in restricted areas of the estuary affected by envi-
ronmental stress due to salinity fluctuations
(Méangano & Buatois, 2004; Reizopoulou & Nico-
laidou, 2004; Schwarz et al., 2011). The inner het-
erolithic intertidal flat deposits (FA2.4; Fig. 5A
and D, Appendix S1: Figs S8E, S8F and S9A) con-
tain double mud drapes suggesting semi-diurnal
cyclicity in subtidal settings (De Boer et al., 1989;
Ainsworth & Walker, 1994; Johnson & Dasht-
gard, 2014) formed in the distal areas of these
intertidal flats (Dalrymple & Choi, 2007). The
inner estuary tidal channel deposits (FA2.5;
Fig. 5A, B, D and E, Appendix S1: Figs S8E and
S9) show evidence of tidal point-bars in meander-
ing tidal creeks (Shanley et al., 1992; Plink-
Bjorklund, 2005). Ubiquitous double mud drapes
attest to slack water sedimentation during periods
of maximum turbidity (Dalrymple et al., 1990;
Allen, 1991; Plink-Bjorklund, 2005) in the subti-
dal zone of these tidal channels under a semi-
diurnal tidal regime (Nio & Yang, 1991). The
cyclic variability of grain sizes defines tidal bun-
dles in the foresets of tidal bedforms (Shanley
et al, 1992; Dalrymple & Choi, 2007).

Herringbone cross-stratification indicates ebb and
flood current transport of sediments in the inner
part of the estuary (Dalrymple & Choi, 2007), as
well as the strong bipolarity of palaeocurrent
directions (Willis et al., 1999; Plink-
Bjorklund, 2005; Carmona et al., 2009; Bradley
etal., 2018).

The central part of the wave-dominated estuary
is mainly represented by metres to tens of metres-
thick aggrading successions of central bay mud-
stones (FA2.6; Fig. 6A and C, Appendix S1:
Figs S8E, S10 and S14A) deposited under subti-
dal conditions (Allen, 1991; Dalrymple
et al., 1992; Allen & Posamentier, 1993; Bayet-
Goll et al., 2022).

The outer zone of the estuary contains tidal
channel sandstone deposits (FA2.7; Fig. 6A,
Appendix S1: Figs S10 and S11) with abundant
double mud drapes formed under tidal currents
(Shanmugam et al., 2000; Steel et al., 2012).
Channel bases with lags constitute the deepest
parts of the tidal channel in the subtidal zone
(Steel et al., 2012) and the lateral accretion sur-
faces define point-bars of the tidal channels (e.g.
Johnson & Dashtgard, 2014). Deposits of the
outer heterolithic tidal flats with ponds (FA2.8;
Appendix S1: Fig. S12) formed on intertidal flats
located among outer tidal bars of the estuary
mouth (e.g. Jackson et al., 2005). The outer estu-
ary tidal sandbar deposits (FA2.9; Fig. 6B,
Appendix S1: Fig. S13A to C), similar to those
interpreted by other authors (Dalrymple
et al., 1992; Allen & Posamentier, 1993; Jackson
et al., 2005; Dalrymple & Choi, 2007), show
flood tidal palaeocurrents (north-west) prevail-
ing over the ebb flood currents (south-east). The
interaction between these two tidal currents led
to widespread tidal bundles and mud drapes on
the tidal bedform (Dalrymple et al., 1992; Plink-
Bjorklund, 2005; Dalrymple & Choi, 2007). Ich-
nofossils Taenidium and Beaconites testify to
the emergence of the upper part of the tidal bars
in supratidal conditions (Melchor et al., 2012).
The flood-tidal delta deposits (FA2.10) record
progradation into the central bay mudstones
(Appendix S1: Fig. S13D); see analogues in
Plink-Bjorklund (2005), FitzGerald et al. (2012)
and Hayes & FitzGerald (2013), and coal clasts
attest to active ravinement during retrogradation
of the estuary mouth, eroding underlying back-
barrier marshes and tidal flats (FitzGerald
et al., 2012; Austin et al., 2018). The washover
fan sandy deposits (FA2.11) developed as sands
prograded into the back barrier central bay mud-
stones (Fig. 6C, Appendix S1: Fig. S14) of the

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of
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Fig. 5. Facies associations (FAs) distinguished in the inner part of the wave-tide (mixed)-dominated estuary of
Stage 2 of the Camarillas Formation in the Galve Sub-basin. (A) Interpreted drone imagery and vertical distribu-
tion of FAs of Stage 2 in section 5. See Table 2 for FA codes. (B) Vertically oriented tidal channel sandstones
eroding underlying intertidal-supratidal mud flat facies (FA2.3). Mud drape intervals are internally interbedded
with trough cross-bedded sets representing neap bundles in the tidal channel sandstones. (C) Interpreted drone
imagery of the stratigraphic architecture of inner tidal bars (FA2.1). (D) Tidal channels (FA2.5) showing erosive
concave up bases eroding heterolithic facies (FA2.4). (E) Tidal channel showing a sharp erosive surface, inclined
heterolithic stratification (IHS) and mud drapes.
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1830 A. R. Soria et al.

estuary (Donselaar, 1996; Zonneveld et al., 2001;
Sedgwich & Davis, 2003; Hudock, 2013; May
et al., 2020). The tidal inlet facies associations
(FA2.12) developed at the mouth of the estuary
(Jackson et al., 2005; Plink-Bjorklund, 2005).
Altogether, the deposits record a succession of
sandy architectural elements (AE) (Table 2,
Fig. 6D to F, Appendix S1: Figs S15 and S16)
from base to top: AE1, formed by microconglo-
merates with erosional base in the base of the
tidal inlet; AE2, the thickest sandy interval
representing lateral accretion due to the inlet
migration, where ebb palaeocurrents dominated
while reactivation surfaces formed due to south-
ward tidal flood currents; AE3, horizontal strata
with cross-bedded sets of the inlet platform
split; and AE4, thinning-upward tabular sets of
cross-bedding representing sedimentation in the
spit of the barrier. This facies association corre-
lates well with tidal inlets described in recent
analogues at Fire Island in the USA (Kumar &
Sanders, 1974; Donselaar, 1996). Ebb and flood
tidal currents moved sediment in 2D and 3D
megawaves forming tidal bundles, and slack-
water periods led to the formation of mud
drapes (Nio & Yang, 1989). The coeval open
marine environment is characterized by trough
cross-bedded shoreface sandstones (FA2.13;
Appendix S1: Figs S16B and S17) developed by
the action of waves in the open marine platform
attached to the mouth of the estuary (Sha, 1990;
Jackson et al., 2005); the shoreface facies con-
tains ‘intrashoreface shales’ formed in the upper
shoreface (Haug Eide et al., 2014). Despite good
evidence of tidal currents, the stronger evidence
of wave influence (inlets, barriers, bayhead

deltas, central mud basin) warrants interpreta-
tion of Stage 2 as representing a wave-
dominated, tide-influenced estuary succession.

