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1. INTRODUCTION

In marine environment, foraminifers are of great 
importance because of their assemblages and distribution, 
and they are used as geological standard tools for 
biostratigraphic studies (e.g. Hendy et al., 2004; Field et 
al., 2006). In the meantime, regardless of small benthic 
foraminifera, planktonic and larger benthic foraminifera 
are a valuable tool more preferred to other fossil 
groups due to their high frequency, wide geographical 
distribution, and rapid evolution, making them ideal 
for biostratigraphic studies at the global level. Among 
these organisms, planktonic foraminifera were the first 
group investigated as biostratigraphic targets (Bolli & 
Krasheninnikov, 1977).
Marine sediments of Qom Formation (Oligo-Miocene) 
were deposited at northeastern coast of the Tethyan 
Seaway (Reuter et al., 2009). Study on Qom Formation 
deposits in the Central Iran zone is essential and 
significant because of economic value of this Formation. 
Qom Formation is the main objective for oil and gas 
exploration projects in the Central Iran, and traditionally 
it has a great importance. 
Formation of Qom basin is attributed to subduction of 
Neotethys oceanic crust beneath the Central Iran, which 

formed a back-arc opening, deposition of the Qom 
Formation, and alkaline volcanic processes (Berberian, 
1983). Closure of this basin occurred probably because 
of eustatic falling of sea level (Rahimzadeh, 1994) and 
orogenic movement, or collision of the African-Arabian 
and Eurasia plates (Reuter et al., 2008). Although, 
stratigraphic relationship between Eocene and Oligo-
Miocene deposits of the Central Iran is not clearly known.

2. MATERIAL AND METHODS

To establish biozones of the Eocene and Oligocene 
deposits, sampling was done systematically at regular 
intervals as along with examination of facies changes. 
Ninety-six and 320 samples were collected from 
Sabzevaran and Sad sections (Fig.  1), respectively. 
Considering the variation of samples involving both hard 
rocky and loose marly ones, sample preparation was done 
using thin sections, and washed samples in 70, 120 and 230 
mesh sieves. The foraminifers were identified according 
to the literature (Boudaugher-Fadel, 2018; Ferràndez-
Cañadell & Bover-Arnal, 2017; Jones, 2014; Hamdan 
et al., 2011; Hohenegger, 2011; Özcan et al., 2010; 
Boukhary et al., 2008; Wade & Pearson, 2008; Pearson 
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et al., 2006; Sexton et al., 2006; Myftari et al., 2001). 
After microscopic studies and identification, a number 
of samples were selected to provide photomicrographs 
using the SEM device.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

3.1. Lithostratigraphy

Several outcrops of sediments in studied area can be seen 
attributed to the Eocene and Oligocene deposits. In this 

area, Sad section deposits consist of marl, sandstone, 
conglomerate, limestone, and shaly limestone. Thickness 
of this section is approximately 132 meters. The top of 
the section is marked by an erosional surface (Fig. 2). 
In addition, Sabzevaran section consists of alternation 
of conglomerate, sandstone, limestone, and shale. This 
section is extended about 354 meters. The lowermost part 
of the Sabzevaran section is distinguished by alternation 
of conglomerate and sandstone. Similar to Sad section, 
upper lithostratigraphic limit is recognized as an erosional 
surface (Fig. 3). 

Fig. 1:	 Location of studied area (a), marly sequence of lower part of Sabzevaran section (b) and Sad section (c), more occurrence of 
larger benthic foraminifera in upper part of Sabzevaran section (d) and Sad section (e).
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Fig. 2:	 Eocene-Oligocene section in the Sad field section. 
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Fig. 3:	 Eocene-Oligocene section in the Sabzevaran field section. Some of the Foraminifera are illustrated in Plates I-III.
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3.2. Biostratigraphy

In this study, planktonic foraminifera were identified 
in the Late Eocene marly deposits. Larger benthic 
foraminifera were also identified in the studied sections, 
especially in their upper part where they are significant. 
Large Benthic Foraminifera (LBF) are widely recognized 
during the Paleogene and the Neogene in shallow 
carbonate environments. Toward the top of the studied 
sections, a large benthic foraminiferal assemblage 
is distinguished, which is assigned to the lowermost 
Oligocene. No formal biozonation has been provided for 
the Qom Formation deposits so far (Oligocene-Miocene 
boundary). According to studied sections, faunal 
assemblages have many similarities with the deposits of 
Zagros region (Adams & Bourgeois, 1967; Wynd, 1965; 
Laursen et al., 2009) (see Fig. 4). There is a conspicuous 
similarity between the Qom Formation foraminifera 
and those of the Asmari Formation in Zagros region 
(Bozorgnia, 1966).

