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Abstract The LeMay Group accretionary complex of Alexander Island (Antarctic Peninsula) comprises

a 4 km thick succession of variably deformed turbidites associated with thrust slices of ocean floor basalts.

The depositional age and provenance of the succession is uncertain with estimates ranging from Carboniferous
to Cretaceous. The accretion history is also poorly established and whether the LeMay Group developed
allochthonously and accreted during an episode of Cretaceous terrane translation. We have examined the
geochronology and geochemistry of 22 samples from across the entire accretionary complex to determine

its depositional, provenance and accretion history. The accretionary complex has been subdivided into

four separate groups based on detrital zircon U-Pb age and Lu-Hf provenance analysis. Groups 1 and 2 are
interpreted to be a continuation of the extensive Permian accretionary complexes of West Gondwana and

have a depositional age of c. 255 Ma, with volcaniclastic input from the extensive silicic volcanism of the
Choiyoi Province. Accretion of the LeMay Group to the continental margin developed during the mid-Triassic,
potentially related to the Peninsula Orogeny and an episode of flat-slab subduction of the proto-Pacific plate.
Group 3 is only identified from an island to the west of Alexander Island and has a mid-Cretaceous depositional
age and provenance akin to offshore sequences from Thurston Island. A para-autochthonous origin is suggested,
with mid-Cretaceous accretion associated with the melange belts of central Alexander Island. Group 4 is

also a distinct unit with an Early Jurassic depositional age and a source more closely related to the Antarctic
Peninsula.

1. Introduction

From the Permian to the Cenozoic, the Antarctic Peninsula was the site of a long-lived convergent margin that
led to widespread magmatism, the development of accretionary complexes, and thick fore-arc and back-arc sedi-
mentary successions (Burton-Johnson & Riley, 2015; Figure 1). Alexander Island, situated to the west of the
Antarctic Peninsula (Figure 2), is comprised of an extensive subduction-accretion complex, which is in structural
contact with a fore-arc succession. The accretionary complex is termed the LeMay Group (Edwards, 1980) and
incorporates variably deformed trench-fill turbidites and components of ocean floor and ocean island lithologies.
Its age, provenance, accretion and paleo-location is poorly constrained, although a general younging toward the
subducting margin (east to west) is suggested from field investigations (Tranter, 1988). In this study, 21 samples
from 10 sites across the entire LeMay Group have been selected for combined detrital zircon (U-Pb and Lu-Hf)
and white mica (**Ar/*°Ar) analyses to understand the provenance of the accretionary complex and the role of
accreted terranes as part of the tectonic history of the Antarctic Peninsula during the Mesozoic.

2. Antarctic Peninsula: Geological Setting
2.1. Background Geology

The Antarctic Peninsula is an arcuate mountainous belt that reaches heights of 3,200 m (Figure 2) and preserves
a complex geological and tectonic history from the Ordovician to the present day; its geological record has been
shaped by subduction along the proto-Pacific margin of West Gondwana and rifting in the Weddell Sea (Dalziel
et al., 2013; Jordan et al., 2020).
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The geological history of the Antarctic Peninsula is largely defined by the magmatic, depositional and defor-
mation events of the Late Paleozoic and Mesozoic. These events were initially interpreted as a consequence of
subduction and the development of an accretionary continental arc on Paleozoic basement of the Gondwana
margin (Sudrez, 1976; Thomson & Pankhurst, 1983) and is interpreted to form a belt that extends along the entire
Pacific margin as part of the Terra Australis Orogen (Cawood, 2005). There is broad consensus on the accre-
tionary nature of the orogeny, but the role of terranes and their translation during the Mesozoic remains an area
of debate. Vaughan and Storey (2000) reinterpreted the geology of the Antarctic Peninsula as an amalgamation
of para-autochthonous and allochthonous terranes following the development of similar models elsewhere along
the Pacific margin in New Zealand (e.g., Robertson et al., 2019). The model was further developed to describe
the accretion of terranes onto the Gondwana margin (e.g., Vaughan et al., 2012). However, Burton-Johnson and
Riley (2015) have challenged this tectonic model and preferred an in situ continental arc development for the
Peninsula, which has been supported by recent paleomagnetic data from the northern Antarctic Peninsula (Gao
et al., 2021) and analysis of Mesozoic magmatic rocks (Bastias et al., 2020, 2021).

2.2. Alexander Island

The terrane model of Vaughan and Storey (2000) identified Alexander Island as a separate, potentially exotic
terrane, termed the Western Domain (Figure 1), which comprises four geological units (Figure 3): a subduc-
tion and accretion complex, the LeMay Group (the subject of this paper), unconformably overlain, or in faulted
contact with, the relatively shallow water fore-arc basin sedimentary rocks of the Fossil Bluff Group. The Fossil
Bluff Group forms one of the most complete fore-arc successions globally with a sedimentary record almost
8 km in thickness (Butterworth et al., 1988). The LeMay Group is cut by Cenozoic granites and locally overlain
by Late Cretaceous to Cenozoic volcanic rocks (McCarron & Millar, 1997). Neogene alkaline volcanic rocks
were emplaced after the cessation of subduction and form relatively widespread volcanic fields across western
and northern Alexander Island (Figure 3), and form part of the more extensive Bellingshausen Sea volcanic field
(Smellie & Hole, 2021).

2.3. LeMay Group Accretionary Complex

The LeMay Group is a thick (c. 4 km), variably deformed succession of trench-fill turbidites and trench-slope
units, associated with ocean floor and ocean island igneous and sedimentary rocks (Tranter, 1991). The LeMay
Group has been interpreted as an accretionary complex (Tranter, 1988), consistent with the development of
high pressure-low temperature blueschist-facies metamorphic assemblages (e.g., Wendt et al., 2008) from central
Alexander Island (northern Lully Foothills and southeast Colbert Mountains; Figure 2). It is thought to have
developed in a continental margin setting along the proto-Pacific margin (Burton-Johnson & Riley, 2015) or as
part of an allochthonous terrane (Vaughan et al., 2002). The LeMay Group has a polyphase structural history
that can be interpreted in the context of an accretion-subduction complex. The earliest deformational event is
recognised across the LeMay Group succession and is related to thrust faults in poorly lithified sediments. A later
phase of westward-verging folds and westward-directed thrusts deformed this earlier structure and was related
to strike-slip movement in the arc prism (Tranter, 1987). The LeMay Group has been correlated to the Miers
Bluff Formation of Livingston Island (part of the South Shetland Islands—Figure 1; Hervé et al., 2006; Bastias
et al., 2019), who also drew comparisons to the Trinity Peninsula Group metasedimentary rocks of northern
Graham Land (Figure 1).

The age of the LeMay Group is poorly constrained; Radiolaria in chert horizons indicate a Late Jurassic—
Cretaceous age (Holdsworth & Nell, 1992) for parts of the Group in northern and central Alexander Island
(Debussy Heights and Atoll Nunataks; Figure 3). At two localities in the Lully Foothills (Figure 2) an accreted
volcanic island sequence contains an Early Jurassic shelly fauna (204-195 Ma; Thomson & Tranter, 1988),
whereas macrofauna from northern Alexander Island, near Mount King (Figure 2), have been assigned Carbon-
iferous and Permian ages (Kelly et al., 2001), although there is uncertainty regarding the exact relationship of
the Mount King sequences to the rest of the LeMay Group. Stratigraphically some units of the LeMay Group
have been assigned a likely Triassic age based on their relationship to the Early Jurassic units of the lowermost
Fossil Bluff Group (Doubleday et al., 1993). A broad pattern of younging to the northwest is interpreted from the
stratigraphic relationships, with evidence of east to west flowing paleocurrents, and a conglomerate clast source
to the east. The youngest sequences are anticipated to crop out in Charcot Island to the west of Alexander Island
(Tranter, 1988; Figure 3).
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Figure 1. Geological map of the Antarctic Peninsula (after Burton-Johnson & Riley, 2015). PLSZ: Palmer Land shear zone; WD: Western domain; CD: Central

Domain; ED: Eastern Domain (Vaughan & Storey, 2000).
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Figure 2. (a) Map of West Antarctica. EWM: Ellsworth-Whitmore Mountains; HN: Haag Nunataks; MBL: Marie Byrd Land; TI: Thurston Island. Core sites in the
Amundsen Sea region are from Simdes Pereira et al. (2018). (b) Map of the Antarctic Peninsula; (c) Map of Alexander Island. Maps generated in QGIS.
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Tranter (1988) and Willan (2003) both used petrography and geochemistry to help understand the provenance
of the LeMay Group sandstones. They suggested that they were derived from a deeply eroded continental
margin with variable input from an active arc, likely to be from adjacent Palmer Land on the Antarctic Peninsula
(Tranter, 1988). Willan (2003) also suggested that the bulk of the LeMay Group has modal compositions similar
to the Permo-Triassic sequences of the Torlesse Supergroup in the Eastern Province of New Zealand, although
the occurrence of Carboniferous magmatism in New Zealand is not consistent with the LeMay Group succession.
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Willan (2003) also recognised that the Charcot Island sequences to the west of Alexander Island were distinct to
the main LeMay Group succession and suggested an exotic paleoposition, potentially adjacent to Thurston Island
(Figure 2a).

