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The Billefjorden Trough, a well studied onshore analogue to Carboniferous rift basins in the  
Ba-rents Sea, is bounded to the west by the Billefjorden Fault Zone. Structural field analysis of a mega-
breccia and adjacent strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation in the hanging wall of the Odellfjellet Fault  
segment of the Billefjorden Fault Zone suggests that slope failure occurred along the basin-bounding 
fault in the Middle Pennsylvanian during the “through-going fault zones” phase of extension, i.e., during  
decreasing tectonic activity. Structural field data acquired in the megabreccia adjacent to the Odell- 
fjellet Fault using the scanline method show no relationship between fracture density and the  
presence and/or proximity to a major fault. In the early Cenozoic, mild reworking of Middle Pennsylvanian 
deposits, including plastic deformation within the megabreccia, reflects Eurekan strain partitioning and 
decoupling during reactivation of the Billefjorden Fault Zone. The study also reveals the occurrence of 
abundant WNW–ESE-striking faults in Middle Pennsylvanian sedimentary deposits, which probably formed  
parallel to the preexisting structural grain trending highly oblique to Grenvillian and Caledonian grains. 

Introduction
The Billefjorden Trough in central Spitsbergen (see Fig. 1A for location) is a well-studied analogue to  
Carboniferous rift basins in the Barents Sea (Aakvik, 1981; Gjelberg & Steel, 1983; Gjelberg, 1983, 1984; 
Braathen et al., 2011). It is an asymmetric half-graben bounded to the west by a major east-dipping, long- 
lived fault, the Billefjorden Fault Zone (Harland et al., 1974). The main goals of the study have been to 
study fracture density and its relationship with the distance to the main basin-bounding normal fault,  
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the Odellfjellet Fault, and to describe and characterise (stratigraphically) megabreccia outcrops  
located in the vicinity of the Odellfjellet Fault (see Fig. 1B for location) and discuss its implications on the  
tectonic evolution of the Billefjorden Trough. This contribution partly builds on previous studies in the 
area (Koehl et al., 2016) and refines their interpretation of structural field data. Broader implications 
of the study include a better understanding of tectonic and sedimentary processes along major border 
faults in rift basins in general.

Figure 1. (A) Topographic-bathymetric map around Spitsbergen modified after Jakobsson et al. (2012). Abbreviations: 
Bi – Billefjorden, Md – Mimerdalen, Ss – Sassenfjorden, Tp – Tempelfjorden, VKSZ – Vimsodden–Kosabapasset Shear 
Zone; (B) Geological map modified from svalbardkartet.npolar.no showing the main tectono-stratigraphic units and  
structures in the study area in central Spitsbergen. Abbreviations: BF – Balliolbreen Fault, Ch – Cheopsfjellet, Eb – Elsabreen,  
Ed – Ebbadalen, Fo – Fortet, GF – Gipshuken Fault, KF – Kampesteindalen Fault, LF – Løvehovden Fault, Md –  
Mimerdalen, ML – Mittag–Lefflerbreen, Od – Odellfjellet, OF – Odellfjellet Fault, Pe – Petuniabukta, PM – Pyramiden 
Mountain, Py – Pyramiden, Sh – Svenbrehøgda.
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Secondary goals have been to study potential Eurekan overprint structures within the studied rock 
units and briefly add to the tectonic context (fault reactivation and sediment reworking) in central  
Spitsbergen in the early Cenozoic by comparing our observations with those of other studies in Bille- 
fjorden (e.g., Ringset & Andresen, 1988; Harland et al., 1988; Koehl, 2021). In addition, the study  
reveals the presence of two dominant fault sets within the studied sedimentary deposits and discusses 
their relationship with known basement structural grains (inheritance) in Svalbard and the Barents Sea 
(e.g., N–S-trending Caledonian and WNW–ESE-trending Timanian grains).