3.3. Biozonation of Studied Sections

3.3.1. Sad Section (Fig. 5)

Biozone 1: In the Sad section, two species assigning 
two genera of planktonic foraminifera were identified 
and their interval presence was determined (Caron & 
Homewood, 1983; Loeblich & Tappan, 1988; Berggren 
et al., 1995; Premoli-Silva et al., 2003; Pearson et al., 
2006). 
Subbotina gortanii (Borsetti, 1959) and Turborotalia aff.
altispiroides Bermudez, 1961 were identified from the 
base of Sad section toward the beginning of conglomerate 
horizon (0-45 meters, samples Hb1 to Hb34). Based on 
their occurrence (Berggren & Pearson, 2005), Middle to 
Late Eocene age is proposed for this part of Sad section.
Above this 45 meter at the base part in the Sad section 
dated as Eocene, the age was determined by larger 
benthic foraminifera. 

Biozone 2: Nummulites Assemblage Zone
The last occurrence of Nummulites is coeval with the 
end of Rupelian (Racey, 1994; BouDagher-Fadel, 
2018; Laursen et al., 2009). Rupelian stage in Qom 
formation is characterized by presence of Nummulites 
intermedius (d’Archiac) (Rahaghi, 1980) and also 
contains Nephrolepidina sp., and Eulepidina aff. dilatata 
(Michelotti). Based on occurrence of some species of 
Nummulites, such as Nummulites fichteli Michelotti and 
Nummulites vascus Joly & Leymerie in the sample No. 
Hb 58, a Rupelian age is proposed for this part of section 
[45  m - 73  m (28  meters), samples Hb35 to Hb58]. 
Lepidocyclinids are present in the upper part of Sad 
stratigraphic section in the biozone 3 (Rupelian) (Fig. 5).

Biozone 3: Nepherolepidina aff. tournoueri-Operculina 
complanata Assemblage Zone
Because of faunal similarity of the Asmari and the 
Qom Formations, we used the species recognized by 
Adams & Bourgeois (1967), Wynd (1965) and Laursen 
et al. (2009) to establish the biozones in the section 
studied here. Biostratigraphically, Nummulites and 
Lepidocyclinids are the most important index fossils for 
age dating of Rupelian and Chattian deposits in the Qom 
and Asmari Formations, respectively in the Central Iran 
and Zagros zones. The base of this biozone is marked 
by the last occurrence of Nummulites in sample No. Hb 
58. The upper part of the Sad section, with Eulepidina, 
Heterstegina, Nephrolepidina, and Operculina but 
without Nummulites is dated to the Late Oligocene-Early 
Miocene [73 m - 131 m (58 meters), samples Hb35 to 
Hb96]. 

3.3.2. Sabzevaran Section

In this section, planktonic foraminifera were identified 
and their interval presence was determined in the studied 
section. Based on stratigraphic distribution of identified 
taxa, 4 planktonic foraminiferal biozones were identified 
in the Eocene interval of this section. 

Biozone 1: Subbotina angiporoides Interval Range 
Zone
Definition: It is included between the first occurrence of 
Subbotina jacksonensi (Bandy) and the first occurrence of 
Subbotina angiporoides (Hornibrook), and corresponds 
to a Middle Eocene (late Lutetian) age.
This stratigraphic biozone equivalent to upper part of the 
planktonic foraminifera E9 and E10 biozones mentioned 
in Berggren & Pearson (2005). This biozone can also be 
correlated with the upper part of the P11 and the basal 
part of the P12 biozone in Berggren et al. (1995). This 
zone is represented by about 28 meters of conglomerate 
and sandstones in the basal part of the section. It contains 
Subbotina aff. corpulenta (Subbotina), Catapsydrax 
unicavus Bolli, Loeblich & Tappan, Subbotina aff. 
jacksonensis (Bandy), Globoturborotalita martini (Blow 
& Banner), Turborotalia possagnoensis (Toumarkine & 
Bolli).