The components of ocean floor and ocean island that occur within the LeMay Group accretionary complex are
interpreted to represent far-traveled fragments of proto-Pacific oceanic floor (Phoenix Plate and Bellingshausen
Plate) that form thrust-bound allochthonous slivers (Doubleday et al., 1994). The accreted basaltic rocks occur
at several locations within the LeMay Group (Burn, 1984) and crop out in two linear belts; the Debussy Heights
mélange belt and the Lully Foothills mélange belt (Figure 3). The relationship between the accreted oceanic mate-
rial and the sedimentary rocks of the accretionary prism is tectonic, with the basaltic lithologies and associated
sedimentary rocks always occurring as thrust-bound slices. Doubleday et al. (1994) interpreted this relationship
to indicate that the basalts were neither emplaced into the trench/fore-arc sector nor do they represent arc base-
ment, but rather comprise more exotic ocean floor material. The basalt-chert units of the mélange belts are also
associated with trench-fill arkosic sedimentary rocks that are not seen in direct contact with the basalts except
where they are faulted. The geochemistry of the basaltic rocks was investigated by Doubleday et al. (1994) who
demonstrated they were broadly MORB-like, although the Lully Foothills basalts are OIB-like and are inter-
preted as a remnant ocean island or seamount. The chert horizons associated with the accreted basaltic units
(Holdsworth & Nell, 1992) yielded assemblages of Jurassic and Cretaceous Radiolaria indicative of an open
ocean setting and their presence was used to suggest an allochthonous origin for at least parts of the LeMay Group
accretionary complex, with docking not complete until c. 90 Ma. But there is uncertainty as to the origin of the
chert units as either open ocean or near continent silica-rich beds (Holdsworth & Nell, 1992) and a Late Creta-
ceous docking age is not consistent with accretion models from elsewhere along the margin (e.g., South Orkney
Islands; Flowerdew et al., 2007).

Storey et al. (1996) carried out a zircon and apatite fission-track analysis of a range of samples from the LeMay
Group and identified a similar thermal history to the adjacent Fossil Bluff Group, with Cretaceous and Ceno-
zoic thermal and denudational history, overlapping with Cretaceous deformation in a strike-slip setting. Twinn
et al. (2022) also presented apatite fission track data from Alexander Island and Palmer Land, which was in broad
agreement with Storey et al. (1996) and they identified late stage, rapid cooling at 25 Ma from the LeMay Range
region.

2.4. Samples

Samples for detrital zircon and white mica analysis were selected from across a broad range of the LeMay
Group to permit the most comprehensive analysis of the succession's provenance. Twenty-two samples (Figure 3;
Table S1) were selected from Charcot Island in the west, to Mount King in the east and include several samples
from the type areas of the LeMay Group, from the Douglas Range, Walton Mountains and LeMay Range
(Figure 2; Tranter, 1988). Full positional information is provided in Table S1.

2.4.1. Douglas Range and Hornpipe Heights

The LeMay Group of the Douglas Range region is dominated by steeply dipping turbidites that have undergone
major ocean-ward thrusting likely involving several kilometres of displacement (Nell, 1990).

Sample KG.3519.14 from western Douglas Range is a coarse greywacke from a west-directed thrust zone and
is part of a duplex structure, which disrupts an earlier cleavage. Sample KG.3785.1 from the northwest Douglas
Range is a sandstone from a massive turbidite sequence that dips steeply to the southwest. The beds exhibit
primary sedimentary structures (e.g., graded bedding, load casts) and a weakly developed fabric is cut by later
reverse faults. Sample KG.5036.19 is a sandstone from the southwest Douglas Range, close to Snick Pass. The
beds are steeply dipping and are part of a deformed turbidite succession, associated with conglomerate beds.
Sample KG.5037.1 is from a deformed and steeply dipping sandstone-mudstone succession to the north of Snick
Pass in the southwest Douglas Range region. Sample KG.1997.2 is a fine-medium-grained sandstone from the
eastern Douglas Range. Sample KG.3521.1 is a deformed coarse greywacke from the Hornpipe Heights region of
northern Alexander Island. The sequences are cut by two generations of reverse faults.

2.4.2. Walton Mountains—LeMay Range—Mount Umbriel

The Walton Mountains and LeMay Range of central Alexander Island are adjacent to the mélange belt of the
LeMay Group accretionary complex which includes trench-fill turbidites and associated basalt-chert sequences.
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The mélange belt is interpreted from field observations to form a distinct geological and tectonic unit to the
accretionary prism succession exposed in the Douglas Range (Tranter, 1988).

Sample KG.3391.1 is a deformed, steeply dipping sandstone from a sandstone-shale sequence from the south-
west LeMay Range (Figure 3). The succession is broadly similar to those from the Douglas Range, but lacks
conglomerate beds and are associated with pillow basalts (Figure 3) and more silicic-rich rocks associated with
the mélange belt (Figure 3). Sample KG.4275.16 is a sandstone from Mount Umbriel, close to the boundary with
the Fossil Bluff Group (Figure 3). It forms part of a weakly deformed sandstone-mudstone sequence. Sandstone
sample KG.4869.3 also comes from a weakly deformed sandstone-mudstone sequence that preserves primary
preserve sedimentary structures from the northeast Walton Mountains. The weakly deformed sequences strongly
resemble those exposed from the LeMay Range. Sample KG.5001.1 comes from a sandstone interbed within a
sandstone-conglomerate unit from the eastern LeMay Range, with the conglomerate beds characterized by abun-
dant quartzite cobbles. Sample KG.3368.3 from the LeMay Range is a sandstone from a thick (few meters) band
in a mostly siltstone-shale sequence. Sample KG.4860.1 is a coarse-grained sandstone from Richter Peaks in the
southern part of the Walton Mountains (Figure 3).

2.4.3. Snick Pass, Grikurov Ridge and Atoll Nunataks

Snick Pass and Atoll Nunataks lie in the LeMay Group accretionary complex from a unit to the east of the
mélange belt and to the west of the LeMay fault zone in contact with the Fossil Bluff Group (Figure 3).

Sample KG.4810.3 is a quartzite clast from a polymict conglomerate bed at Snick Pass and forms part of a
conglomerate-sandstone-mudstone association. The conglomerate has abundant sub-rounded clasts of silicic
volcanic rocks, quartzite, chert, vein quartz, sandstone, mudstone and rare plutonic clasts. Sample KG.4810.4 is a
sandstone-conglomerate unit from the unit described above at Snick Pass. Sample KG.4810.1 is a coarse-grained
sandstone unit from the main sandstone-conglomerate succession at Snick Pass. Sample KG.4851.2 is a
coarse-grained quartz-rich sandstone from Atoll Nunataks from the eastern margins of the LeMay Group where
an unconformable/faulted contact with the younger Fossil Bluff Group is exposed and may represent the oldest
exposed part of the LeMay Group. Sample KG.4849.1 is a very coarse-grained sandstone/gritstone from Grikurov
Ridge to the northwest of Atoll Nunataks (Figure 3).

2.4.4. Charcot Island

Charcot Island lies to the west of Alexander Island (Figure 3) and although itis mostly snow and ice-covered, isolated
outcrops on the northwest coast expose the most westerly extent of the LeMay Group (Tranter, 1988). Samples
KG.2200.1, KG.2204.1, KG.4831.1, KG.4831.25, and KG.4832.25 form part of a sandstone-conglomerate-shale
turbidite succession with evidence of weak deformation and late-stage faulting.

2.4.5. Mount King

Mount King is located adjacent to King George VI Sound and lies at the eastern margin of the LeMay
Group (Figure 3). The succession at Mount King is estimated to be 1 km in thickness and coarsens up from
mudstone at its base to abundant sandstone-conglomerate units higher in the sequence. Locally, mudstone
units are highly fossiliferous and preserve a diverse macrofauna of Carboniferous and Permian fossils (Kelly
et al., 2001). Sample KG.4599.2 is a coarse-grained sandstone from a site located 4 km to the southeast of
Mount King.

3. Objectives

This study has two primary objectives: (a) To determine the depositional age and provenance of the LeMay
Group accretionary complex using a combination of U-Pb detrital zircon ages, Lu-Hf isotope and detrital white
mica ages. (b) To use the new age and isotope data to explore the potential role of terrane translation along the
proto-Pacific margin and whether the LeMay Group accretionary complex shares a geological affinity with
the northern Antarctic Peninsula-Patagonia-Scotia Metamorphic Complex, West Antarctica/New Zealand, or
if a dominantly autochthonous origin is more appropriate. We will investigate the detrital zircon age profiles
of sedimentary successions from across southern Patagonia, Scotia Sea, Antarctic Peninsula, East Antarctica
and New Zealand to help determine the provenance and tectonic history of the LeMay Group accretionary
complex.

RILEY ET AL.

7 of 30

85U80 7 SUOLUWIOD 3A 11D 8|eolidde 8Ly Aq peuenob ae ssjoe YO ‘SN JO Se|nl oy Akeiq18UIJUO A8]IA UO (SUORIPUOD-PUR-SWLBY/LIO A8 | 1M ATe.q 1 Bu Uo//StY) SUORIPUOD pue SWwie | 8L 88S *[£202/20/ET] Uo Akeiqiauliuo A8|iM ‘Aenins dnoeiuy ushlig Aq 8252000 12202/620T OT/I0pw00 A3 |1mAelqijeutjuo'sgndnBe//:sdny wiouy pepeojumod ‘g ‘€202 ‘v6T616T



~1
AGU

ADVANCING EARTH
AND SPACE SCIENCE

Tectonics 10.1029/2022TC007578

4. Analytical Methods
4.1. U-Pb Zircon Geochronology

Zircon (U-Pb) geochronology was carried out at five separate laboratories (Swedish Museum of Natural History,
University College London, British Geological Survey, Australian National University and Trinity College
Dublin) and full analytical procedures from each laboratory are provided in Supporting Information S1 and the
data are presented in Table S2. The majority of the analyses were undertaken at the Swedish Museum of Natural
History and University College London and a summary of the analytical procedures are detailed here.