Geological setting
The Billefjorden Trough consists of uppermost Devonian–lowermost Permian sedimentary rocks of 
the Billefjorden and Gipsdalen groups (Cutbill & Challinor, 1965; Cutbill et al., 1976; Dallmann et al., 
1999) deposited unconformably over Proterozoic basement folded and thrusted during the Caledonian  
Orogeny (Gee et al., 1994; Witt-Nilsson et al., 1998) and over Devonian sedimentary rocks of the  
Mimerdalen Subgroup and Wood Bay Formation deposited during the collapse of the Caledonide  
Orogen (Friend et al., 1966; Friend & Moody-Stuart, 1972; Murascov & Mokin, 1979; Piepjohn &  
Dallmann, 2014; Fig. 2). The Billefjorden Trough is an asymmetric half-graben bounded by major, 
east-dipping, normal-fault segments of the Billefjorden Fault Zone in the west (e.g., Balliolbreen,  
Odellfjellet, and Gipshuken faults; Harland et al., 1974).

At the base of this rift basin, uppermost Devonian–Mississippian strata of the Billefjorden Group  
(Playford, 1962, 1963; Lindemann et al., 2013; Marshall et al., 2015) consisting of fluvial clastic- and 
coal-rich sedimentary rocks (Fig. 2) are thought to have been deposited broadly during a period of 
tectonic quiescence (McCann & Dallmann, 1996; Braathen et al., 2011; Smyrak-Sikora et al., 2018) or 
within widespread mini-basins (Cutbill & Challinor, 1965; Cutbill et al., 1976; Aakvik, 1981; Gjelberg, 
1984; Koehl & Muñoz-Barrera, 2018).

In the Pennsylvanian, sediment deposition was localised east of the Billefjorden Fault Zone  
within the Billefjorden Trough. This was accompanied by kilometre-scale normal faulting along the  
Billefjorden Fault Zone and deposition of shallow-marine sediments of the Gipsdalen Group (e.g., Steel 
& Worsley, 1984; Braathen et al., 2011; Smyrak-Sikora et al., 2018; Fig. 2). These included (1) upper  
Serpukhovian red-grey beds of the Hultberget Formation deposited possibly as part of an  
alluvial fan (Playford, 1962, 1963; Cutbill et al., 1976; Johannessen, 1980; Gjelberg & Steel, 1981;  
Johannessen & Steel, 1992; Smyrak-Sikora et al., 2018), (2) Lower Pennsylvanian deposits of the Ebbadalen  
Formation including grey, yellow and red sandstone-conglomerate interbedded with green-grey shale 
in the lower part, and dolomite units interfingering with gypsum-anhydrite and dolomite-limestone in 
the upper part (Holliday & Cutbill, 1972; Johannessen, 1980; Johannessen & Steel, 1992; Braathen et 
al., 2011), (3) Middle Pennsylvanian limestones, dolomites, evaporites and karst/dissolution breccias  
of the Minkinfjellet Formation deposited in a relatively deeper marine system (McWhae, 1953;  
Cutbill & Challinor, 1965; Lønøy, 1995), and (4) uppermost Middle Pennsylvanian–lower Permian  
carbonate and evaporite deposits of the Wordiekammen and Gipshuken formations (Gee et al., 1952;  
Cutbill & Challinor, 1965; Keilen, 1992; Ahlborn & Stemmerik, 2015) deposited in a marine  
environment under limited tectonic activity (Braathen et al., 2011; Maher & Braathen, 2011).  
The Hultberget, Ebbadalen and Minkinfjellet formations are believed to reflect a (early) syn-rift  
tectonic setting in the Billefjorden Trough, whereas the Word kammen Formation and Gipshuken  
Formation are commonly associated with late-rift and post-rift settings, respectively (Cutbill & Challinor, 
1965; Steel & Worsley, 1984; Braathen et al., 2011).
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Figure 2. Litho-stratigraphic chart of late Paleozoic (uppermost Devonian–lower Permian) sedimentary rocks of the  
Billefjorden and Gipsdalen groups in central Spitsbergen. The chart is based on descriptions by Gee et al. (1952),  
McWhae (1953), Playford (1962), Cutbill & Challinor (1965), Holliday & Cutbill (1972), Cutbill et al. (1976), 
Johannessen (1980), Aakvik (1981), Gjelberg & Steel (1981), Lønøy (1981, 1995), Gjelberg (1983, 1984), Johannssen & 
Steel (1992), Dallmann et al. (1999), and Braathen et al. (2011).
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The stratigraphic unit of interest to this study, the Minkinfjellet Formation, is divided into three  
members. The lower member (Carronelva Member) is composed of greenish to yellowish, very fine- to 
fine-grained sandstone, dolomite and evaporite (Cutbill & Challinor, 1965; Lønøy, 1981, 1995), whereas 
the upper member (Terrierfjellet Member) is dominated by limestone, dolomite and evaporite (Lønøy, 
1981, 1995; Dallmann et al., 1999). The uppermost Fortet Member consists of relatively well sorted 
dissolution breccias (McWhae, 1953; Lønøy, 1981; Dallmann, 1993).