Biozone 2: Subbotina angiporoides-Hantkenina ala
bamensis Interval Range Zone
Definition: It is included between the first occurrence 
of Subbotina angiporoides and the first occurrence of 
Hantkenina alabamensis Cushman. The studied interval 
is referred to a Middle Eocene (late Lutetian-Early 
Bartonian) age.
This stratigraphic zone is equivalent to the planktonic 
foraminifera E11 and basal part of E13 biozones 
mentioned in Berggren & Pearson (2005). This biozone 
can also be correlated with the upper part of P12 towards 
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lower part of P14 of the biozones in Berggren et al. 
(1995). This zone is about 50 meters in thickness. The 
faunal assemblages is composed of Subbotina corpulenta, 
Catapsydrax unicavus, Subbotina jacksonensis, Glo
boturborotalita martini, Turborotalia possagnoensis, 
Subbotina angiporoides, Catapsydrax sp., Hantkenina 
compressa Parr, Turborotalia cerroazulensis (Cole), 
Turborotalia altispiroides, Catapsydrax globiformis 
(Blow & Banner), Subbotina sp. 3.

Biozone 3: Hantkenina alabamensis-Catapsydrax 
globiformis Interval Range Zone
This zone is included between the first occurrence of 
Hantkenina alabamensis and the last occurrence of 
Catapsydrax globiformis. The age of this biozone is 
assigned to the Middle-Late Eocene (late Bartonian-
Priabonian).
This zone is equivalent to the planktonic foraminifera 
E13-E15 biozones in Berggren & Pearson (2005). 
Moreover, this zone correlates with the upper part of P14 
to P16 biozones in Berggren et al. (1995). This zone is 
55 meters in thickness. The faunal assemblages of this 
biozone comprise Subbotina corpulenta, Catapsydrax 
unicavus, Subbotina jacksonensis, Globoturborotalita 
martini, Subbotina angiporoides, Catapsydrax sp., 
Hantkenina compressa, Turborotalia cerroazulensis, 
Turborotalia altispiroides, Catapsydrax globiformis, 
Subbotina sp3., Turborotalia sp., Hantkenina 

alabamensis, Subbotina sp. 4, Turborotalia increbescens 
Bandy, Subbotina sp. 1., Subbotina sp. 2., Turborotalia 
ampliapertura Bolli. 

Biozone 4: Hantkenina compressa Interval Range 
Zone
This zone is included between the last occurrence of 
Catapsydrax globiformis and the last occurrence of 
Hantkenina compressa. According to stratigraphic range 
of the mentioned taxa, the age of this biozone is assigned 
to the Late Eocene (late Priabonian). 
The Hantkenina compressa interval range Zone 
corresponds to the planktonic foraminifera E16 biozone 
in Berggren & Pearson (2005). In addition, this biozone 
is stratigraphically comparable with the upper part of the 
P17 biozone in Berggren et al. (1995). Thickness of this 
zone is about 42 meters. Common planktic foraminifers 
of this biozone consist of Subbotina corpulenta, 
Catapsydrax unicavus, Subbotina jacksonensis, Glo
boturborotalita martini, Subbotina angiporoides, 
Catapsydrax sp.  1, Hantkenina compressa, Subbotina 
sp.  3., Turborotalia sp., Hantkenina alabamensis, 
Subbotina sp. 4, Turborotalia increbescens, Globigerina 
sp.  1, Subbotina sp.  1, Subbotina sp.  2, Turborotalia 
ampliapertura, Chiloguembelina sp.
Biozone 5: The Qom Formation visible in the Sabzevaran 
section contains various Nummulites, including 
Nummulites fichteli and Nummulites intermedius in the 

Fig. 4:	 Biozonations of Wynd (1965), Adams & Bourgeois (1967), Cahuzac & Poignant (1997), Laursen et al. (2009), and this study.
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conglomerate layers which have not been studied in detail 
yet. Towards the top of the section, Lepidocyclinids are 
abundant. As we know Mohammadi et al. (2013), the first 
appearance of Lepidocyclina spp. occurs in the Rupelian, 
i.e. before the last occurrence of Nummulites spp. It should 
be noted that, the co-occurrence of Nummulites spp. and 
of Lepidocyclina spp. is observed in the first 60 meters of 
the Qom Formation, but Nummulites spp. disappears in 
the rest of the section. Therefore, a Rupelian-Chatian age 
can be proposed for the deposits of the Qom Formation 
in the Sabzevaran section.