At the Swedish Museum of Natural History (Stockholm) U-Pb ion-microprobe zircon geochronology was
carried out using a CAMECA 1280 ion microprobe at the NordSIM facility. The analytical method closely
followed Whitehouse and Kamber (2005), but differs insomuch that the oxygen ion primary beam was gener-
ated using a high-brightness, radiofrequency (RF) plasma ion source (Oregon Physics, Hyperion II, rather than
a duoplasmatron) and a focused beam instead of illuminated aperture. The 10 nA O,- beam was rastered over
5 X 5 pm to homogenize beam density, the final analytical spot size being c. 15 pm in diameter. Sputtered
secondary ions introduced into the mass spectrometer were analyzed using a single ion counting electron multi-
plier over 10 cycles of data. Data were reduced using in-house developed software. The power law relationship
between 2°6Pb/*¥U %0 and *¥U'°0,/>8U'°0 measured from the 91500 standard was used to calibrate U/Pb ratios
following the recommendations of Jeon and Whitehouse (2015). Common-Pb corrections were applied to anal-
yses where statistically significant 2Pb was detected, using the present-day terrestrial common Pb estimate
of Stacey and Kramers (1975). Terra-Wasserburg U-Pb concordia diagrams were drawn using Isoplot v. 4.15
(Ludwig, 2012). 27Pb corrected ages were calculated assuming non-radiogenic Pb was from surface contamina-
tion and had an isotopic composition of modern-day average terrestrial common Pb (2Pb/?%Pb = 0.836; Stacey
& Kramers, 1975).

Zircon U-Pb geochronology at University College London was carried out using laser ablation inductively
coupled mass spectrometry (LA-ICP-MS) facilities (Agilent 7700 coupled to a New Wave Research 193 nm exci-
mer laser) at the London Geochronology Centre. Typical laser spot sizes of 25 pm were used with a 7-10 Hz repe-
tition rate and a fluence of 2.5 J/cm?. Background measurement before ablation lasted 15 s and laser ablation dwell
time was 25 s. The external zircon standard was PleSovice, which has a TIMS reference age 337.13 + 0.37 Ma
(Slama et al., 2008). Standard errors on isotope ratios and ages include the standard deviation of 2°°Pb/?3%U
ages of the PleSovice standard zircon. Time-resolved signals that record isotopic ratios with depth in each crys-
tal were processed using GLITTER 4.5, data reduction software, developed by the ARC National Key Center
for Geochemical Evolution and Metallogeny of Continents (GEMOC) at Macquarie University and CSIRO
Exploration and Mining. Processing enabled filtering to remove spurious signals owing to overgrowth bounda-
ries, weathering, inclusions, or fractures. Ages were calculated using the 2°°Pb/?3U ratios for samples dated as
<1.1 Ga, and the 2*"Pb/?%Pb ratios was used for older grains. Discordance was determined using ((**’Pb/?*U
— 206pb/2381)/296Pb/?38U) and similar for 20’Pb/2%Pb ages.

4.2. Lu-Hf Isotope Analysis

Lu-Hf isotopes were determined on a subset of those zircons analyzed for their U-Pb age using the same analyt-
ical spot to provide additional provenance information to support the U-Pb geochronology. The analyses were
determined on a Neptune multi-collector inductively coupled plasma—mass spectrometer (ICP-MS) coupled
with a laser ablation system at the British Geological Survey (UK). Initial "Hf/!7’Hf ratios were calculated
using the U-Pb crystallisation age of each grain and the results are expressed as initial eHf (eHf)). eHf values
were calculated using a '7®Lu decay constant of 1.867 x 10~!'yr~! (Séderlund et al., 2004), the present-day chon-
dritic '76Lu/!'7"Hf value of 0.0336 and '"Hf/!77Hf ratio of 0.282785 (Bouvier et al., 2008). Full analytical details
are provided in the Supporting Information S1 and the data are presented in Table S3.

4.3. Detrital White Mica Analysis

Detrital mica age distributions were determined from two samples from Grikurov Ridge and Charcot Island
(Figure 3) tp provide additional geochronological control and information on the deformation history of the
LeMay Group. “°Ar/*Ar detrital mica data were carried out at the Open University and full analytical details are
provided in Supporting Information S1 and the data are presented in Supplementary Table S4.
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5. Results
5.1. U-Pb Detrital Zircon Geochronology

Twenty-one samples (Table S1) from across the entire extent of the LeMay Group accretionary complex were
selected for U-Pb detrital zircon geochronology. The most striking aspect of the data is the significant variation
across the LeMay Group from eastern Alexander Island to Charcot Island in the northwest.

The age distribution of all 21 samples are plotted in Figure 4 as kernel density estimates (after Vermeesch, 2018),
except where analysis numbers are <50 (six samples) and probability density plots are also shown to permit an
additional layer of granularity. Three distinct age distributions are evident across the LeMay Group (Figure 5)
which have a broadly spatial distribution (Figure 3). The main succession of the LeMay Group exposed in central
Alexander Island (e.g., LeMay Range and Walton Mountains) is characterized by two primary age peaks at
c. 253 Ma and c. 531 Ma, along with a broad distribution of Neoproterozoic ages and is defined as Group 1
(Figure 5). The samples analyzed from the Douglas Range region of northern Alexander Island have a distinct
age distribution to the LeMay Range-Walton Mountains area. A Late Permian age peak of c. 262 Ma is akin to the
LeMay Group of central Alexander Island, but the age distribution from the Douglas Range lacks the prominent
Early Cambrian age peak (c. 530 Ma) and is defined as Group 2 (Figure 5). The samples from the Douglas Range
sequence do have a minor Ordovician peak at c¢. 470 Ma, which is also identified in the central Alexander Island
distribution (Group 1). The age distribution of the LeMay Group succession from Charcot Island (Group 3) is
distinct to both Groups 1 and 2. The Charcot Island (Group 3) sequence is anticipated from field observations to
be the youngest part of the LeMay Group succession (Tranter, 1988). This is borne out by the age distribution
(Figure 5) which is characterized by a prominent Early Jurassic age peak (c. 185 Ma), but also with a minor, but
significant mid-Cretaceous (c. 121 Ma) age peak. An Ordovician—Cambrian population is also evident from
Charcot Island, akin to Groups 1 and 2, as well as a broad distribution of Neoproterozoic ages. The four samples
from Charcot Island are also characterized by a greater population (c. 10%) of ages >1,200 Ma relative to the
other successions of the LeMay Group (Figure 4). A noteworthy characteristic from the Group 3 sequences at
Charcot Island is the complete absence of a Late Permian age peak (c. 260 Ma) that is the key feature of the
LeMay Group elsewhere on Alexander Island (Figure 5).

Five samples from the LeMay Group of Alexander Island do not fit the criteria of Groups 1-3. Sample KG.4860.1
(Figure 4t) from Richter Peaks (Figure 3) is essentially akin to the age distributions that characterize Group 1,
but in addition has a prominent Late Jurassic (c. 148 Ma) peak alongside the Permian (c. 262 Ma) and Cambrian
(c. 528 Ma) age peaks. The conglomerate beds from Snick Pass (Figure 3) exhibit distinct age profiles; a quartz-
ite clast (Figure 4r; KG.4810.3) has prominent Cambrian (c. 542 Ma) and Mesoproterozoic (c. 1,038 Ma) age
peaks, but lacks any Permian grains. The conglomerate (KG.4810.4; Figure 4s) has a more complex age profile
reflecting a matrix that has incorporated the signatures of some of the clasts. A silicic volcanic tuff was also
analyzed from Gannon Nunatak (Figure 3) to determine the age of volcanism from central Alexander Island. The
tuff (KG.5026.3; Figure 4v) has a prominent zircon population at c. 118 Ma, which is interpreted as the age of
volcanism (see Figure S1 in Supporting Information S1).

A single sample (KG.4599.2) from Mount King (Figure 3) was also investigated, which from field observations
is distinct to the main LeMay Group accretionary complex (Kelly et al., 2001). This is also borne out in the detri-
tal zircon age profile which has a prominent Triassic peak at c. 225 Ma (Figure 4u), distinct to all other LeMay
Group units and, although only defined by one sample, is termed Group 4.

5.2. Lu-Hf Isotopes

Lu-Hf isotope analysis was carried out on a subset of the LeMay Group samples analyzed for U-Pb geochronol-
ogy. Seven samples were selected for analysis from each of the four groups identified from the U-Pb age profiles
and all zircon grains analyzed for U-Pb geochronology were also selected for Lu-Hf analysis (Table S3).

Two samples (KG.3391.1; KG.4275.16) from Group 1 yield a broad scatter of eHf, values across the entire age
population (Figure 6a). The Late Permian (c. 253 Ma) age population has eHf, values typically in the range —2 to
—6. The other prominent age peak in the Early Cambrian (c. 531 Ma) has eHf; values in the range —1 to —5, akin
to the Late Permian age population.