In the Paleocene, the opening of the Labrador Sea and Baffin Bay (Chalmers & Pulvertaft, 2001; Oakey 
& Chalmers, 2012) resulted in Eurekan contraction-transpression in Svalbard, during which east-verging 
thrusts formed in the West Spitsbergen Fold-and-Thrust Belt (Harland, 1969; Harland & Horsfield, 1974; 
Craddock et al., 1985; Dallmann et al., 1993) and thick sediment successions were deposited in the 
Central Tertiary Basin (Larsen, 1988; Petersen et al., 2016). In central Spitsbergen, local faults like the 
Billefjorden Fault Zone were mildly inverted as shown by the 200 metres top-west reverse offset of the 
Wordikammen and Gipshuken formations along the Gipshuken Fault (Harland et al., 1974; Ringset & 
Andresen, 1988; Dallmann et al., 2004; Bælum & Braathen, 2012).

Methods
The study presents field structural measurements and observations of brittle faults and bedding  
surfaces in the hanging wall of the Odellfjellet Fault in Pyramiden acquired in 2015 (Figs. 3, 4, 5, & 
6). Measurements were taken in a megabreccia unit located just east of the presumed trace of the 
east-dipping Odellfjellet Fault, and within adjacent ESE-dipping strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation 
farther east for comparison.

Structural measurements in the megabreccia, which is presumed to be located in the damage zone 
of the Odellfjellet Fault, were acquired using the scanline method (Priest & Hudson, 1981) to assess 
fracture density (number of fractures per metre) and orientation with regards to major fault zones.  
The scanline trends E–W, i.e., perpendicular to the Odellfjellet Fault, and the results are shown in 
Fig. 3D. Strike and dip of fractures in the damage zone of the Odellfjellet Fault were used to infer the 
main stress orientation during rifting. Structural field measurements are plotted in lower-hemisphere,  
equal-area, Schmidt stereonets.