Stage 3

Stage 3 is characterized by a barrier island-back
barrier lagoon system in which eight facies asso-
ciations (FA3.1 to FA3.8) have been identified,
seven formed in a barrier island-back barrier
lagoon system and one on a coeval open marine
platform (Table 3).

The facies associations of the back-barrier lagoon
(Fig. 7) include deposits of tidal mud flats with
tidal creeks and marshes (FA3.1; Figs 7, 8A and
8D, Appendix S1: Fig. S18). Tidal creeks mean-
dered in the muddy tidal flat under the influence
of ebb and flood tidal currents (Willis et al., 1999;
Plink-Bjorklund, 2005; Carmona et al., 2009).

The carbonate lagoon deposits (FA3.2) show a
low diversity of both body and trace fossils (Figs 7
and 8A, Appendix S1: Figs S18, S19 and S20B),
indicating stressed, restricted conditions in the
lagoon (Médngano & Buatois, 2004; Reizopoulou &
Nicolaidou, 2004; Schwarz et al., 2011). Milliolids
suggest low energy and restricted conditions asso-
ciated with low concentration of oxygen and eury-
haline environments (Schulze et al., 2005; Tasli
et al., 2006; Rodriguez-Lépez, 2008). Interbedded
peloidal wackestone limestones indicate sedimen-
tation in a low energy subtidal setting (Palma
et al., 2005), whereas bioclastic grainstones sug-
gest sedimentation associated with high-energy
conditions that could be driven by subtidal bottom
currents in the sectors close to tidal inlets. Iron-
(Fe-) rich hardgrounds are located in the northern

Fig. 6. Facies associations (FAs) distinguished in the central (bay) and outer part of the wave-tide (mixed)-
dominated estuary of Stage 2 of the Camarillas Formation in the Galve Sub-basin. (A) Drone imagery and line
drawing of an outer estuary tidal channel (FA2.7) encased in central bay mudstones (FA2.6), showing lateral
accretion surfaces and bounding erosive surfaces. Below, stratigraphic correlation of sedimentological sections
(see location in drone image) showing spatial variability of tidal currents with respect to the tidal channel archi-
tecture; shallower areas are dominated by NNW flood tidal currents, lower section shows bipolarity, and the thal-
weg of the tidal channel shows dominant ebb tidal palaeocurrents. Inclined heterolithic stratification (IHS) is
observed in the point bar deposits to the south. (B) Outer estuary tidal sandbar deposits (FA2.9) with large-scale
cross-bedding formed by superimposed cross-bedded sets of fine-grained sandstones and laterally continuous dark
interbeds. Beds dip vertically, stratigraphic top to the right. Close-up view shows tidal rhythmites (DMD: double
mud drapes). (C) Pinch out of washover fan sandstones (FA2.11) wedges into central way clays (FA2.6). (D) Inter-
preted drone imagery of a tidal inlet (FA2.12) showing lateral accretion surfaces left by the lateral migration of the
inlet, and internal stratification. Palaeocurrents are oblique to the direction of lateral migration of the point bar as
the ebb and flood tidal currents in the tidal inlet transport sediments. (E) Drone imagery of other tidal inlet
deposit showing the internal architectural elements. (F) Tidal inlet architecture and vertical succession of suben-
vironments (after Kumar & Sanders, 1974). MHW, mean high water; MLW, mean low water; masl, metres above
sea level.
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and proximal sector of the lagoon (Moran, 1989;
LaGesse & Read, 2006) and the widespread occur-
rence of glauconite grains, serpulids and accumu-
lation of phosphates (fish teeth) reveal condensed
intervals associated with periodic low sedimenta-
tion rates in the lagoon (Tucker & Wright, 1990;
Chafetz & Reid, 2000; Gil et al., 2006). The bioclas-
tic limestones composed of broken bioclasts with
erosive bases and aligned fossils are interpreted as
tempestites (Aigner, 1985; Lee & Kim, 1992; Lee
etal., 2001).

The sandy washover fan deposits (FA3.3;
Appendix S1), similar to others that have been
described (Schwartz, 1975, 1982; Aigner, 1985;
Lee & Kim, 1992; Zonneveld et al., 2001; Sedg-
wich & Davis, 2003), contain Arenicolites sug-
gesting  endolithic  organism colonization
(Sedgwich & Davis, 2003).

The flood-tidal delta facies association (FA3.4;
Fig. 7A, Appendix S1: Figs S18 and S20) is very
similar to that described by Donselaar (1996).
Architectural elements 1, 2 and 3 (AE1, AE2
and AE3 in Table 3) represent prodelta, ramp
and channel facies, respectively, of the flood
tidal delta. The complete succession is observed
in the proximal sections close to the tidal inlets
(to the west), while the distal sections show
how the other architectural elements (flood
ramp and channel of the flood tidal delta) inter-
acted with the back-barrier FA. The prodelta
facies shows swaley cross-bedding and tractive
unidirectional bedforms associated with flood
tidal currents (Cheel & Leckie, 1990). The flood
ramp facies is formed by superimposed 2D and
3D megaripples with double mud drapes, tidal
bundles showing evidence of flood and ebb tidal
currents (Richards, 1994; Corcoran et al., 1998;
Holz, 2003). The occurrence of coal clasts in the
bases of the flood tidal deltas is evidence of
flooding and erosion of back-barrier marshes by
the flood tidal delta channels (Van Wagoner
et al., 1990).

The barrier island and tidal inlet facies associ-
ation (FA3.5) and its complex internal architec-
tural elements (Figs 7B, 7C and 8, Appendix S1:
Figs S18B, S21, S22, S23 and S24) represents
sedimentation due to lateral migration of tidal
inlets of clastic barrier islands (Kumar &
Sanders, 1974; Donselaar, 1996). The vertical
succession of the three architectural elements
(AE) correlates with those described by Vilas
et al. (2002) in active tidal inlets. AE1 with an
erosive base and basal lag is a tidal inlet channel
deposit covered by cross-bedded sandstones
moved by ebb tidal currents (Vilas et al., 2002).