Two samples (KG.3785.1; KG.3519.14) from the Douglas Range (Group 2) have a dominant age peak at c.
262 Ma that yields a far broader range of eHf, values (42 to —4; Figure 6) compared to the Group 1 rocks from the
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Figure 4. Kernel density estimator (KDE) and relative probability density (where n < 50) plots for a range of sandstone lithologies from the LeMay Group accretionary

Ma

complex. The darker blue shading is for the probability density curve where n < 50 and underlies the KDE curve. Full datasets are available in Table S2. A fixed

bandwidth is not appropriate for detrital zircon data which is strongly multimodal. As a result KDEs are generated here by default using an “adaptive” bandwidth which

varies the bandwidth according to the density of points (see Vermeesch et al., 2016). Binwidths for all plotted samples are 20 Ma.
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Figure 4. (Continued)
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Figure 4. (Continued)

LeMay Range region. The Ordovician age (c. 470 Ma) detrital zircons characteristic of Group 2 have eHf; values
typically in the range +4 to 0. These values are generally more positive in comparison to the Ordovician ages
from the LeMay Range area of Group 1, but are broadly akin to the Ordovician eHf, values (42 to —4) reported
from the Trinity Peninsula Group (Figure 6b; Castillo et al., 2016).

Two samples from Charcot Island (Group 3) were also analyzed (KG.4831.1; KG.4832.25) for Lu-Hf isotopes.
The primary age peak at c. 185 Ma yields a relatively narrow range of eHf, vales of —8 to —11. The mid-Cretaceous
ages are only evident in the Charcot Island (Group 3) sequences of the LeMay Group. They yield eHf; values
typically in the range —2 to —6 (Figure 6). The Early Cambrian age peak, also characteristic of the Charcot Island
sample exhibit a very broad range in eHf; values, but mostly within the range 0 to —4, akin to Group 1.

A single sample from Group 4 Mount King (KG.4599.2; Figure 3) was also investigated and yields a broad scatter
in eHf; values (0 to —10; Figure 6) for the Jurassic to Permian age grains. The Jurassic range, 0 to —5 is distinct
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Figure 5. Kernel density estimator plot for Groups 1-3 from the LeMay
Group accretionary complex. n = number of analyses.

Ma

231.8 + 4.0 Ma to 266.8 + 15.0 Ma (20 errors). Fifteen analyses were
carried out on detrital white mica grains from a Group 3 (Charcot Island)
siltstone (KG.4831.25; Figure 7). Fourteen analyses yielded a narrow range
of “*Ar/*Ar ages from 98.2 + 8.8 Ma to 117.3 + 2.4 Ma (26 errors). A single
mica analysis gave an older age of 186 + 2 Ma (2¢ error; Figure 7).

6. LeMay Group Provenance Analysis

The comprehensive geochronological and geochemical data set from the LeMay Group of Alexander Island
permits a provenance and depositional history analysis of an accretionary complex during dynamic continen-
tal margin convergence. A comparison with sedimentary units from the Antarctic Peninsula, East Antarctica,
Patagonia, the Scotia Metamorphic Complex and the Torlesse terrane accretionary complex of the New Zealand
Eastern Province is presented to evaluate the potential contribution of exotic terranes to the assembly and the
tectonic history of Alexander Island.

6.1. Comparative Units

Late Paleozoic and Mesozoic sedimentary and metasedimentary units from, or adjacent to the proto-Pacific
margin of West Gondwana (Figure 8) are summarized here to evaluate their relationship to the LeMay Group
accretionary complex as potential correlative or source units.

6.1.1. Northern Antarctic Peninsula (Graham Land)

The geology of the northern Antarctic Peninsula is dominated by the Carboniferous—Triassic Trinity Peninsula
Group (Figure 1). It is a 4-5 km succession of variably deformed siliciclastic turbidites with rare interbedded
mafic volcanic rocks (Hyden & Tanner, 1981), which has been correlated with the metaturbidites of the Permian
Duque de York Complex of southern Patagonia (Sepulveda et al., 2010). The Trinity Peninsula Group was depos-
ited in a continental margin fore-arc setting from the mid-Carboniferous to the Triassic (Bradshaw et al., 2012)
with part of the succession deposited onto crystalline continental basement (Hervé et al., 1996). The entire
succession was incorporated into an accretionary complex with outboard correlatives in the Scotia Metamorphic
Complex (Trouw et al., 1998) and Greywacke Shale Formation (Trouw et al. (1997)) forming part of the South
Orkney microcontinent (Figure 2a). The Miers Bluff Formation (Figure 1) was initially considered a correlative
of the Trinity Peninsula Group but U-Pb detrital zircon ages indicate deposition of the Miers Bluff Formation
post-dated the Middle Jurassic (Hervé et al., 2006).

The Trinity Peninsula Group has been subdivided into six separate formations across northern Graham
Land, although only three successions (Figure 1) have a well-defined stratigraphy; View Point Formation
(Carboniferous—Early Permian; Bradshaw et al., 2012), Hope Bay Formation (Triassic turbidite succession;
Birkenmajer, 1992) and the Legoupil Formation (Permian—Triassic quartz arenites; Thomson, 1975) of western
Graham Land.

Several studies have examined the detrital zircon age population of the Trinity Peninsula Group (Barbeau
etal., 2010; Bradshaw et al., 2012; Castillo et al., 2015, 2016; Fanning et al., 2011). These investigations identified
a dominant Permian age of source material and likely depositional age, but many sections of the Trinity Peninsula
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Figure 6. U-Pb zircon ages (>¥U/?%Pb) versus initial eHf values for zircon grains analyzed in this study (Table S3). (a)
LeMay Group accretionary complex (this study); (b) Trinity Peninsula Group and Duque de York Complex (Barbeau

et al., 2010; Bradshaw et al., 2012; Castillo et al., 2015, 2016; Fanning et al., 2011); (c) Antarctic Peninsula sedimentary
successions (BAS unpublished data); (d) Ellsworth Mountains, Mount Peterson and Erewhon Nunatak (Elliot et al., 2016;
BAS unpublished data). Group 1: KG.3391.1, KG.4275.16; Group 2: KG.2519.14, KG.3785.1; Group 3: KG.4831.1,
KG.4832.25; Group 4: KG.4599.2.
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Figure 7. Probability density plot showing the distribution of “°Ar-°Ar ages
on detrital white mica from Group 1 (Grikurov Ridge) and Group 3 (Charcot
Island). Peak maxima ages are approximations.

Group also exhibit Ordovician and to a lesser extent, Carboniferous age
peaks (Figure 9). The Trinity Peninsula Group succession at View Point from
northern Graham Land (Figure 1) was examined by Bradshaw et al. (2012)
and yields a distinct detrital zircon age profile to units from elsewhere in the
Trinity Peninsula Group. The View Point sandstone-conglomerate succession
lacks the prominent Permian age zircons identified throughout other units of
the Trinity Peninsula Group (Figure 9). Bradshaw et al. (2012) determined a
Lower Carboniferous likely depositional age of 302 + 3 Ma, and potentially
representing the oldest exposed sequence of the Trinity Peninsula Group.

Elsewhere in the northern Antarctic Peninsula, the Botany Bay Group
(Figure 1) crops out along the east coast of northern Graham Land (Hunter
et al., 2005). The succession consists of non-marine conglomerates, sand-
stones and mudstones with abundant plant fossils. The terrestrial sedimen-
tary rocks of the Botany Bay Group record the initiation of extension that
preceded the opening of the Weddell Sea (Figure 1). The Botany Bay Group
has a depositional age of c. 167 Ma with a dominant detrital zircon age popu-
lation of Middle Jurassic grains (Figure 9) with rarer Permian and Carbonif-
erous ages (Hunter et al., 2005).

6.1.2. Southern Antarctic Peninsula (Palmer Land)

Several successions from the southern Antarctic Peninsula with depositional
histories from the Late Paleozoic to Mesozoic are described here as potential

comparative units to the LeMay Group accretionary complex. The most prominent unit is the Latady Group
sedimentary succession of southern Palmer Land (Figure 1). The Latady Group has been subdivided into five
separate formations (Hunter & Cantrill, 2006) with deposition in a rifted margin setting throughout the Jurassic.
The sedimentary units reflect deposition in a range of environments from coastal to deep outer shelf marine

and forms a succession several kilometres in thickness. The primary source to the Latady Group sedimentary

basin is likely to be from the broadly contemporaneous Mount Poster Formation silicic volcanism of caldera-fed
ignimbrite-forming eruptions (Hunter et al., 2006). There is no published detrital zircon data from the Latady
Group succession, but unpublished British Antarctic Survey (BAS) data presented in Figure 9 (summarized in
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===xuunx Gondwanide fold belt