High-resolution versions of the figures can be found at https://doi.org/10.18710/UFUYIC and the whole 
dataset of outcrop photographs at https://doi.org/10.18710/NARMZS on DataverseNO. In addition, this 
electronic dataset includes photographs of the entire beach transect we analysed as it was in August 
2015, starting from the megabreccia in the west to ESE-dipping strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation in 
the east.
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Figure 3. (A) Aerial photograph of the Pyramiden Mountain viewed from the southeast (see Fig. 1B for location) 
showing major stratigraphic units and the location of the megabreccia, and of the Odellfjellet Fault segment of the Bille- 
fjorden Fault Zone and a possible Eurekan thrust. Schmidt stereonets show bedding and fracture surfaces, respectively,  
as gradient shader and great circles. Photo by Åsle Strøm. Abbreviations: BG – Billefjorden Group, H & E Fm –  
Hultberget and Ebbadalen formations, M Fm – Minkinfjellet Formation, OF – Odellfjellet Fault, W Fm – Wordie- 
kammen Formation, WB Fm – Wood Bay Formation. (B) Panorama showing the megabreccia east of Pyramiden with 
possible stratification/layering, and the relationship of the megabreccia with nearby ESE-dipping strata of the Minkin- 
fjellet Formation to the east. Schmidt stereonets show bedding and fracture surfaces, respectively, as gradient  
shader and great circles. Bedding surfaces are from within the boulders, whereas fracture surfaces are both from the 
matrix and the boulders. See legend in (A). (C) Zoom in the megabreccia outcrop showing possible stratification (dashed  
white lines) and the location and extent of the scanline of structural measurements, and of two topographical gullies.  
See legend in (A) and location in (B). (D) Fracture density graph extracted from the scanline in the megabreccia showing 
the variations in the number of fractures in one-metre intervals (total of 31 intervals). Note the correlation between the 
two fracture density lows within the megabreccia and two topographic (erosional) gullies. Location of the scanline in 
(C). (E) Outcrop photograph showing boulders (dotted white lines) of greenish–yellow sandstone (Carronelva Member 
of the Minkinfjellet Formation) and of limestone (with dissolution features) and micritic dolomite (Terrierfjellet Member 
of the Minkinfjellet Formation) in the megabreccia. Note the Z-shaped shear fabrics (red lines) below the boulder of 
micritic dolomite (lower right inset) and the high dip angle of bedding surfaces and low dip angle of fractures surfaces 
within the boulder of greenish–yellow sandstone. See legend in (A) and location in (B). (F) Zoom in Z-shaped structures 
below large boulders in the matrix of the megabreccia. (G) Outcrop photograph of black bituminous dolomite possibly 
belonging to the Carronelva–Terrierfjellet members of the Minkinfjellet Formation within the megabreccia with possible 
primary bedding surfaces (yellow lines). Vertical yellow wooden metre stick for scale. See legend in (A) and location in 
(C). (H) Zoom in a limestone boulder within the megabreccia showing dissolution holes.
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Figure 4. (A) Interpreted and (B) uninterpreted photograph of part of the megabreccia unit showing the subtle layering 
consisting of alignments of the long axes of boulders  and/or the long edges of boulders within the megabreccia.
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Figure 5. Examples of fracture geometries in the study area, including planar (A, B) and undulating/bending  
fractures (C, D), some of which display fault striations suggesting strike-slip to dip-slip sense of shear (E, F) and some  
involving calcite cement and calcite-filled crackle breccia (G, H). Note the undulating character and S-shaped geometry of  
subvertical, NNE–SSW-striking fractures across bedding-parallel fracture surfaces, thus suggesting a formation of 
the former as shear fractures during top-west contraction (C, D). Also note the c. 30° angle between major fractures  
associated with crackle breccia and swarms of minor calcite-filled fractures, which suggests a formation as tensile 
cracks (G, H).
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Results
Lithological description of the megabreccia

We investigated ESE-dipping limestone-dominated strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation and a chaotic, 
heterogeneous, poorly sorted, possibly stratified, c. 30 metre-wide conglomeratic unit (Fig. 3B) east of 
Pyramiden and referred to as megabreccia due to the size (>1 metre) of some of the boulders (see Figs. 
1B & 3A for location). The megabreccia consists of a fine-grained clayey, calcareous matrix wrapped  
around angular clasts of various size, ranging from pebbles to boulders. The matrix is partly lithified 
(small blocks disintegrating upon pick-up), but does not seem to contain any fossils. In places, the  
fine-grained clayey matrix shows Z-shaped sigmoidal features below some large boulders (Fig. 3E, F). 
These features are subtle but discrete surfaces that resemble ductile fabrics within shear zones in that 
they represent small deformation surfaces seemingly bending partly consolidated blocks of matrix.  
The surfaces do not show any striation.

Clasts within the megabreccia display four discrete lithologies. First, a yellowish to greenish,  
very fine to fine-grained sandstone (Fig. 3E), which is abundant within the Carronelva Member of the  
Minkinfjellet Formation (Lønøy, 1981, 1995; Eliassen & Talbot, 2003). Second, black bituminous dolomite  
and limestone (Fig. 3G) that are relatively common in the Carronelva and Terrierfjellet members of 
the Minkinfjellet Formation (Lønøy, 1981), e.g., in Bünsow Land (Gobbett, 1963; Lønøy, 1995) and 
along the eastern shore of Petuniabukta (Fig. 1B). Third and fourth, micritic dolomite and limestone  
displaying millimetre- to centimetre-scale rounded holes possibly representing dissolution features  
(Fig. 3E, H), which most likely belong to the upper part of the Minkinfjellet Formation because of their  
close similarities to dominant lithologies within adjacent, gently ESE-dipping strata of the Terrierfjellet  