Large-scale lateral accretion surfaces formed as
the tidal inlet migrated laterally due to the drift
current parallel to the barrier island system
(Donselaar, 1996). The migration of these tidal
inlets is episodic and also depends on the sand
storage capacity of the system (Tillmann & Wun-
derlich, 2013) and nearby continental platforms
(Dias & Kjerfve, 2008). The flood tidal current
palaeoflow is towards the south-east, and the
east-west bipolarity measured in small-scale
current structures indicates the activity of both
ebb and flood tidal currents. AE2 overlies AE1
and represents the barrier-island platform of the
spit that forms in the upper part of the barrier as
the tidal inlet migrates laterally (Donse-
laar, 1996). This architectural element is rarely
preserved because the dynamics of the tidal
inlet lead to reworking and erosion of the spit.
The occurrence of mud drapes and bipolarity of
palaeocurrents is indicative of flood and ebb
tidal currents in the tidal channels (Nio &
Yang, 1989; Donselaar, 1996). The upper archi-
tectural element (AE3) records the spit to fore-
shore sedimentation of the barrier island
showing Skolithos and well-sorted cross-bedded
sandstones (Kumar & Sanders, 1974; Donse-
laar, 1996; Zonneveld et al.,, 2001; Jackson
et al., 2005).

The open marine platform assemblage
includes the facies associations of ebb-tidal delta
(FA3.6), shoreface (FA3.7) and tidal sand bars
(FA3.8). The stratigraphic architecture and facies
associations of the ebb-tidal delta (FA3.6)
(Fig. 8D, Appendix S1: Figs S25 and S26) are
similar to both modern (Morales et al., 2001)
and ancient analogues (Cheel & Leckie, 1990).
The good sorting of most of the sandy facies is
attributed to wave activity (Sha, 1990) and the
fine-grained fining-upward strata represent the
distal facies of the ebb-tidal delta (Imperato
et al., 1988). The sandy beds bounded by accre-
tion surfaces to the south-east that contain
cross-bedding are interpreted as subtidal swash
bars of the ebb-tidal delta (Morales et al., 2001).
The sandy facies with planar cross-bedding and
palaeoflow to the north-east represents tidal bars
developed in the shoreface close to the flood
channel (Imperato et al., 1988). The occurrence
of hummocky cross-stratification (HCS) and swa-
ley cross-stratification (SCS) are interpreted as
storm-related deposits in the lower shoreface of
the ebb-tidal delta (Cheel & Leckie, 1990; Ito
et al., 2001; Peropadre et al., 2007). Tidal sand
bars merge laterally to flood tidal channels with
superimposed cross-bedding sets laterally to the
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Fig. 7. Back-barrier lagoon facies associations (FAs) distinguished in the barrier island-lagoon system of Stage-3
of the Camarillas Formation in the Galve Sub-basin. (A) Drone imagery and line drawing with the stratigraphic
architecture of the flood tidal delta (FA3.4) eroding underlying carbonate lagoonal facies (FA3.2) and tidal mudflat
deposits (FA3.1) (see location in B). Flood tidal delta shows a sharp erosional base, and internally shows the ver-
tical stacking pattern of architectural elements (AE), including the prodelta (AE-1) and flood ramp (AE-2) in the
lower part, which are covered and eroded by the overlying flood tidal delta channel (AE-3). See detailed facies
analysis in Fig. S20. (B) and (C) Drone images of tidal inlet sandstones deposits (FA3.5) and line drawings of strat-
igraphic architecture and FA distribution. Note that tidal inlet geobodies show: (i) sharp, erosive and generally flat
(slightly irregular, locally) bases; (ii) general tabular geometry; (iii) a preserved positive apex in the stratification
top leading to onlapping of overlying back-barrier lagoonal and tidal flat FA; and (iv) laterally continuous
(>100 m) inclined lateral accretion surfaces due to tidal inlet migration.

main ebb-tidal delta. The occurrence of mud
drapes and sigmoidal reactivation surfaces
attests to tidal modulation in the channels and
bars of the ebb-tidal delta (Richards, 1994; Cor-
coran et al., 1998). The occurrence of low-angle

cross-stratification and parallel lamination at the
top of the facies association suggests reworking
by waves in the intertidal levée of the margin of
the ebb-tidal channel (Morales et al., 2001) and/
or in the platform of the spit of the associated
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Fig. 8. Barrier island-tidal inlet and open marine facies associations (FAs) distinguished in the barrier island-
lagoon system of Stage-3 of the Camarillas Formation in the Galve Sub-basin. (A) Drone imagery and line drawing
of the stratigraphic architecture of a tidal inlet FA (FA3.5). Lateral accretion surfaces continue laterally for more
than 80 m. The top of the tidal inlet deposit shows, again, a positive tip associated with the lateral migration of
the tidal channel on which back-barrier tidal mudflats (FA3.1) and carbonate lagoon (FA3.2) deposits onlap. (B)
Field photograph and (C) Close-up view of very large lateral accretion surfaces due to the tidal inlet migration
(vellow ellipse encircles geologist for scale). (D) Drone imagery and line drawing of the stratigraphic architecture
of ebb-tidal delta deposits (FA3.6) and related FAs showing two parasequences of ebb-tidal deltas sharply covered
by eroding tidal inlet facies. Ebb-tidal deltas are prograding to the Tethys (south-east). Sedimentological sections

(i) and (ii) can be seen in the Fig. S26.

tidal inlet (Cheel & Leckie, 1990). Figure 8D
shows a clear stratigraphic and genetic relation-
ship between the ebb-tidal delta and the tidal
inlet: the tidal inlet succession is covering and
eroding the underlying ebb-tidal delta FA indi-
cating that the lateral migration of the inlet led
to the closure and cut off of the ebb-tidal delta
disconnecting it from the back-barrier lagoon.
This process is recorded twice in the figured
outcrop.

The shoreface deposits (FA3.7) include upper
shoreface sandstones (AE1) characterized by
SCS, and the coarsening-upward trend in these
sandstones (Appendix S1: Fig. S27) is associated
with the increasing energy of the systems associ-
ated with waves (Kirschbaum & Hettinger, 2004;
Clifton, 2006). The widespread occurrence of
trough and planar cross-stratification indicates
that alongshore-drift currents and waves trans-
ported sediments forming 2D and 3D megarip-
ples between the fair-weather wave base
(FWWB) and the lower wave base (LWB)
(Coe, 2003). The occurrence of HCS is inter-
preted as related to storm currents above the
SWB in the offshore transition zone (Duke
et al., 1991; Ito et al., 2001). Intra-shoreface
shales are commonly reported in similar shore-
face successions in areas dominated by wave
currents (Haug Eide et al., 2014). The scarcity of
bioturbation suggests a rapid migration rate of
shoreface bedforms under high-energy condi-
tions that prevented colonization of the upper
shoreface (Plink-Bjorklund, 2005; Veiga
et al., 2005). AE2 is interpreted to represent the
lower shoreface where HCS and wave ripples
formed together with swaley cross-bedding, just
above the FWWB.