Permian - Triassic
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Figure 8. Reconstruction of the Permian—Triassic Gondwana continental margin highlighting the volcaniclastic sedimentary successions and magmatic arc front
(adapted from Nelson & Cottle, 2019). The extent of the Gondwanide fold belt is from Eagles and Eisermann (2020). AP: Antarctic Peninsula; CANT: Central
Antarctica; TI: Thurston Island; MBL: Marie Byrd Land; EWM: Ellsworth-Whitmore Mountains; NPM: North Patagonian Massif; DM: Deseado Massif; DdYC:
Duque de York Complex; TPG: Trinity Peninsula Group; LMG: LeMay Group; SMCx: Scotia metamorphic complex.
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Figure 9. Ridge plot age distributions (U-Pb zircon ages—23¥U/?%Pb) for samples from the West Gondwana margin plotted
in comparison to the LeMay Group age distributions (in bold). Data sources are provided in Table S5. The colors correspond
to the ornament used in Figure 10 and the samples are plotted in order of similarity. SMCx: Scotia Metamorphic Complex;
SSR: South Scotia Ridge.
Table S5) indicate a prominent Early Jurassic age peak, identical to the eruption age of the Mount Poster Forma-
tion (c. 183 Ma; Pankhurst et al., 2000; Hunter et al., 2006).
A potential correlative to the Latady Group-Mount Poster Formation sedimentary-volcanic succession is the
Mount Hill Formation-Brennecke Formation units of eastern Palmer Land (Figure 1) where Early Jurassic
volcanism (c. 184 Ma; Pankhurst et al., 2000) is considered broadly contemporaneous with the deformed metat-
urbidites of the Mount Hill Formation. There is no published detrital zircon data from the Mount Hill Formation
but BAS unpublished data (summarized in Table S5) shown in Figure 9 identifies a much younger age of likely
deposition (mid-Cretaceous), but with some input from an Early Jurassic source.
The basement geology to the Latady Group in southern Palmer Land was considered by Hunter and Cantrill (2006)
to be the quartz-rich sandstones exposed at Erewhon Nunatak and FitzGerald Bluffs (Fig, 1). Glossopteris flora
from Erewhon Nunatak, combined with detrital zircon analysis by Elliot et al. (2016) suggests a dominant Late
Permian depositional age. Also shown in Figure 9 is the detrital zircon age profile (BAS unpublished data;
Table S5) from Mount Peterson (Figure 9), adjacent to Erewhon Nunatak, which shows a very similar age popu-
lation. The FitzGerald Bluffs quartzite beds are likely to be Devonian in age based on their detrital zircon age
profile (Elliot et al., 2016) with a strong resemblance to the Crashite Group and quartz-rich sandstones of the
Transantarctic Mountains (Figure 2).
The geology of the Erewhon Nunatak-Mount Peterson-FitzGerald Bluffs area of southern Palmer Land (Figure 1)
is unusual for a continental margin setting and Elliot et al. (2016) regarded them as part of a small allochthonous
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Figure 10. Multidimensional scaling maps (MDS; Vermeesch, 2018) comparing the age spectra in dissimilar samples
calculated using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic. A MDS plot maps the degree of similarity between each sample,

with any two points plotting closer if they are more similar. The axis scales are dimensionless and have no physical
meaning. Individual sample MDS analysis from which the groupings are derived are provided in Figure S3 in Supporting
Information S1. (a) MDS plot for all ages and (b) for ages <300 Ma. Full datasets and data sources are provided in Table S5.
The Amundsen Sea data from Simdes Pereira et al. (2018) is “°Ar/*°Ar (hornblende and biotite) detrital data with all
post-accretion ages (<90 Ma) disregarded. Numbers in parentheses are number of analyses. TPG: Trinity Peninsula Group;
DdYCx: Duque de York Complex.

crustal block displaced from its original position adjacent to the Ellsworth Mountains or Transantarctic Moun-

tains (Figure 2). Tranter (1988) reported conglomerate beds from the LeMay Group that contained abundant

quartzite clasts (e.g., KG.4810.3) that may have been derived from Erewhon-FitzGerald crustal block.

RILEY ET AL.

17 of 30

85U80 7 SUOLUWIOD 3A 11D 8|eolidde 8Ly Aq peuenob ae ssjoe YO ‘SN JO Se|nl oy Akeiq18UIJUO A8]IA UO (SUORIPUOD-PUR-SWLBY/LIO A8 | 1M ATe.q 1 Bu Uo//StY) SUORIPUOD pue SWwie | 8L 88S *[£202/20/ET] Uo Akeiqiauliuo A8|iM ‘Aenins dnoeiuy ushlig Aq 8252000 12202/620T OT/I0pw00 A3 |1mAelqijeutjuo'sgndnBe//:sdny wiouy pepeojumod ‘g ‘€202 ‘v6T616T



~1
AGU

ADVANCING EARTH
AND SPACE SCIENCE

Tectonics 10.1029/2022TC007578

The most proximal sedimentary unit to the LeMay Group accretionary complex is the neighboring Fossil Bluff
Group of eastern Alexander Island (Figure 1). The Fossil Bluff Group is a Jurassic—Cretaceous fore-arc succes-
sion at least 7 km in thickness (Butterworth et al., 1988) that either lies unconformably above the LeMay Group or
is in faulted contact. There is no published detrital zircon data from the Fossil Bluff Group, however unpublished
data (summarized in Table S5) from the upper and lower parts of the succession exhibit a mid-Cretaceous only
signature for the upper parts of the succession (Figure 9) and a prominent Late Jurassic—Early Cretaceous profile
for the lower parts of the succession, alongside Early Jurassic and Triassic age populations.

6.1.3. East Antarctica and Ellsworth Mountains

A full comparative analysis with lithologies from East Antarctica is not appropriate for the LeMay Group
accretionary complex given their distal relationship. However detrital zircon age data from the Permian Polar-
star Formation of the more proximal Ellsworth Mountains (Figure 2) is shown in Figure 9 (Elliot et al., 2016;
Nelson & Cottle, 2018), as are quartz-rich sandstones from the central Transantarctic Mountains (Nelson &
Cottle, 2018). The Polarstar Formation is the youngest unit of the Ellsworth Mountains Paleozoic succession
and it has been correlated with Permian units from the southern Antarctic Peninsula (Erewhon Beds), the Karoo
(southern Africa), the Falkland Islands and central Transantarctic Mountains (Elliot et al., 2016). The Polarstar
Formation has a detrital zircon age profile with a prominent Permian (c. 267 Ma) peak that Elliot et al. (2016)
suggested were sourced from magmatism in Thurston Island or southern Palmer Land (Figure 2).

Comparable Permian units from the Ohio Range of the central Transantarctic Mountains and the Pecora Forma-
tion of the Pensacola Mountains (Figure 2) were examined by Nelson and Cottle (2018) and also yield major
Permian age peaks of c. 270 Ma, which they correlated with the extensive Permian Choiyoi magmatic province
(Figure 8).

6.1.4. Thurston Island

Although there are no sedimentary units exposed in Thurston Island (Figure 2) its proximity to the proto-Pacific
margin and the Antarctic Peninsula mean that a geological summary would be of value. Riley et al. (2017)
and Nelson and Cottle (2018) presented an updated chronology of the Thurston Island crustal block which has
allowed more confident correlations to be drawn to adjacent crustal units elsewhere along the proto-Pacific
margin of Gondwana. The oldest unit known in Thurston Island is a granodiorite orthogneiss which has been
dated at 349 + 2 Ma (Riley et al., 2017) and may form an extension of Devonian—Carboniferous magmatism
in Marie Byrd Land and the Median Batholith of New Zealand. Triassic magmatism is recognised from the
Antarctic Peninsula, Marie Byrd Land and New Zealand and is also identified from Thurston Island (239 + 4 Ma;
Riley et al., 2017) and are interpreted as melts with a major lower crustal component with extraction from a
Mesoproterozoic source similar to those exposed at Haag Nunataks (Figure 2). Jurassic silicic volcanism from
Thurston Island is dated at c. 182 Ma (Riley et al., 2017) and is interpreted as a direct correlative unit to the c.
183 Ma Brennecke and Mount Poster formations from the southern Antarctic Peninsula, which are part of the
wider Chon Aike Province V1 event exposed extensively in Patagonia and the Antarctic Peninsula (Pankhurst
et al., 2000). The most extensive phase of magmatism along the entire proto-Pacific margin occurred during the
mid-Cretaceous, with a magmatic peak in the interval 118—-105 Ma (Riley et al., 2018). Granitoid magmatism of
this period, preserved as extensive batholiths, occurred from Patagonia to southeast Australia, including Thurston
Island (Riley et al., 2017). It marks a major Cordillera ’flare-up’ event characterized by high magma intrusion
rates as over-thickened lithosphere was extended and potentially melted.

Shallow sediment cores taken from the Amundsen Sea-Bellingshausen Sea (Figure 2) region adjacent to Thurston
Island have been examined for their detrital biotite and hornblende age populations (Simdes Pereira et al., 2018)
and multiple core sites all show prominent mid-Cretaceous (c. 110 Ma) and Middle Jurassic (c. 170 Ma) age
peaks.

6.1.5. Scotia Sea Area

Several units from the Scotia Sea (Figure 2a) area were also selected for comparison to the LeMay Group
accretionary complex. The Scotia Metamorphic Complex is a highly deformed metasedimentary wedge, which
contains a significant proportion of ocean floor material (Dalziel, 2013; Trouw et al., 1997), and has a geological
and accretional history from the Late Paleozoic to the Cenozoic. The Scotia Metamorphic Complex is exposed
from the South Shetland Islands (Trouw et al., 1997), along the South Scotia Ridge (Bruce Bank; Riley, Carter,
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et al., 2022; Riley, Burton-Johnson, et al., 2022) to the South Orkney Islands (Flowerdew et al., 2011), including
Permian—Triassic metasedimentary rocks from Signy Island and Coronation Island (Figure 2). The units of the
Scotia Metamorphic Complex and correlative Greywacke Shale Formation (South Orkney Islands) all have prom-
inent Permian zircon U-Pb age peaks at c. 265 Ma and Cambrian peaks at c. 530 Ma (Carter et al., 2017; Riley,
Carter, et al., 2022; Riley, Burton-Johnson, et al., 2022). White mica that forms the pervasive foliation within the
Scotia Metamorphic Complex has been dated at c. 190 Ma by Flowerdew et al. (2007).

The Miers Bluff Formation of Livingston Island (Figure 1) is also included for comparison, for which Hervé
et al. (2006) interpreted a Jurassic depositional age and determined it was not part of the Trinity Peninsula Group
succession. The Miers Bluff Formation also has a prominent Permian peak at c. 270 Ma, but is also characterized
by a prominent c. 170 Ma peak reflecting its younger depositional age (Figure 9).