Figure 6. (A) Field photograph and (B) zoom in decimetre-scale graben structures displaying V-shaped geometries 
and possibly representing V-structures related to cave roof collapse during the dissolution of evaporites at depth.  
(C) Abrupt interuption of ESE-dipping bedding surfaces (yellow lines). Dark micritic dolomite is found seemingly as a  
column (blue lines) within a bed of light-coloured limestone. The micritic dolomite shows limited deformation, including 
mild brecciation to the left, but is massive with a few minor fractures showing no offset in the central and right parts of 
the potential pipe, which suggest either limited or no transport of the dolomite.
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Member of the Minkinfjellet Formation in the east (Fig. 3B; Koehl et al., 2016) and with  
contemporaneous rocks in Bünsow Land (Gobbett, 1963; Lønøy, 1995). This suggests that the  
megabreccia is contemporaneous or younger than the Minkinfjellet Formation. However, no clasts 
of the overlying Wordiekammen Formation (Ahlborn & Stemmerik, 2015) were encountered in the  
megabreccia, which possibly implies that it formed before lithification of the Wordiekammen Formation.

Potential internal layering within the megabreccia appears as subtle alignments of the long axes of 
blocks and alignments of the long edges of boulders (Figs. 3B, C & 4). This may indicate a formation 
in several pulses or episodes, and the high level of mixing of clasts within the megabreccia suggests 
that boulders from both the lower and the upper parts of the Minkinfjellet Formation were reworked 
simultaneously (Fig. 3E, G).

The megabreccia is located 15–20 metres west of outcrops consisting of gently ESE-dipping  
strata of the (upper part of the) Terrierfjellet Member of the Minkinfjellet Formation. The imaginary  
prolongation of these ESE-dipping strata to the west appears to extend above the megabreccia outcrop 
(Fig. 3B) and the megabreccia boulders all consist of lithified material from the Minkinfjellet Formation  
(Fig. 3E, G; Gobbett, 1963; Lønøy, 1981, 1995; Eliassen & Talbot, 2003). Therefore, if the megabreccia is  
depositional, it is possibly contemporaneous with and part of the stratigraphy of the Minkinfjellet 
Formation.

Fracture and bedding surfaces in strata of the Minkinfjellet  
Formation and the megabreccia

The scanline taken in the megabreccia shows an overall increase of fracture density towards the centre 
of the megabreccia, including three peaks with high fracture density (≥4 fractures per metre) separated 
by two lows (<4 fractures per metre; Fig. 3D and Electronic supplement 1). The two lows correlate with 
topographic gullies and limited outcrop exposures (Fig. 3B, C). From the centre of the megabreccia  
outcrop, fracture density decreases both westwards towards the presumed trace of the  
Odellfjellet Fault and eastwards towards ESE-dipping strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation (Fig. 3D).  
In both directions, fracture density decrease is accompanied by gradually more limited outcrop  
exposures and outcrops of lower quality (Fig. 3B, C and Electronic supplement 1).

Structural measurements in gently ESE-dipping sedimentary strata of the upper part of the Minkin- 
fjellet Formation east of the megabreccia show two dominant sets of discrete, planar to undulating 
(e.g., S-shaped, subvertical, NNE–SSW-striking) fracture surfaces striking dominantly N–S to NNE–SSW 
with c. 50–80° dip angles and subsidiarily WNW–ESE to NW–SE with dip angles in the range of c. 70–90° 
(Fig. 5A–D). These fractures are intra- to inter-strata, though they seem to die out relatively quickly 
upwards and downwards in the stratigraphy. A handful of fractures displayed striations suggesting  
strike-slip to dip-slip movements (Fig. 5E, F). However, the low number of fault lineations and  
uncertainties in the sense of shear do not allow us to discuss the kinematic history confidently. The two 
fracture sets appear to cross-cut one another, thus suggesting a coeval formation. However, the limited 
quality and/or extent of the outcrops and the limited number of instances in which the cross-cutting 
relationships were observed call for caution. Some of the fractures involve crackle breccia consisting of 
angular to sub-rounded clasts of limestone and micritic dolomite in a calcite cement showing limited to 
no offset (Fig. 5G, H), while others form mini-graben structures with tens of centimetre- to metre-scale 
normal offsets of the stratigraphy (see offset marker bed — blue line in Fig. 3B). The undulating to 
planar geometries of the fractures, the arrangement of some fractures into swarms striking oblique  
(c. 30°) to major fracture surfaces, and the bending of some fractures across bedding surfaces suggest a 
formation both as shear and tensile cracks (Fig. 5A–D, G, H; Einstein & Dershowitz, 1990).