The tidal bar deposits (FA3.8) show clear fron-
tal accretion surfaces and a coarsening-upward
trend (Appendix S1: Fig. S28), as the upper
parts of the tidal bars are associated with
higher-energy currents compared to the sur-
rounding troughs (Dalrymple et al., 2012; Olariu

et al., 2012). The erosive base is related to the
migration of the tidal bar and the convex tops
resulted from the migration of superimposed
bedforms (Yang & Nio, 1989; Dalrymple &
Rhodes, 1995; Longhitano, 2011; Olariu
et al., 2012). Both the frontal progradation direc-
tion towards the north-west and the palaeocur-
rent towards the south-west from superimposed
forms indicate migration in the same direction
as the parent tidal bedform (Dalrymple &
Choi, 2007; Olariu et al., 2012). The occurrence
of HCS with bioclastic (oysters) sandstones is
evidence of storm-related currents that affected
the lower troughs of these tidal bars
(Torok, 1998). Bases of the barrier island sand-
stones constitute wave ravinement surfaces
(wRs) (e.g. Cattaneo & Steel, 2003).

DISCUSSION

Depositional model and temporal evolution

Stage 1. Tide-dominated estuary

Stage 1 represents sedimentation in a tide-
dominated estuary (13-249 m thick), with a
depocentre located in the Camarillas Graben
(Fig. 9). Stage 1 is spatially restricted to the Jor-
cas area showing a limited extent over the
underlying El Castellar Formation. It is com-
posed of 71% mudstone, 28% sandstone, and
2% carbonate and marlstone. The sandstone
accumulation occurs in the hanging wall of the
Miravete Fault (22-90% of total sandstone thick-
ness) and in the Galve area, where the sand-
stone percentage reaches 42% of the total
section. By contrast, the Camarillas and Jorcas
areas show lower percentages of sandstone (9%
and 15%, respectively). Stage 1 is comprised of
two well-differentiated but coeval depositional
systems, a fluvial system that transitions later-
ally and vertically to a tide-dominated system
(Fig. 9B).
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STAGE 1- Tide-Dominated Estuary (Camarillas Fm., Galve sub-basin)
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Fig. 9. Facies associations (FAs), stratigraphic architecture and palaeogeography of tide-dominated estuary of
Stage 1. (A) Spatial distribution and common associations of FAs. See Table 1 for FA descriptions and interpreta-
tions and Fig. 3 for legend of sedimentological logs. (B) Stratigraphic-sedimentological architecture of FA showing
the boundaries between parasequences (white discontinuous lines and white numbers) and the changes in thick-
ness. See Fig. 2B for location of correlation panels and text for discussion. (C) Basin-scale genetic model showing
the spatial distribution of the Barremian tide-dominated estuary. Tethys Sea is towards the south-east and the Ibe-
rian Massif to the north-west. Main synsedimentary extensional faults are indicated. Letters refer to geographical
references (villages): Ali, Aliaga; Jo, Jorcas; Ga, Galve; Mi, Miravete; Vi, Villarroya de los Pinares.

At the base of the northern and central sectors of
the sub-basin, the fluvial system includes three
subenvironments (Fig. 9A to C): fluvial channel
(FA1.1), tide-influenced tidal channels (FA1.2)
and floodplain (FA1.3). In the early part of Stage 1,
a fluvial system was active with dominant palaeo-
currents towards the south-east (Fig. 9B). Merging
laterally and covering these fluvial channels, tide-
influenced channels are observed with the first
evidence of tidal mud drapes, tidal bundles and
north-west and east bipolarity. These tide-
influenced channels are located in the northern
sections and the El Batan Fault sector (Fig. 9B).

The tidal system of Stage 1 is formed by seven
stacked progradational parasequences (1 to 7 in
Fig. 9B) that define a general aggradational-retro-
gradational pattern. This tidal system contains
five FAs including muddy intertidal flats with
crevasse splays (FA1.5), intertidal and subtidal
flats (FA1.6), carbonate ponds (FA1.7), tidal chan-
nels (tidal creeks, FA1.8) and subtidal sandbars
(FA1.9) (Fig. 9A). The spatial distribution of sub-
environments is characterized by retrograding flu-
vial channels in section 5 merging laterally to the
tidal system. Muddy intertidal flats (FA1.5) occu-
pied a widespread area (sections 6-16) and
among subtidal sandbars in section 9. Intertidal
flats are interbedded with carbonate ponds
(FA1.7) and subtidal to intertidal mixed tidal flats
(FA1.6) and with muddy supratidal flats with
marshes (FA1.4). These tidal flats are interbedded
with tidal channels (FA1.8) in the areas near the
Miravete Fault, where these tidal creeks locally
erode underlying subtidal sandbars (FA1.9)
(Fig. 9B). Tidal channels show palaeocurrents
towards north-east and WSW. The subtidal sand-
bars of FA1.9 in section 9 (Miravete area) repre-
sent the outermost area of tidal sedimentation
(open marine). Tidal sandbars retrograde in the
two upper parasequences reaching the northern
profiles of the sub-basin (section 5, Fig. 9B) show-
ing main palaeocurrents towards north-east and
south-east, which represented flood and ebb tidal
currents, respectively (Fig. 9C).

Stage 2. Mixed-energy, wave-dominated, tide-

influenced estuary

Stage 2 represents sedimentation in a wave-
dominated and tide-influenced estuary (Figs 10,
11 and 12). This stage is recognized across the
entire Galve Sub-basin, and its development
indicates an expansion of the depositional area.
There are, however, significant variations of pre-
served total thickness. Similar to the previous
stage, Stage 2 has maximum thicknesses in the
Camarillas Graben (418 m thick) and thins
towards the north (133 m thick) (Fig. 11).
Deposits formed during this stage are made up
of 79% mudstone, 20% sandstone, and 1%
limestone and marlstone. Depocentres of sandy
lithofacies are located in the northern and
southern sectors of the basin (23-33%), whereas
the central part of the basin contains lower per-
centage of sandstones (8-19%).

During Stage 2, a sandy bayhead delta, a muddy
central section, and an outer sandy part accumu-
lated (Figs 10 and 12). The proximal estuary area
is located in the northern parts of the sub-basin
(Figs 11 and 12) and shows five genetically
related facies associations: inner tidal bars
(FA2.1); bayhead delta (FA2.2); supratidal and
intertidal mudflat with crevasse splays and ponds
(FA2.3); inner heterolithic intertidal flat (FA2.4);
and inner estuary tidal channels (FA2.5).
Deposits in the central part of the sub-basin are
central bay mudstones (FA2.6). Deposits in outer
zone areas of the estuary, located towards the
south, contain seven facies associations, includ-
ing deposits of outer estuary tidal channels
(FA2.7), outer heterolithic tidal flats with ponds
(FA2.8), outer estuary tidal sandbars (FAZ2.9),
flood-tidal delta in the mouth of the estuary
(FA2.10), washover fans (FA2.11), tidal inlets
(FA2.12) and the open marine shoreface
(FA2.13).