6.1.6. Patagonia

The Carboniferous—Triassic metasedimentary successions of the northern Antarctic Peninsula are considered
correlatives, at least in part, to the Duque de York Complex metaturbidites (Sepulveda et al., 2010). The Duque
de York Complex of southern Patagonia forms part of a series of low-grade metamorphic accretionary complexes
(Madre de Dios Complex). Akin to the Trinity Peninsula Group of northern Graham Land, the Duque de York
Complex has a dominant Permian age of source material and presumed depositional age (Barbeau et al., 2010;
Castillo et al., 2015, 2016; Fanning et al., 2011).

6.2. LeMay Group: Interpretation

Several authors (e.g., Tranter, 1988; Vaughan & Storey, 2000; Willan, 2003) have all suggested that the LeMay
Group accretionary complex of Alexander Island was unlikely to have developed autochthonously. Vaughan and
Storey (2000) interpreted the tectonic history of the Antarctic Peninsula as an amalgamation of autochthonous,
para-autochthonous and allochthonous terranes, with Alexander Island forming the western domain (Figure 1)
and was interpreted to be far-traveled. Tranter (1988) and Willan (2003) presented petrographic and geochemical
evidence that suggested the LeMay Group may have had an exotic sediment source as it was not consistent with
the proximal arc. Both Tranter (1988) and Willan (2003) presented petrographic data and facies analysis indicat-
ing at least two different components to the LeMay Group, one more akin to the Fossil Bluff Group and the other
very similar to the source of the Trinity Peninsula Group. The age and Lu-Hf isotope analysis presented here,
combined with existing field and petrographic data, permit a more complete evaluation of the provenance of the
LeMay Group accretionary complex and the role of allochthonous/para-autochthonous terranes in the tectonic
history of the Antarctic Peninsula.

The four separate groups identified within the LeMay Group are geographically separated, although some
spatial overlap occurs between Groups 1 and 2. Group 1 is identified from the main succession of the LeMay
Group exposed in the LeMay Range, Walton Mountains, Atoll Nunataks, Mount Umbriel and Hornpipe Heights
(Figure 3). The samples are from sandstone-shale sequences that in the LeMay Range and Walton Mountains are
adjacent to a mélange belt (Tranter, 1991) associated with accreted oceanic material (Figure 3). Group 1 lith-
ologies are characterized by detrital zircon age profiles with prominent Permian (c. 255 Ma) and Cambrian (c.
530 Ma) peaks, plus a minor Ordovician (c. 470 Ma) peak. They have a broad spread of Neo- to Mesoproterozoic
ages, but a low number of ages >1,200 Ma (Table S2). Multi-dimensional scaling (MDS) plots (Figure 10) are
used here to evaluate potential correlative units from the West Gondwana margin and to identify those samples
that may share a common source. Figure 10a illustrates that the LeMay Group (Group 1) has a close similarity
to the Permian quartz-rich sandstones from southern Palmer Land at Erewhon Nunatak and Mount Peterson
(Figure 1), but also to components of the Scotia Metamorphic Complex (e.g., Bruce Bank, Coronation Island)
and the Trinity Peninsula Group. The c. 530 Ma peak characteristic of Group 1 is less prominent in the Trinity
Peninsula Group or Duque de York Complex (Figure 9), but is a significant feature of the Scotia Metamorphic
Complex from the South Scotia Ridge (Figure 9). However, by examining only the <300 Ma age population a
subtly different picture emerges (Figure 10b). The restricted zircon age range yields more valuable provenance
information than examining the entire detrital age population (e.g., Andersen, 2005), particularly as the Gond-
wana margin is characterized by multi-phase recycling of Ordovician and Cambrian zircons (e.g., Andersen
et al., 2018). Group 1 still exhibit a close similarity to the quartz-rich sandstones from Erewhon Nunatak and
Mount Peterson (Figure 1), but also show a close similarity to Group 2 indicating a similar or partially overlap-
ping Permian signal (Figure 10b). Other units also show a much closer relationship by investigating the <300 Ma
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population. The Trinity Peninsula Group of the northern Antarctic Peninsula and the Duque de York Complex of
southern Patagonia exhibit an overlap when only the Permian signal is examined (Figure 10b).

The addition of Lu-Hf isotope data to the MDS plots (Figure 11 and Table S6) permits an additional level of
information to examine provenance similarity. Only a subset of the samples used in the age-only MDS analysis
(Figure 10) have Lu-Hf isotope data available (Figure 6), but there is sufficient data coverage to still permit
interpretations across large parts of the margin, although the absence of Lu-Hf data from the Scotia Metamorphic
Complex is unfortunate. The Hf data are plotted as model ages to differentiate between eHf values that are the
same for zircon grains of different ages (see Supporting Information S1). The Group 1 field exhibits no clustering
with any of the other units in the combined age-Hf plot (Figure 11a), although the nearest-neighbor relationship
with the Erewhon Beds and the lower Latady Group may indicate a similar source. However, by examining only
the zircon grains with ages <300 Ma to better correlate the Jurassic and Permian source areas (Figure 11b) it
shows that Group 1 lithologies exhibit clustering with the Duque de York Complex of southern Patagonia and the
lower Latady Group sedimentary succession. This correlation is also evident in Figure 6 where the eHf distribu-
tion of the Duque de York Complex and Trinity Peninsula Group exhibit a very similar distribution to Groups 1
and 2 of the LeMay Group with Group 1 and the Duque de York Complex forming a slightly younger population
with more negative eHf; values.

The Group 2 succession of the LeMay Group is identified from the Douglas Range and, akin to Group 1, is
dominated by a Permian peak at c. 260 Ma, but lacks almost any Cambrian population that is a major charac-
teristic of Group 1. The detrital zircon MDS (Figure 10a) and age spectra plot (Figure 9) illustrate a significant
disparity between LeMay Groups 1 and 2, but by excluding the Cambrian age population (Figure 10b) a nearest
neighbor relationship is evident, albeit with a slight age difference. Group 2 exhibits a nearest neighbor elation-
ship to the quartz-rich sandstones of Mount Peterson and Erewhon Nunatak, as well as components of the Scotia
Metamorphic Complex when examining the <300 Ma age population (Figure 10b). When the available eHf
data is considered for <300 Ma (Figure 11b), the Group 2 succession has a nearest neighbor relationship to the
metasedimentary succession of the Trinity Peninsula Group and a far more remote similarity to the sandstones
of Mount Peterson and Erewhon Beds. These units lie much further along the Hf vector (Figure 11b) despite a
close age relationship (minor shift along the age vector). Also, by examining the age and Hf data for the <300 Ma
population a clustering relationship between Groups 1 and 2 of the LeMay Group is now evident.

The Group 3 succession of the LeMay Group is only identified from Charcot Island to the west of Alexander
Island (Figure 3). The Charcot Island sequence has a very different age profile to Groups 1 and 2 of the LeMay
Group succession of central Alexander Island. Group 3 lacks any Permian signal that is dominant in Groups 1
and 2, but instead is characterized by a minor mid-Cretaceous peak, a prominent Early—Middle Jurassic peak, a
minor Cambrian peak and a broad spread of Neoproterozoic ages (Figure 5). Also, the number of ages >1,200 Ma
is approximately 10% of the total analyzed, compared to typically <2% for Groups 1 and 2 (Figure 4). The MDS
plot which incorporates all ages (Figure 10a) illustrates the units with the nearest neighbor relationship to Group
3 are components of the Latady Group sedimentary succession, the lower part of the Mount Hill Formation and
also metasedimentary rocks of the North Scotia Ridge and components of Bruce Bank (Figure 2). When the
<300 Ma age population is considered (Figure 10b) in isolation, which is of greater significance for determining
source and shared provenance, the Group 3 succession exhibits clustering to the Latady Group and Bruce Bank
(DR.225.28). This nearest neighbor association to the Latady Group is also supported by the combined age and
Hf MDS plot (Figure 11), but with slightly greater disparity than the age-only MDS plot (Figure 10b). The eHf
data for Group 3 show a discrete field for the Early Jurassic zircons (=7 to —12; Figure 6 and Table 1) which
closely corresponds to the lower part of the Latady Group and within the range defined by the Early Jurassic
Mount Poster Formation (eHf: —2 to —15; BAS unpublished data, Table 1). A potential correlation with the
Thurston Island crustal block is also considered, although it does not preserve any sedimentary successions (Riley
et al., 2017). Thurston island is characterized by Early Jurassic volcanic rocks with eHf in the range —3 to —12
(Riley et al., 2017) and were considered correlatives of the Mount Poster Formation, as well as mid-Cretaceous
(c. 108 Ma) magmatism (eHf: —2 to —10; Riley et al., 2017). Thurston Island also preserves Carboniferous and
Triassic magmatism (Riley et al., 2017) which are minor components of the Group 3 age profile (Figure 5).
Simdes Pereira et al. (2018) investigated shallow (<25 m) offshore sediment cores adjacent to Thurston Island
(Figure 2) and detrital biotite and hornblende age populations show prominent mid-Cretaceous (c. 110 Ma) and
Middle Jurassic (c. 170 Ma) age peaks. They exhibit clustering with Group 3 in Figure 10b, but with a more
significant mid-Cretaceous component.
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Figure 11. Combined age-Hf MDS plot for (a) all ages and (b) ages <300 Ma. Data sources for age data as for Figure 8 and
Lu-Hf data from Figure 6. Hf data are plotted as Hf depleted mantle model ages. The vectors indicate that variation along
that broad trend reflects either age or Hf differences. Numbers in parentheses are number of analyses. TPG: Trinity Peninsula
Group; DAYCx: Duque de York Complex.
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Table 1 The mid-Cretaceous minor age peak evident in the Group 3 lithologies from