3.4. The Eocene-Oligocene Boundary

Massive changes in climatic conditions have been 
recognized at the Eocene-Oligocene boundary, with a 
transition from a Eocene warm climate to an Oligocene 
cold climate including glacial conditions (e.g. Bohaty et 
al., 2009), marked by gradual reduction of biodiversity 
(Retallack et al., 2004). The Early Oligocene cooling 
(Bohaty & Zachos, 2003; Bohaty et al., 2009; Edgar 
et al., 2010) triggered a slow transition in planktonic 
foraminiferal faunas, with a shift from the Morozovellids 

Fig. 5:	 Range chart of planktonic and large benthic foraminifers in the Sad section.
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Fig. 6:	 Range chart of planktonic and large benthic foraminifers in the Sabzevaran section.
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to the Subbotinids (Premoli Silva & Boersma, 1988). 
Subbotinid assemblages are dominant in the Sabzevaran 
and Sad stratigraphic sections. Disappearance of 
Hantkeninidae and reduction of Turborotalia cerro
azulensis has occurred during this time interval 
(Berggren & Pearson, 2005; Molina et al., 2006; Wade & 
Pearson, 2008). Disappearance of Hantkeninids was used 
in this study for the determination of Eocene-Oligocene 
boundary and is coincident with the E16-O1 biozones 
(Berggren & Pearson, 2005; Bolli, 1957; Gonzalvo & 
Molina, 1998). 

4. CONCLUSION

Vertical distribution of the Eocene planktic foraminifera 
identified in this study corresponds to other previous 
works (e.g., Berggren & Pearson, 2005). Planktonic 
foraminiferal biozones of both sections correspond to 
the Middle-Late Eocene biozonation, and large benthic 
foraminiferal biozones allow proposing Rupelian 
and Chattian ages. Moreover, collection of Eocene 
biostratigraphic data from the Sabzevaran and Sad 
stratigraphic sections allows recognizing similarities with 
the Asmari Formations in the Zagros area. Biozonation 
of both studied sections of Sad and Sabzevaran can be 
used as a biostratigraphic framework for other Eocene-
Oligocene studies in Central Iran, although tectonic 
effect have affected this zone.

REFERENCES

Adams T.D. & Bourgeois F. 1967. Asmari Biostratigraphy, 
Geological and Exploration. Div, JOOC, Tehran, Report 
No. 1074.

Berberian M. 1983. The southern Caspian: a compressional 
depression floored by a trapped, modified oceanic crust. 
Canadian Journal of Earth Science, 20: 163-183. 

Berberian M. & King G. 1981. Towards a paleogeography and 
tectonic evolution of Iran. Canadian Journal of Earth 
Sciences, 18: 10-265.

Berggren W.A. & Pearson P.N. 2005. A revised tropical and 
subtropical Paleogene planktonic foraminiferal zonation. 
Journal of Foraminiferal Research, 35: 279-298. 

Bohaty S.M. & Zachos J.C. 2003. Significant Southern Ocean 
warming in the late middle Eocene. Geology, 31: 
1017-1020.

Bohaty S.M., Zachos J.C., Florindo F. & Delaney M.L. 2009. 
Coupled greenhouse warming and deep-sea acidification in 
the middle Eocene. Paleoceanography, 24, PA2207.

Bolli H.M. 1957. Planktonic foraminifera from the Eocene 
Navet and San Fernando Formations of Trinidad, B.W.I.: 
U.S. National Museum Bulletin, 215: 155-198.

Bolli H.M. & Krasheninnikov V.A. 1977. Problems in Paleogene 
and Neogene correlations based on planktonic foraminifera. 
Micropaleontology, 23: 436-452.

BouDagher-Fadel M.K. 2018. Evolution and geological 
significance of larger benthic foraminifera. UCL Press, 
London.

Boukhary M., Kuss J. & Abdelraouf M. 2008. Chattian larger 
foraminifera from Risan Aneiza, northern Sinai, Egypt, 
and implications for Tethyan paleogeography. Stratigraphy, 
5: 179-192.

Bozorgnia F. 1966. Qom formation stratigraphy of the Central 
Basin of Iran and its intercontinental position. Bulletin of 
the Iran Petroleum Institute, 24: 69-76

Cahuzac B. & Poignant A. 1997. An attempt of biozonation of 
the Oligo Miocene in the European basins by means of 
larger neritic foraminifera. Bulletin de la Société géologique 
de France, 168: 155-170.

Caron M. & Homewood P. 1983. Evolution of the early planktic 
foraminifera. Marine Micropaleontology, 7: 453-462.