Stage 2 is organized into 12 parasequences (1 to
12 in Fig. 11). This stage initially shows a regres-
sive pattern (parasequences 1 to 3) towards the
south of the Galve Sub-basin leading to the south-
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eastward progradation of the inner tidal bars of
the estuary over intertidal flats surrounding the
estuary margins in the central sector (section 7;
Figs 11 and 12). At the north, sections 3 and 14
record several bayhead deltas, with south-east and
east palaeocurrents, interbedded with supratidal
and intertidal flats. The southernmost section 16
shows central bay mudstones interbedded with
outer estuary tidal channels with palaeocurrents
to the north-west and south-east indicating strong
flood and ebb tidal currents.

This basal prograding interval of the estuary is
overlain regionally by a complex retrograding
estuarine interval (parasequence 4), by which
the bayhead deltas are covered by retrograding
intertidal flats interbedded with tidal channels
and heterolithic tidal flat deposits. Abundant
coal fragments and carbonaceous plant frag-
ments are evidence of tidal salt marshes in the
estuary. Palaeocurrents in the tidal creeks are
variable, but they show a dominant SSW and
north-west direction. The central bay of the
estuary shows thick muddy facies interbedded
with outer tidal channel and outer hetherolitic
tidal flat deposits (section 15) with dominant
flood tidal currents towards the north and show-
ing marine bioturbation (Figs 11 and 12). In the
outer area of the estuary for this same interval,
central bay mudstones are interbedded with
tidal inlet sandstones and washover fans that
pinch out to the north, indicating that the bar-
rier island of the mouth of the estuary was
located to the south.

Next, the estuary system shifted towards the
south concurrent with a significant period of ver-
tical aggradation (parasequences 5 to 10), for
which every parasequence is regressive. The
long-term evolution of the system led to deposi-
tion of central bay mudstones interbedded with
flood tidal deltas (section 16) and prograding
towards the north, and outer estuary tidal bars
that show bidirectionality (south-east and north-
west) and reach central sections (section 6) in the
estuary. The uppermost two parasequences (11
and 12; Fig. 11) define a marked retrogradational
pattern. The outer sector of the mixed estuary
was characterized by complex transitions
between coeval FAs, including intertidal and
subtidal flats, carbonate ponds and washover fans
(retrograding to the north-east and east). Similar
coexistence of estuarine systems and barrier-
islands as those of the Camarillas Formation have
also been described previously from depositional
systems in the Upper Cretaceous Sego Sandstone
Member, in Colorado USA (Painter et al., 2013),

and similar outer estuarine sandbars have been
also described by Steel et al. (2012) in the tide-
dominated estuarine system of the Campanian
Chimney Rock Sandstone (Plink-Bjorklund, 2008)
and by Allen & Johnson (2010, 2011) and John-
son et al. (2017) in the Late Cretaceous John
Henry Member in Utah.

Stage 3. Barrier island systems

Two sub-stages (3a and 3b) are recognized
(Fig. 13). Sub-stage 3a deposits are 62% sand-
stone, 30% mudstone and 9% carbonate and
marlstone. Sub-stage 3a deposits vary in thick-
ness from 19 to 149 m, with a depocentre in the
Camarillas Graben (Fig. 14). Thickness varia-
tions are due to the synsedimentary activity of
the extensional faults associated with the basin,
especially the Remenderuelas, El Batan, Cama-
rillas and Jorcas faults (Navarrete et al., 2013a;
Navarrete, 2015). The Miravete Fault was char-
acterized by less activity relative to stages 1 and
2.

Sub-stage 3a deposits are interpreted to be
from a mixed-siliciclastic-carbonate barrier
island-back barrier lagoon system (Navarrete
et al., 2013b) comprised of eight facies associa-
tions, organized within six parasequences
(Fig. 13). Facies associations include those asso-
ciated with the back-barrier lagoon (tidal mud-
flats with tidal creeks and marshes, FA3.1;
carbonate back-barrier lagoon, FA3.2), the inter-
action among the back-barrier lagoon and the
barrier island system (washover fans, FA3.3;
flood-tidal delta, FA3.4), those properly related
to the barrier island dynamics (tidal inlet/barrier
island, FA3.5) or resulting from the interaction
of the barrier island and the open marine system
(ebb-tidal deltas, FA3.6), and coeval open
marine environments (shoreface, FA3.7; and
tidal bars, FA3.8) (Figs 14 and 15). A similar
spatial distribution of coeval depositional sys-
tems is observed from the Holocene to Recent
Rgmg barrier island in the Danish Wadden Sea
(Johannessen et al., 2008) and the occurrence of
barrier islands retrograding over back-barrier
marshes has been reported from Chesapeake Bay
deposits (Cooper, 2013; Cooper et al., 2018).

Although sub-stage 3a deposits record higher-
order cycles of progradation and retrogradation
(parasequences 1 to 7 in Fig. 14), the system
shows a general retrograding pattern to the north
and east of the sub-basin. In this way, the barrier
island system of stage 3a retrogrades over the
underlying mixed-estuary system, so that the first
shoreface associated with the barrier island is
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Fig. 10. Facies associations (FAs) of the mixed-energy estuary of Stage 2. (A) Spatial distribution and common
associations of FAs. See Table 2 for descriptions and interpretations of FA. (B) Associations of FA in the inner
estuary. (C) Associations of FA in the central bay and outer estuary. See legend of sedimentological logs in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 11. Stratigraphic-sedimentological architecture correlation of facies associations (FA) of mixed-energy estu-
ary of Stage 2. See Table 2 for descriptions and interpretations of FA, and Fig. 2B for location of correlation
panels. Parasequence boundaries are marked by discontinuous black lines and numbers. Central and outer sector
of the estuary to the south, and inner zone to the north.
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Fig. 12. Basin-scale genetic model showing the spatial distribution of the Barremian mixed-energy estuary of
Stage 2. Tethys Sea is towards the south-east and the Iberian Massif to the north-west. Letters refer to geographical
references (villages): Ali, Aliaga; Jo, Jorcas; Ga, Galve; Mi, Miravete; Vi, Villarroya de los Pinares. Main synsedi-
mentary extensional faults are indicated. The spatial distribution of facies associations (FAs) and zones of the
estuary are indicated. See Table 2 for descriptions and interpretations of FAs.

recorded for the first time in section 5 (parase-
quence 3). After this initial retrogradation, the
barrier island depositional system and associated
subenvironments prograded towards the south
and west of the basin (sections 12 and 13) creat-
ing an extensive back-barrier lagoon to the north
and east of the sub-basin (parasequences 4 and 6).
This lagoon was characterized by an extensive
back-barrier muddy tidal flat (FA3.1) with inter-
bedded coal seams due to the presence of back-
barrier marshes and tidal creeks. Lagoonal car-
bonates appear in four successive intervals and
are characterized by a low diversity of biota,
including bivalves, charophytes, ostracods and
gastropods. The first carbonate interval is the
most extensive (parasequence 4), being recorded
in the whole basin from sections 3 to 12 (in the
north and south), and from section 11 to 14 (east
and west) where it is eroded by flood-tidal delta
deposits (FA3.4) (Fig. 14); the successive three
back-barrier lagoonal intervals show more
restricted areas (sections 13 and 15 to the north
and east, respectively). Lagoonal marlstones
appear between tidal flats and carbonate lagoons

in areas towards the north, with a major input of
siliciclastic sediments. These back-barrier car-
bonates contain tempestite intervals and wash-
over fan deposits (FA3.3) that pinch out into the
back-barrier system to the north, north-east and
south-east, corroborating the existence of a silici-
clastic barrier island to the south and west of the
basin (Figs 14 and 15). The upper back-barrier
system (parasequence 6) contains a thin, basin-
wide tsunamite (Navarrete et al., 2014).