Accretionary Complexes Age Summary

Charcot Island is likely to be related to a widespread magmatic event of West

Unit Approx age peaks (Ma) eHf range

Gondwana (e.g., Decker et al., 2017; Riley et al., 2018). The mid-Cretaceous

Le May Group (Group 1)

Le May Group (Group 2)
Le May Group (Group 3)

Le May Group (Group 4)

Trinity Peninsula Group

Duque de York Complex

Latady Group

Fossil Bluff Group

Scotia Metamorphic Complex

Erewhon-Mount Peterson

Mount Poster Formation

zircons from the Group 3 succession have a range in eHf from —2 to —5, with

== Yiw © two grains at c. —10 (Figure 6a). The Lassiter Coast intrusive suite of Palmer
530 2t0 -7 Land (Figure 12d) have eHf values of —7 (Riley, Flowerdew, Burton-Johnson,
262 2to —4 et al., 2020), whilst mid-Cretaceous granitoids from Thurston Island have eHf
121 _2to—10  Vvalues in the range 0 to —10 (Riley et al., 2017). Cretaceous volcanic rocks
185 Tto—12 of northwest Palmer Land have eHf in the range 0 to —3 (Riley, Flowerdew,
Burton-Johnson, et al., 2020). Mid-Cretaceous volcanism has also been iden-
225 0to =10 tified from central Alexander Island (Gannon Nunatak; Figure 4v) where
265 3t0 -5 a volcanic tuff has an emplacement age of 117.5 + 1.0 Ma (Figure S1 in
470 2t0-5 Supporting Information S1) and represents a potential proximal source for
262 0to -8 the mid-Cretaceous component of the Group 3 (Charcot Island) age profile.
150 3t0—5 Mid-Cretaceous volcanic rocks may have formed a more extensive cover
185 —2t0-10 across Alexander Island, but was potentially removed during Cenozoic rapid
uplift and erosion (Twinn et al., 2022). Another key feature of Group 3 is the
220 —St0=9 broad spread of ages >500 Ma which is also a prominent characteristic of the
110 0to—8 Latady Group (Figure 9) and Bruce Bank (DR.225.28).
1 Hoo LeMay Group (Group 4) forms another distinct sequence only exposed at
180 2to—4 Mount King (Figure 3), although there is uncertainty regarding its exact rela-
260 No data tionship to the broader LeMay Group succession (Kelly et al., 2001). The
530 No data age profile for the analyzed sandstone from Mount King (Figure 4u) has a
260 5to -7 prominent Triassic peak at c. 225 Ma, but lacks the Permian peak charac-
185 _2to—15 teristic of Groups 1 and 2, and akin to Group 3, the Group 4 sandstone is

also characterized by a significant contribution of Early Jurassic zircons. The
MBDS plots indicate that the Group 4 succession at Mount King exhibits no
clustering in the <300 Ma plot (Figure 10b), but its nearest neighbor is the
Torlesse Supergroup of the eastern domain of New Zealand in the all-ages plot (Figure 10a). Using the combined
age and Hf MDS plot (Figure 11) for both the <300 Ma and all ages, it is evident that the Group 4 sandstone
from Mount King is quite distinct to all the other units of the wider LeMay Group. Kelly et al. (2001) also
noted that the Mount King beds may not correlate with the main succession of the LeMay Group. Based on the
marine macrofauna assemblage from the calcareous mudstones at Mount King, Kelly et al. (2001) interpreted
an Early Carboniferous—Permian age range that is not consistent with the detrital zircon age profile presented
here (Figure 4u), which is characterized by Triassic and Early Jurassic zircons. The eHf data from Mount King
(Group 4) show that the Early Jurassic zircons form a separate population (Figure 6a) to the Early Jurassic zircon
population from Charcot Island (Group 3). The Mount King (Group 4) Early Jurassic zircons have an eHf range
of —1 to —5 and are marginally younger (<180 Ma) than those from Charcot Island (Group 3) and are closer in
age and composition to the Early—Middle Jurassic silicic volcanic rocks of the northern Antarctic Peninsula and
Patagonia (Pankhurst et al., 2000; BAS unpublished data). The Triassic—Jurassic component of Group 4 also
overlap to a large degree with the Early Mesozoic component of the upper Latady Group, which is also confirmed
by the statistical analysis (Figures 9 and 10). The Triassic age population for Group 4 has an ¢Hf range from 0 to
—10 and overlaps with a small number of Triassic zircons from Group 3. Evidence for a Triassic magmatic arc
across the Antarctic Peninsula and Patagonia have been presented by Navarrete et al. (2019), Bastias et al. (2020),
and Riley, Flowerdew, Millar, and Whitehouse (2020) and indicates the presence of a proximal Triassic source.

6.3. Depositional Age

In the absence of a diagnostic fossil assemblage or directly dateable volcanic layers, detrital geochronology is
often the only method to estimate the depositional age of siliciclastic rocks. Detrital zircon U-Pb geochronology
in particular has become a popular technique to obtain maximum depositional ages, but there is little consist-
ency in the estimation algorithms used. We follow the approach of Vermeesch (2021) to calculate the maximum
likelihood age of deposition (MLA) for the LeMay Group samples analyzed in this study (see Section S1.4 in
Supporting Information S1). The results are presented in Figure S2 in Supporting Information S1 using radial
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Group. Adapted from Riley et al. (2023). Yellow arrows depict potential sediment transport.
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plots to derive the MLLA, but prior knowledge of the geological setting and field relationships are essential to fully
understand the derived MLA.

Group 1 lithologies yield MLAS in the range 263-232 Ma (Figure S2 in Supporting Information S1), akin to those
derived from Group 2 (263-251 Ma) strongly suggesting a Late Permian/Early Triassic depositional age akin to
that suggested for the main succession of the Trinity Peninsula Group (e.g., Castillo et al., 2016). One Group 1
sample from Richter Peaks (Figure 3) has a prominent Late Jurassic (c. 148 Ma) age peak alongside the Permian
and Cambrian peaks typical of Group 1 and this lithology yields an MLA of c. 140 Ma.

The Group 3 lithologies from Charcot Island show a tight cluster of MLAs at c. 110 Ma, with one sample
(KG.4832.25) having an older age of c. 129 Ma (Figure S2 in Supporting Information S1), but still broadly
consistent with a likely depositional age during the mid-Cretaceous.

The single sample from Mount King (Group 4) has an MLA of c. 178 Ma and supports the field observations and
lithology descriptions that Mount King is distinct to the main LeMay Group succession.

6.4. Tectonic Implications and Accretion

Several authors have attempted to correlate West Gondwana accretionary complexes through Patagonia, West
Antarctica and New Zealand (e.g., Nelson & Cottle, 2019; Figure 8), but robust interpretations about the tectonic
setting are difficult without more reliable provenance information and likely depositional age.

The analysis of the LeMay Group accretionary complex and comparison with sedimentary successions from
along the margin presented here permit an improved understanding of the depositional and tectonic history of
the West Gondwana margin during the Late Paleozoic—Early Mesozoic (Figure 12). We favor a Late Permian—
Triassic depositional age (Section 6.3) for the main sequences of the LeMay Group (Groups 1 and 2) exposed in
central Alexander Island, akin to the accretionary complexes of the northern Antarctic Peninsula (Trinity Penin-
sula Group) and Patagonia (Duque de York Complex). All these successions are dominated by sediment input
from a penecontemporaneous volcanic/volcaniclastic source emplaced in the interval 265-250 Ma (Figure 12a;
Choiyoi Province; Gianni & Navarrete, 2022) or Permian granitoids (Castillo et al., 2017). However, one key
difference is that the secondary age peak of the Trinity Peninsula Group (and Duque de York Complex) is Ordovi-
cian (c. 470 Ma), aligned to a source derived from the extensive Famatinian magmatic belt (Castillo et al., 2017).
Whereas the LeMay Group has a secondary age peak that is Cambrian in age and likely reflects input from a recy-
cled East Antarctic/Gondwana source. This suggests that although the LeMay Group and Trinity Peninsula Group
were broadly contiguous, their sedimentary input was distinct, although both are dominated by likely input from
the widespread Permian Choiyoi volcanic province. The Group 2 succession of the LeMay Range may mark the
transition zone between Group 1 and the Trinity Peninsula Group (Figure 12), as the Cambrian age peak typical
of Group 1 is absent in Group 2, but is instead characterized by a minor Ordovician peak (c. 470 Ma; Figure 4k),
more akin to the Trinity Peninsula Group.

Willner et al. (2009) investigated the metamorphic history of the Duque de York accretionary prism as part of the
Madre de Dios metamorphic complex and assigned an accretion age of ¢. 233 Ma. They dated (“°Ar/*°Ar) white
mica that they interpreted was the result of deformation associated with accretion. A similar age was reported
from the Cape Legoupil Formation of the Trinity Peninsula Group (Trouw et al., 1997) who determined a Rb-Sr
metamorphic age of 232 + 5 Ma, which they also attributed to possible accretion. In the South Orkney Islands,
chert horizons have been recognized from the Scotia Metamorphic accretionary complex and assigned a Triassic
age (Holdsworth & Nell, 1992), consistent with other components of the Gondwana margin accretion events and
in agreement with the findings of Flowerdew et al. (2007) who suggested an accretion age of ¢. 190 Ma from the
South Orkney Islands.