Edgar K.M., Wilson P.A., Sexton P.F., Gibbs S.J., Roberts A.P. 
& Norris R.D. 2010. New biostratigraphic, magne
tostratigraphic and isotopic insights into the Middle Eocene 
Climatic Optimum in low latitudes. Palaeogeography, 
Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology, 297: 670-682.

Ferràndez-Cañadell C. & Bover-Arnal T. 2017. Late Chattian 
larger foraminifera from the Prebetic domain (SE Spain): 
new data on Shallow Benthic Zone 23. Palaios, 32(1): 
83-109.

Field C.V., Schmidt G.A., Koch D. & Salyk C. 2006. Modeling 
production and climate-related impacts on 10Be 
concentration in ice cores. Journal of Geophysical 
Research., 111, D15107, doi: 10.1029/2005JD006410. 

Gonzalvo C. & Molina E. 1998. Planktonic foraminiferal 
biostratigraphy across the Lower-Middle Eocene transition 
in the Betic Cordillera (Spain). Neues Jahrbuch für 
Geologie und Paläontologie, Monatshefte, 11: 671-693.

Hamdan A., Boukhary M. & Fayez A. 2011. Nummulites 
jordanicus n. sp. (N. gizehensis group) from the Bartonian 
of Wadi Gharandal, Jordan. Revue de Paléobiologie, 30(1): 
251-259.

Hendy I.L. Pedersen T.F., Kennett J.P. & Tada R. 2004. 
Intermittent existence of a southern Californian upwelling 
cell during submillennial climate change of the last 60 kyr. 
Paleoceanography, 19.

Hohenegger J. 2011. Growth-invariant Meristic Characters 
Tools to Reveal Phylogenetic Relationships in Nummu
litidae (Foraminifera). Turkish Journal of Earth Sciences, 
20: 655-681.

Jones R.W. 2014. Foraminifera and their Applications. 
Cambridge University Press, London, 391 pp.

Laursen G. V., Monibi S., Allan T. L., Pickard N. A., Hosseiney 
A., Vincent B., Hamon Y., Van-Buchem F. S. P., Moallemi 
A. & Druillion G. 2009. The Asmari Formation Revisited: 
Changed Stratigraphic Allocation and New Biozonation, 
First International Petroleum Conference & Exhibition, 
Shiraz, EAGE.

Loeblich A.R. & Tappan H. 1988. Foraminifera General and 
Their Classification. Van Nostrand Reinhold Company, 
New York, 970 pp.

Mohammadi E., Vaziri M. R. & Dastanpour M. 2013. 
Biostratigraphy of the nummulitids and lepidocyclinids 
bearing Qom Formation based on larger benthic 
foraminifera (Sanandaj-Sirjan fore-arc basin and Central 
Iran back-arc basin, Iran). Arabian Journal of Geoscience, 
8(1): 1-21.  

Molina E., Gonzalvo C., Ortiz S. & Cruz L.E. 2006. 
Foraminiferal turnover across the Eocene-Oligocene 
transition at Fuente Caldera, southern Spain: No cause-
effect relationship between meteorite impacts and 
extinctions. Marine Micropaleontology, 58: 270-286.



192 S. M. Reza Hosseini Raviz et al.

Myftari S., Bako M. & Myftari B. 2001. The study of 
Lepidocyclina (Eulepidina) (Foraminifera) from Middle 
Oligocene to Lower Miocene of south Albania, Proceedings 
of the 9th  International Congress, Athens, XXXIV/2: 
541-547.

Özcan E., Less G., Báldi-Beke M. & Kollányi K. 2010. 
Oligocene hyaline larger foraminifera from Kelereşdere 
Section (Muş, Eastern Turkey). Micropaleontology, 56(5): 
465-493.

Pearson P.N., Olsson R.K., Huber B.T., Hemleben C. & 
Berggren W.A. (eds). 2006. Atlas of Eocene Planktonic 
Foraminifera. Cushman Foundation for Foraminiferal 
Research, Special Publication, 41: 513 pp.

Premoli Silva I. & Boersma A. 1988. Atlantic Eocene planktonic 
foraminiferal biogeography and paleohydrographic 
indicators. Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeo
ecology, 67: 315-356.

Premoli Silva I., Rettori R. & Verga D. 2003. Practical manual 
of Paleocene and Eocene Planktonic Foraminifera. 
International school on Planktonic Foraminifera, 
University of Perugia, 152 pp.