The sandy barrier island generated by the lat-
eral migration of tidal inlets formed the outer
zone of the barrier system (Figs 13 and 14). It
passes laterally to the back-barrier lagoon to the
north and to open marine waters of the Tethys
to the south (Fig. 15). Flood tidal currents
moved siliciclastic sediments of the barrier
island into the back-barrier lagoon with a disper-
sion of palaeocurrents from north-west to south-
east, suggesting again the location of the barrier
islands to the west and south of the basin. The
recurrent retrogradations of the barrier islands
and associated flood-tidal and ebb-tidal deltas
(for example, parasequences 3 and 6; Fig. 14)
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STAGE 3- Barrier Island-Lagoon System (Camarillas Fm., Galve sub-basin)

( Facies Associations model )
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Fig. 13. Spatial distribution of facies associations (FAs) showing the common associations of FA of the barrier
island-tidal inlet system of Stage 3, separating sub-stages 3a and 3b. See Table 3 for descriptions and interpreta-

tions of FAs.

led to the development of tidal ravinement sur-
faces that eroded wunderlying back-barrier
deposits. Tidal inlets migrated to the south-east
and north-east. The net aggrading stacking pat-
tern of sub-stage 3a causes the barrier island
successions to be sharply covered by aggrading
back-barrier depositional systems, contrary to
the frequent ravinement of barrier islands by
shoreface deposits in stacked parasequences in
these depositional systems (e.g. Allen & John-
son, 2011; Mulhern et al., 2019).

Sub-stage 3b deposits are thinner than 3a
deposits (4-26 m) and represent a regional trans-
gression leading to an increase in carbonate depo-
sition within the basin (reaching 68% versus 20%
sandstone and 12% mudstones; Figs 13, 14 and

15). The thickness of this interval is remarkably
consistent compared with earlier stage deposits
(Fig. 14), suggesting a decrease in extension
rates associated with synsedimentary faulting.
Although sub-stage 3b depositional environments
were similar to those of the barrier island system
that accumulated during sub-stage 3a, more
restricted back-barrier lagoon deposits suggest that
there were a smaller number of tidal inlets.
Sub-stage 3b begins with a barrier island sys-
tem, oriented north-south, following the strike
of the NNW-SSE Canada Vellida and WSW-
ENE Jorcas faults (Fig. 15). This barrier island
was located in sections 13, 15 and 16 in Galve—
Camarillas-Jorcas and lateral facies change to
back-barrier carbonates (FA3.2) to the north-east
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Fig. 14. Stratigraphic—sedimentological architecture of facies associations (FAs) of barrier island-lagoon system of
Stage 3 (sub-stages 3a and 3b). See Table 3 for descriptions and interpretations of FAs and Fig. 2B for correlation

panels location. Parasequence boundaries are marked by discontinuous black lines and numbers.

and to open marine tidal bars (FA3.8) to the
south (Figs 14 and 15). During this sub-stage,
tidal inlets migrated to the south-east/ESE with
a subsidiary component to the east/west. Open
marine tidal bars moved to the south-east with
bipolarity to the north. During this interval the
back-barrier lagoon (FA3.2) and its associated

washover fans (FA3.3), flood-tidal deltas (FA3.4)
and ebb-tidal deltas (FA.3.6) prograded. The sys-
tem experienced abrupt retrogradations whereby
open marine deposits (condensed carbonates in
parasequence 8; Fig. 14) abruptly covered both
flood tidal delta deposits and back-barrier
lagoonal  deposits, defining transgressive
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STAGE 3- Barrier Island-Lagoon System (Camarillas Fm., Galve sub-basin)
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Fig. 15. Basin-scale genetic model showing the spatial distribution of the Barremian barrier island-tidal inlet
Stage 3 (sub-stages 3a and 3b). Tethys Sea is towards the south-east and the Iberian Massif to the north-west. Let-
ters refer to geographical references (villages): Ali, Aliaga; Jo, Jorcas; Ga, Galve; Mi, Miravete; Vi, Villarroya de los
Pinares. Main synsedimentary extensional faults are indicated. The spatial distribution of facies associations

(FAs) and zones of the estuary are indicated. See Table 3 for descriptions and interpretations of FAs.

surfaces containing glauconite, serpulid and
phosphate accumulations (Amorosi, 1995;
Dreyer et al., 1999; Navarrete et al., 2013b). Fol-
lowing these brief retrograding events, back-
barrier lagoon progradation is restored along
with flood tidal deltas, which is evidence for the
restoration of active back-barrier systems after
regional transgressive events. Recurrent retrogra-
dations of tidal inlets/barrier island-derived

flood-tidal deltas led to reworking of back-
barrier marshes that formed extensive lags of
carbonaceous plant fragments at the base of
flood tidal deltas. The flood tidal delta located
in section 5 with palaeocurrents to the east and
north-east corroborates the location of a system
of barrier islands to the south. Sand wave
deposits can be correlated with these flood tidal
delta systems.
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Fig. 16. (A) Western Tethys palaeogeography showing the location of Iberia (modified after Blakey, 2014). (B)
Detailed Hauterivian-Barremian palaeogeography showing the location (red star) of the studied area (Galve Sub-
basin) (modified after Salas et al., 2001). BB, Betic Basins; CaB, Cameros Basin; CB, Cantabrian Basin; LB, Lusita-
nian Basin; MB, Maestrazgo Basin; SB, South Iberian Basin.

Overall evolution

The vertical evolution of the three siliciclastic
depositional stages described in the Lower—
Upper Barremian Camarillas Formation of the
Galve Sub-basin is retrogradational. This general
transgressive trend supports a significant
eustatic sea-level rise during the Early Barre-
mian, which has been interpreted to reach 160
to 170 m above present sea level (Haq, 2014).
During this period, Haq (2014) also inferred
short-order cycles of eustatic variations in sea
level that correlated with the development of
major sequence boundaries and sea-level events.
The three distinct stages in the present study
may be related to these sea-level events, but
additional analyses need to be done to provide
age constraints for the sediments in order to cor-
relate them.