White mica from sandstone at Grikurov Ridge (Group 1) was analyzed as part of this study and yielded ages
in the range 267-232 Ma, which largely reflects the likely depositional age, but the younger white mica ages,
which map the later foliation may reflect the age of accretion. Triassic accretion may be related to the final phase
of the Gondwanide Orogeny or the more localized Late Triassic Peninsula/Chonide orogenies of the Antarctic
Peninsula-Patagonia related to flat-slab subduction (e.g., Navarrete et al., 2019; Riley, Flowerdew, Millar, &
Whitehouse, 2020). Although the Gondwanide Orogeny is recognised from the North Patagonian Massif (Gregori
et al., 2016) and parts of West Antarctica (Curtis & Storey, 1996), Storey et al. (1987) considered the Mesozoic
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deformation in the Antarctic Peninsula was too young to represent an extension of the main Gondwanide Orogeny
and coined the term, the “Peninsula Orogeny” to define an episode of Late Triassic—Early Jurassic transtension.
Gregori et al. (2016) have determined two phases of Gondwanide deformation (Chonide Event) in the North
Patagonian Massif commencing at 224 + 5 Ma whilst Riley, Flowerdew, Millar, and Whitehouse (2020) recorded
an age of c. 221 Ma for deformation in northwest Palmer Land, which they attributed to the Peninsula Orogeny.

The Group 3 succession at Charcot Island is entirely distinct to the Late Permian—Early Triassic successions of
Groups 1 and 2 of the LeMay Group. A mid-Cretaceous depositional age (Section 6.3) is favored for the sequences
on Charcot Island with a source predominantly derived from Early—Middle Jurassic and mid-Cretaceous litholo-
gies. The Early Jurassic source is closely aligned to the Mount Poster Formation (c. 183 Ma; Hunter et al., 2006)
of southern Palmer Land that also sourced the marine sandstones and mudstone of the Latady Group of (Figure 1).
Early Jurassic volcanic rocks which have been correlated to the Mount Poster Formation are also exposed in the
adjacent Thurston Island crustal block (Riley et al., 2017; Figure 2) and eroded components are likely to extend
offshore into the Amundsen Sea (Simdes Pereira et al., 2018).

The mid-Cretaceous age signal in Group 3 could be related to the local expression of silicic volcanism exposed
at Gannon Nunatak (Figure 3), but could also be related to the relatively proximal and extensive mid-Cretaceous
Lassiter Coast intrusive suite of Palmer Land (Riley, Flowerdew, Burton-Johnson, et al., 2020; Riley et al., 2018)
and its correlatives exposed in Thurston Island (Riley et al., 2017). The greater proportion of ages >1,200 Ma
identified in Group 3 (>10%) relative to Groups 1 and 2 may reflect the close proximity of a translated Charcot
Island to the Haag Nunataks crustal block (Riley, Flowerdew, Pankhurst, et al., 2020).

The dredged samples from Bruce Bank (Figure 2a), a submerged crustal block of the South Scotia Ridge, are of
direct significance to the LeMay Group accretionary complex. Bruce Bank forms part of the widespread Scotia
Metamorphic Complex and metasedimentary rocks along its southern margin have a very similar detrital zircon
age profile to Group 1 of the LeMay Group with peaks at c. 262 Ma and c. 520 Ma (Figure 9; Riley, Carter,
et al., 2022; Riley, Burton-Johnson, et al., 2022). However a sample from the eastern margin of Bruce Bank
(DR.225.28) has a very distinct profile with detrital zircon age peaks at c¢. 128 Ma and c. 185 Ma (Figure 9),
strikingly similar to the Group 3 lithologies of Charcot Island and with a similar spatial relationship. Riley,
Carter, et al. (2022) and Riley, Burton-Johnson, et al. (2022) interpreted that Bruce Bank, along with the South
Orkney microcontinent, formed part of the Antarctic Plate prior to translation to form the South Scotia Ridge. In
the mid-Cretaceous, Bruce Bank would have been located adjacent to the Gondwana margin in continuity with
the other accretionary complexes (Figures 12b and 12c).

A clear temporal association between Group 3 (Charcot Island), the Latady Group/Mount Poster Formation,
Thurston Island and Bruce Bank indicates that Charcot Island (and Bruce Bank) may have undergone some
degree of translation as para-autochthonous crustal blocks. Transcurrent-transform motion is commonplace along
oblique margins and this often leads to the translation of allochthonous terranes (e.g., Umhoefer & Dorsey, 1997).
The tectonic setting was certainly favorable for the translation of allochthonous terranes in the late Mesozoic
and Gohl et al. (1997) noted that relative motion between the Antarctic-Bellingshausen Plate and the Phoe-
nix Plate could have developed a transcurrent plate boundary to accommodate the relative motion between the
Antarctic-Bellingshausen Plate and the southward migrating and subducting Phoenix Plate.

Another possibility is that there is a more significant outboard sedimentary succession with a source charac-
terized by mid-Cretaceous and Early—Middle Jurassic age profiles. The identification by Simdes Pereira
et al. (2018) of offshore sediments dominated by a detrital source with c. 110 Ma and c. 170 Ma ages lends
support to a more extensive outboard unit extending from the Amundsen Sea, adjacent to Thurston Island. Whilst
this does not rule out an allochthonous origin for the Charcot Island crustal block, it could equally have developed
para-autochthonously as part of this outboard sedimentary succession.

Accretion of Charcot Island and components of Bruce Bank must have developed post-110 Ma (likely deposi-
tional age) and may align with the accretion event suggested by Holdsworth and Nell (1992) at c. 90 Ma based on
Radiolaria of Tethyan origin from accreted chert and associated ocean floor material. We favor that the accretion
of the thrust-bound mélange belts in central Alexander Island (Figure 3) are likely to be associated with the accre-
tion of the Charcot Island block at <90 Ma. Larter et al. (2002) determined that the subduction of a microplate
(termed the Charcot Plate) stalled at c. 83 Ma and became coupled to the Antarctic Plate, which may also be
correlated to Late Cretaceous accretion. Apatite fission track ages from Storey et al. (1996) for Charcot Island are
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between 46 and 54 Ma and are similar to other LeMay Group units from the east, indicating a shared history by

the Early Cenozoic. Apatite fission track data from the Lataday Group (Twinn et al., 2022) are comparable to the

Storey et al. (1996) data from Charcot Island and are consistent with a regional exhumation event spanning the

latest Cretaceous/early Cenozoic related to changes in plate convergence rate as discussed in Twinn et al. (2022)

and also highlighted by Larter et al. (2002).

The Group 4 sequence exposed at Mount King is anomalous with respect to the other components of the LeMay

Group and also the adjacent Fossil Bluff Group of eastern Alexander Island. The Carboniferous—Permian depo-

sitional age determined from the macrofauna assemblage reported by Kelly et al. (2001) is not consistent with

the detrital zircon data presented here, which has a prominent Early Jurassic component. The fossil assemblage
from Mount King is not diagnostic and so Early Jurassic deposition for Group 4 is likely following the accretion
of Groups 1 and 2, with a primary contribution from the adjacent Triassic arc of northwest Palmer Land (Riley,

Flowerdew, Millar, & Whitehouse, 2020).

7. Summary

1. The LeMay Group accretionary complex of Alexander Island in the southern Antarctic Peninsula has been
subdivided into four separate groups based on detrital zircon U-Pb age spectra and Lu-Hf isotope prove-
nance analysis. It is interpreted to be related to the accretionary complexes of the Trinity Peninsula Group
(northern Antarctic Peninsula) and the Madre de Dios complexes of southern Patagonia, while there are also
potential outboard connections to the neighboring Thurston Island crustal block and the Scotia Metamorphic
Complex.

2. Groups 1 and 2 of the LeMay Group have a likely depositional age of c. 255 Ma and are closely aligned to the
depositional histories of the Trinity Peninsula Group and the Duque de York Complex of Patagonia. We favor
an autochthonous or para-autochthonous origin for the turbidite succession. Accretion developed at c. 233 Ma
along large parts of the West Gondwana margin and may be related to the localized Peninsula Orogeny during
a period of flat-slab subduction. Post-accretion deposition developed across parts of the LeMay Group (e.g.,
Richter Peaks) and may be akin to the Miers Bluff Formation succession on Livingston Island of the South
Shetland Islands.

3. Group 3 is restricted to Charcot Island and is a distinct lithological unit to Groups 1 and 2, with a likely
depositional age of ~110 Ma. Group 3 has a source derived from lithologies akin to the Early Jurassic Mount
Poster Formation of southern Palmer Land and mid-Cretaceous magmatism widespread across the southern
Antarctic Peninsula. Group 3 has close similarities to components of the South Scotia Ridge at Bruce Bank,
which forms part of the Scotia Metamorphic Complex and also to the Thurston Island-Amundsen Sea region,
where offshore sedimentary units dominated by Early—Middle Jurassic and mid-Cretaceous age profiles are
extensive. We favor a para-autochthonous origin for the Group 3 Charcot Island succession with accretion
developing after 90 Ma associated with thrust slices of oceanic material in the central mélange belts of Alex-
ander Island. This event is likely to be coincident with the uplift of blueschist-facies lithologies from Smith
Island (Figure 1; Scotia Metamorphic Complex; McCarron & Larter, 1998). An outboard origin is most likely,
but translation from close to the Thurston Island crustal block is consistent with the plate reorganisation devel-
oping during the Late Cretaceous.

4. Group 4 (Mount King) also forms a separate lithological unit distinct from the LeMay and Fossil Bluff groups.
We favor a post-accretion depositional age (Early Jurassic) and do not support a Carboniferous lithostrati-
graphical age suggested by the non-diagnostic macrofauna assemblage.

5. The primary source for Groups 1 and 2 of the LeMay Group are closely related to the emplacement of the
widespread Choiyoi magmatic event during the Permian as part of slab window events. The extent of the
Choiyoi province is likely to continue into the Antarctic Peninsula but with the volcanic record only preserved
in offshore basins.
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