Racey A. 1994. Biostratigraphy and palaeobiogeographic 
significance of Tertiary nummulitids (foraminifera) from 
northern Oman. In: Simmons M.D. (ed.), Micropaleonto
logy and hyrocarbon exploration in the Middle East. 
Chapman and Hall, London, pp. 343-370.

Rahaghi A.1980. Tertiary faunal assemblage of Qum-Kashan, 
Sabzewar and Jahrum areas. NIOC, 8(8): 1-64

Rahimzadeh F. 1994. Geology of Iran: Oligocene-Miocene, 
Pliocene. Geological Survey of Iran, Tehran.

Retallack G.J., Orr W.N., Prothero D.R., Duncan R.A., Kester 
P.R. & Ambers C.P. 2004. Eocene-Oligocene extinction 

and paleoclimatic change near Eugene, Oregon. Bulletin of 
the Geological Society of America, 116: 817-839.

Reuter M., Piller W.E., Harzhauser M., Mandic O., Berning B., 
Rogl F., Kroh A., Aubry M.P., Wielandt-Schuster U. & 
Hamedani A. 2008. The Oligo-/Miocene Qom Formation 
(Iran): evidence for an early Burdigalian restriction of 
Tethyan Seaway and closure of its Iranian gateways. 
International Journal of Earth Sciences, 98: 627-650.

Reuter M., Piller W., Harzhauser M., Mandic O., Berning B., 
Rögl F., Kroh A., Aubry M.P., Wielandt-Schuster U. & 
Hamedani A. 2009. The Oligo-/Miocene Qom Formation 
(Iran): evidence for an Early Burdigalian restriction of the 
Tethyan Seaway and closure of its Iranian gateways. 
International Journal of Earth Sciences, 98: 627-650.

Sexton P.F., Wilson P.A. & Pearson P.N. 2006. Palaeoecology of 
late middle Eocene planktic foraminifera and evolutionary 
implications. Marine Micropaleontology, 60(1): 1-16. 

Wade B.S. & Pearson P.N. 2008. Planktonic foraminiferal 
turnover, diversity fluctuations and geochemical signals 
across the Eocene/Oligocene boundary in Tanzania. 
Marine Micropaleontology, 68: 244-255.

Wynd J.G. 1965. Biofacies of the Iranian Oil Consortium 
Agreement Area: Iranian Oil Operating Companies. 
Geological and Exploration Division, Rep. 1082, 89 pp.

Plate I

Foraminifera from the Sabzevaran field section. Samples are located in Fig. 3.
Fig. 1:	 Catapsydrax sp. sample #S120, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 2:	 Catapsydrax globiformis, #S151, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 3:	 Catapsydrax unicavus #S20, Lutetian, Sabzevaran section.
Figs 4, 5:	 Catapsydrax sp., #S86, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Figs. 6, 7:	 Subbotina sp. #S220, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 8:	 Turborotalia aff. possagnoensis #S102, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 9:	 Hantkenina alabamensis #S162, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
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Plate II

Foraminifera from the Sabzevaran field section. Samples are located in Fig. 3.
Fig. 1:	 Turborotalia sp., sample #S171, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 2:	 Hantkenina compressa, #S202, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 3:	 Subbotina aff. jacksonensis, #S72, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 4:	 Globoturborotalita martini, #S154, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 5:	 Turborotalia aff. increbescens, #S177, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 6:	 Turborotalia aff. cerroazulensis, #S147, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 7:	 Turborotalia aff. ampliapertura., #S208, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 8:	 Subbotina sp1., #S144, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 9:	 Subbotina sp2, #S177, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 10:	 Turborotalia aff. altispiroides, #S112, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 11:	 Subbotina cf. corpulenta.,  #S37, Lutetian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 12:	 Subbotina sp.4 #S151, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
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Plate III

Foraminifera from the Sabzevaran field section. Samples are located in Fig. 3.
Fig. 1:	 Turborotalia aff. cerroazulensis, sample #S121, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 2:	 Turborotalia sp., #S202, Priabonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 3:	 Subbotina aff. corpulenta, #S22, Lutetian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 4:	 Subbotina aff. jacksonensis, #S102, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 5:	 Subbotina sp3, #S120, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 6:	 Turborotalia aff. cerroazulensis., #S104, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 7:	 Subbotina sp., #S120, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Figs 8, 9:	 Subbotina angiporoides, #S102, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
Fig. 10:	 Subbotina sp. #S120, Bartonian, Sabzevaran section.
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