A thick muddy coastal succession in a rift
basin

The Camarillas Formation includes an unusually
thick accumulation (300 to 1000 m) of paralic
deposits. Muddy deposits account for up to 70%
of the total thickness of estuarine stages 1 and 2,

decreasing to 30% during the barrier island Stage
3. The great thickness of the unit and its thickness
changes are attributed to high subsidence and sed-
imentation rate associated with extensional fault-
ing in a rift basin setting (Figs 9B, 11 and 14).
Navarrete et al. (2013a) and Navarrete (2015) relate
the structural controls on sedimentation to two
sets of normal faults trending NNW-SSE and
ENE-WSW (Fig. 2B). Based on cyclostratigraphy
analysis, Navarrete (2015) infers a time span of
0.7, 0.5 and 0.7 Ma for stages 1, 2 and 3, respec-
tively, and a mean sedimentation rate >200 m/Ma
for the entire unit (based on cyclostratigraphic
analysis and total compacted thickness; Navar-
rete, 2015). In the thickest section (profile 5; Figs 9,
11 and 14), sedimentation rates reached 184, 830
and 224 m/Ma for stages 1, 2 and 3, respectively.
This paralic system had three main sources of sed-
iments: (i) fine-grained fluvial sediments derived
from distant source areas to the west that accumu-
lated in the central bay and associated lateral tidal
marshes and mud flats; (ii) sand-dominated sedi-
ments derived from coastal drift currents reworked
by the combined action of waves and tides; and
(iii) windblown dust that may have been a primary
contributor to the fine-grained fraction of these
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coastal sedimentary environments (e.g. Brook-
field, 2004), considering the long-term arid climate
setting that governed Barremian sedimentation on
the Iberian plate (e.g. Rodriguez-Lépez et al., 2006;
Navarrete, 2015; Dinis et al., 2020).

The preferential accumulation of sandy facies
was governed by the synsedimentary activity of
normal faults that controlled the location of
sandy barrier islands in uplifted footwall fault
blocks characterized by high-energy sedimentary
environments (Navarrete et al., 2013b). This ulti-
mately formed a preferential trap for back barrier
fine-grained sediments, which accumulated
within central bays in areas of high subsidence
and low energy leading to thick synrift mud-
stone intervals. Similarly thick syntectonic bay-
estuary mudstones accumulated in the Sanriku-
oki forearc basin, north-east, Japan, where
muddy facies are up to 110 m thick (Takano &
Tsuji, 2017).

The long-term aggradational to retrograda-
tional trend of the Barremian paralic succession
in the Galve Sub-basin was punctuated by
regressive parasequences, the bases of thick
sandy barrier island parasequences constituting
wave ravinement surfaces (wRs), and the bases
of tidal flat parasequences and tidal inlets repre-
senting tidal ravinement surfaces (tRs) (sensu
Cattaneo & Steel, 2003). The vertical stacking
pattern of tidal and barrier-island parasequences
in Stages 2 and 3 (Figs 11 and 14) attests to
rapid and recurrent transgressive-regressive
cycles (Navarrete et al., 2013b). Although the
long-term aggrading nature and the exceptional
preserved thickness of the succession confirm
an active role of tectonic subsidence, the parase-
quence stacking patterns point to a superim-
posed high-order allogenic control on the
paralic succession. Cretaceous glacioeustasy can-
not be ruled out as an allogenic control (Pero-
padre et al, 2013), because recent work
demonstrates an active early Cretaceous cryo-
sphere during the supposed archetypal Creta-
ceous super greenhouse (Rodriguez-Lépez
et al., 2022).

Siliciclastic sediments and source area:
Barremian Iberia microplate, palaeoclimate
forcing and palaeoceanic response

A peculiar feature of the Galve Sub-basin is the
intercalation of siliciclastic units, the most
important being the Barremian Camarillas Forma-
tion, in the dominantly carbonate basin fill that
characterized the latest Jurassic—Early Cretaceous

synrift transitional to shallow marine sequence.
Palaeogeographical reconstructions for the Barre-
mian (Dercourt et al., 1986, 2000; Favre & Stamp-
fli, 1992; Stampli & Borel, 2002; Blakey, 2008,
2014) show emerged continental areas (Iberian
Massif) in the central and western sector of the
Iberian microplate (Fig. 16). During the Barre-
mian, Iberia was bounded by extensional mar-
gins: the Betic margin to the south-east, the
Central Atlantic to the north-west, and the Bay of
Biscay to the north-east. Several authors have
suggested that this palaeogeography could lead to
significant flexural uplift of the Iberian crust dur-
ing the Early Cretaceous (Rodriguez-Lépez
et al., 2010; Peropadre, 2012). This uplift could
have been particularly significant on the north-
western margin (Lusitanian Basin) due to exten-
sion rates (2 cm/yr) associated with the Central
Atlantic rift that triggered a first phase of counter-
clockwise rotation of the Iberian microplate (Oli-
vet et al, 1984; Ziegler, 1988; Favre &
Stampfli, 1992; Vissers & Meijer, 2012; Frasca
etal., 2020).

Lithospheric thinning coupled with thermal
uplift of the rifted (shoulder) margin in western
Iberia (e.g. Winterer et al., 1988) likely created a
major uplifted source area for both the peripheral
Cretaceous basins in Iberia (Lusitanian, Cantab-
rian and Betic basins) and intraplate basins
(Cameros, Maestrazgo and South Iberian) (e.g. Mas
et al., 1993; Vilas et al., 2002; Dinis et al., 2008;
Liesa et al., 2019). This uplifted Iberian Massif
hosted the headwaters to a drainage network feed-
ing depositional systems of the Tethys Sea. The
Palaeozoic plutonic and metamorphic rocks of the
massif (Fig. 1A), located 300 km west of the study
area, acted as the main sediment source for the
Barremian siliciclastic coastal depositional sys-
tems of the Camarillas Formation, as suggested by
provenance analysis (Caja, 2004; Caja et al., 2005)
and the distribution of palaeocurrents (Soria, 1997;
Navarrete, 2015).