12 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                                Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

Similar fracture sets were recorded in the megabreccia, both in the matrix and in boulders, where 
N–S- to NNW–SSE-striking fractures show a broader spread in both strike (NNW–SSE to NNE–SSW) and 
dip angle (c. 40–90°; Fig. 3B), whereas WNW–ESE- to NW–SE-striking fractures show only minor or no  
change in strike and dip range (65–90° instead of 70–90°). Knowing that the fractures within the mega- 
breccia’s boulders do not propagate into the matrix (i.e., formation of the fractures prior to formation of 
the boulders), the presence of similarly striking fracture sets both within the megabreccia and adjacent 
strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation suggests a common tectonic history for these stratigraphic units.

Bedding surfaces within megabreccia boulders display significant variations in trend (dominantly  
NE- to SE-dipping) and dip angle (c. 20–60°; Fig. 3B), whereas they consistently dip (c. 30–40°) gently to 
the east-southeast in adjacent strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation (Fig. 3A). Such variations in trend, 
strike and dip angle for bedding surfaces and N–S- to NNE–SSW-striking fractures but not for WNW–ESE- 
striking fractures suggest that, during transport, boulders experienced rotation along an axis (sub-)  
parallel to the trend of ESE-dipping bedding surfaces and to the strike of N–S- to NNE–SSW-striking 
fractures, and (sub-)orthogonal to WNW–ESE- to NW–SE-striking fractures, i.e., most likely along a  
(N–S- to) NNE–SSW-trending axis.

Discussion

Relationship between fracture density and presence or proximity 
to a major fault

Both westwards and eastwards, fracture density decreases (i.e., away from the centre of the mega- 
breccia outcrop) and the two density lows within the megabreccia might be related to outcrop  
collapse in areas with relatively higher degree of fracturing (perhaps reflecting the presence of major 
faults). However, the lack of fault rocks such as fault gouge or cataclasite, and lack of consistent fracture 
density increase on the edges of density lows and areas with lower fracture density suggest otherwise.  
The Odellfjellet Fault is believed to be a major fault with km-scale displacement (i.e., large amount 
of clast transport; Braathen et al., 2011). Therefore, if the megabreccia were to correspond to the 
fault core zone, the clasts within the megabreccia should be well-sorted, rounded to sub-rounded,  
and major grain cominution should be observed. None of this is the case. Since apparent fracture density  
highs seem to match outcrop availability and quality, it is more likely that low fracture density reflects 
a higher degree of erosion of the studied megabreccia outcrop, whereas high fracture density occurs 
in well (better) preserved portions of the outcrop (Fig. 3C, D and Electronic supplement 1). Despite the 
continuous character of the base of the megabreccia outcrop, there is no obvious relationship between 
fracture density and the presence or proximity to major faults like the nearby Odellfjellet Fault. Such a 
relationship should appear in the areas with sufficient outcrops (e.g., overall increase to fracture density 
from east to west instead of largest fracture density in the central part of the megabreccia; Fig. 3D). 
Should the gullies be related to large faults, such faults would appear at the base of the outcrop, which 
is continuous, and the fracture density should increase accordingly towards the edges of the gullies. 
None of this is the case.