The large volume of clastic sediments
recorded in the Camarillas Formation of the
Galve Sub-basin, and nearby sub-basins of the
Maestrazgo Basin (Liesa et al., 2019), suggests
increased denudation rates of the Iberian Massif,
as described by Winterer et al. (1988). These
high rates of erosion could have been facilitated
both by tectonic uplift of the terrane and by
favourable climatic conditions. Tectonically
induced uplift was probably an important factor
because, during the Barremian, most of the
basins in Iberia (Maestrazgo, South Iberian,
Cameros) recorded the phase of greatest

© 2023 The Authors. Sedimentology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of
International Association of Sedimentologists., Sedimentology, 70, 1812—1855

5UB011 SUOLLILIOD SA1IE10 3 o1 fdde 3Ly Aq pouia0b 8.2 SOILE YO 95N J0 S3INI 10y AReid]1 SUIIUO AB]1A UO (SUO1IPUOD-PLE-SLLLIBILLCO" A 1MW ARG fpuI U0y :SdIL) SUONIPUOD PUe SIS | 3L 39S *[£202/ZT/v0] U0 Aeiq1TauIluO /B11A ‘ezoBeeZ 9Q Pepsioniun Aq L60ET PeS/TTTT OT/I0p/w00™Aa| i ARRIq1PUIIUO// Sty Woa Papeo|umod ‘9 ‘€202 ‘T60ES9ET



Barremian barrier island-estuarine synrift depositional systems 1847

subsidence (>200 m/Ma) of the syn-extensional
stage of the Latest Jurassic-Early Cretaceous
(Salas & Casas, 1993; Salas et al., 2001; Liesa
et al., 2006, 2019; Omodeo Sale et al.,, 2014).
The authors interpret that extensional tectonism
controlled basin subsidence at different scales,
as well as differential uplift of basin margins
and sediment source areas, as suggested by
extensive rotation of blocks and differential ero-
sion associated with recognized faults in the
peripheral zones of such basins (Capote
et al., 2002; Liesa et al., 2019, and references
therein).

The high erosion rates of the Iberian Massif dur-
ing the Barremian would imply scarce vegetation
(e.g. Dalrymple et al., 1992; Zaitlin et al., 1994),
with a predominance of xerophyte species such as
Classopollis (Jarzen & Nichols, 1996). Classopollis
has been recorded in the coastal systems studied
here, with abundance in the range of 60 to 90% in
the upper levels of Stage 2 (Navarrete, 2015),
which clearly suggests arid palaeoclimate condi-
tions (Vakhrameev, 1991). Although the Barre-
mian climatic interpretation of Iberia at a
subtropical latitude (e.g. Scotese et al., 2021) is
still under discussion, this and other evidence
points to a dry and warm climate. A dry and warm
climate is suggested by fossil records
(Médus, 1970), mudstone compositions (Dinis
et al, 2020) and palaeosols (Bardossy, 1982;
Wright et al, 2000; Godet et al, 2008;
Follmi, 2012), and is supported by palaeoclimate
models (LAM; Haywood et al., 2004) that predict
relatively high surface temperatures and low pre-
cipitation rates for the Early Cretaceous.

The palaeogeographical location of the basin in
tropical latitudes under a prevailing arid climate
would have implied torrential rains concentrated
during the rainy years, causing the discharge of
large sediment volumes into the basin, irregularly
distributed across sequential years. The elevated
massif under a prevailing arid climate with strong
seasonality would have been affected by a moun-
tain climate regime receiving significant precipita-
tion, as occurs in the Atlas Ranges in Morocco
(Cecil, 1990).

The scarcity of carbonate deposits in the stud-
ied succession could be related to the calcifica-
tion global crisis that occurred during the Early
Cretaceous, as suggested by carbon isotope
anomalies in both pelagic environments and car-
bonate platforms of northern Tethys (e.g. Follmi
et al., 1994, 2006; Weissert & Erba, 2004). The
scarcity of carbonates in the Barremian Iberian
Basin could also be related to palaeoceanic

conditions after the Faraoni Event (Oceanic
Anoxic Event, OAE) in the late Hauterivian (ca
131 Ma), close to the Hauterivian-Barremian
boundary (ca 130.6 Ma) (e.g. Bodin et al., 2006;
Baudin & Riquier, 2014). The occurrence of
minor carbonate ponds in the inner estuaries
could be related to the upwelling of phreatic
waters in coastal areas. After the Faraoni event,
Tethys also experienced a significance influx of
nutrients (Bodin et al., 2006). During this
period, the palaeoceanic record of &'°C
remained stable based on the compensation pro-
duced by the increment of dissolved inorganic
carbon to the ocean basin (Godet et al., 2006).
At the early Barremian-late Barremian bound-
ary, there was an increase in positive values of
the §"°C related to the widespread carbonate fac-
tory, leading to thick Urgonian carbonate plat-
forms in France and Switzerland as well as in
Iberia, where the clastic estuarine and barrier
island systems of the Camarillas Formation are
covered by the Urgonian platforms (Godet
et al., 2006).

CONCLUSIONS

The global scarcity of well-preserved successions
of (i) barrier island systems and (ii) continental
and paralic Barremian records make the Cama-
rillas Formation a key target for Lower Cretaceous
palaeoclimate studies and for improving the
understanding of the sedimentology and strati-
graphic architecture of paralic depositional sys-
tems. The Barremian Camarillas Formation
records synrift sedimentation in a coastal setting
that produced a highly aggradational pattern of
repeated progradational-transgressive deposi-
tional systems leading to exceptional preserva-
tion of tidal environments.

Based on combined field and drone surveys,
this study identifies key stratigraphic markers
that allowed for correlation of depositional sys-
tems at the basin scale. Three main evolutionary
stages have been interpreted for the Camarillas
Formation. During the first stage, an estuary dom-
inated by tides was established in the Galve Sub-
basin, with a north-west/south-east general orien-
tation. Proximal fluvial channels were coeval
with tidal estuarine deposits leading to a stacking
of seven parasequences bounded by tidal ravine-
ment surfaces. A mixed-energy, wave-dominated,
tide influenced estuary system characterized
Stage 2, with a well-defined barrier island in its
mouth that interacted with a back barrier lagoon
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to form washover fan deltas penetrating the
lagoon, as well as flood-tidal deltas entering the
back-barrier system. Tidal inlets connected the
open waters of the Tethys with the restricted sec-
tors of the back-barrier lagoons. Ebb tidal currents
and reworking by waves formed ebb-tidal deltas
that retrograded over the underlying back-barrier
lagoonal facies. In Stage 3, a barrier island system
was coeval with a carbonate back-barrier lagoon.
The Camarillas Formation constitutes an excel-
lent field analogue for the study of compartmen-
talization processes in coastal and paralic
reservoirs of interest for subsurface reservoirs in
these depositional systems.

The depositional systems of the Camarillas For-
mation show a general transgressive trend that cor-
responds to global eustatic sea-level rise that
occurred during the Barremian. The large volume
of clastic sediments delivered to the basin is attrib-
uted to two main factors: (i) tectonic uplift of the
Iberian Massif associated with extensional tecto-
nism that affected Iberian plate margins; and (ii)
arid climatic conditions that favoured the erosion

of basement granitic rocks that composed the
highlands.
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