Origin of the megabreccia east of Pyramiden

Boulders within the megabreccia east of Pyramiden originate from both the Carronelva and the  
Terrierfjellet members of the Minkinfjellet Formation (Gobbett, 1963; Lønøy, 1981, 1995; Eliassen & 
Talbot, 2003) and appear to be located stratigraphically below the upper(most) part of the Terrierfjellet 
Member of the Minkinfjellet Formation, which consists of ESE-dipping strata (Fig. 3A, B). No clasts of 
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the Wordiekammen Formation were encountered in the megabreccia, which suggests that the mega-
breccia was deposited before lithification of the Wordiekammen Formation, i.e., most likely during the 
Middle Pennsylvanian, shortly after lithification of the lower part of the Terrierfjellet Member of the 
Minkinfjellet Formation.

Bedding and fracture surfaces within boulders constituting the megabreccia east of Pyramiden show 
significant variations and include sub-horizontal brittle faults and sub-vertical bedding surfaces  
(Fig. 3A, B, E). Such variations in trend, strike and dip imply that both bedding and fracture surfaces  
experienced significant rotation during transport, possibly when the blocks were detached, fell and/or 
slid and were deposited, most likely along a (N–S- to) NNE–SSW-trending axis. If the megabreccia were to  
represent a recent (Quaternary) landslide, bedding and fracture surfaces within boulders of the mega- 
breccia would show rotation along an axis (sub-) parallel to the current topography, i.e., along an E–W- 
trending axis. This further supports the interpretation that this megabreccia is part of the stratigraphy  
of the Minkinfjellet Formation.

In Billefjorden, the dissolution of evaporites (e.g., of the Ebbadalen and Minkinfjellet formations) at 
depth is thought to be responsible for the formation of a relatively well-sorted karst breccia of the 
Fortet Member of the Minkinfjellet Formation, e.g., in Fortet (Fig. 1B; McWhae, 1953; Dallmann, 1993; 
Dallmann et al., 1999; Eliassen & Talbot, 2003, 2005; Nordeide, 2008). Such a breccia occurs as pipes 
and as stratabound deposits interbedded with undeformed carbonates of the Minkinfjellet Formation 
(Eliassen & Talbot, 2005). It is possible that the boulders of Minkinfjellet Formation in the megabreccia 
east of Pyramiden represent a karst breccia (Koehl et al., 2016, fig. 4B). However, the megabreccia 
shows a poorly sorted (several metres’ wide boulders to microscopic matrix), polymictic facies (Fig. 3B) 
that is significantly different from both columnar and stratabound, monomictic, relatively well-sorted 
karst breccias, which are generally dominated by 1–10 cm-wide clasts and show reverse grading, i.e., 
increasing clast size upwards (Eliassen & Talbot, 2005). Moreover, the high level of mixing of clasts from 
the lower (Carronelva Member) and upper part (Terrierfjellet Member) of the Minkinfjellet Formation 
suggests a more abrupt trigger mechanism for the deposition of the megabreccia. Notably, clasts from 
lower stratigraphic intervals (e.g., greenish-yellow sandstone of the Carronelva Member) could not 
have been moved upwards if the megabreccia formed as a karst breccia.

Although the megabreccia does not conform to typical dissolution breccias in Billefjorden,  
it should be noted that dissolution of gypsum and formation of dissolution breccia are thought to  
occur at depth farther east, below strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation adjacent to the megabreccia.  
This is suggested by the presence of fractures showing no to limited offset filled with crackle breccia  
(see Fig. 5G, H), which is typical in areas where gypsum dissolution occurred, e.g., in eastern Billefjorden 
(Eliassen & Talbot, 2005), and by abrupt but local interruptions of bedding in places by small faults, 
which might define V-structures reflecting cave roof-collapse (Fig. 6A–C). However, the rocks within the  
potential V-structures are not brecciated (Fig. 6A–C), which is not in line with cave roof collapse. Therefore,  
although an interpretation of the megabreccia as a stratabound dissolution breccia might seem  
possible, it is not the interpretation most favoured by our data.

The poorly sorted megabreccia is also very different from relatively well sorted, pebbly,  
Pennsylvanian sedimentary breccias described between the Odellfjellet and Balliolbreen faults in 
Pyramiden (Braathen et al., 2011). Furthermore, if the megabreccia represented a reworked fault  
breccia, it would show, at least in places, blocks of cataclastic fault rock and/or fault gouge and the 
planar surfaces within the megabreccia would dip just as steeply as the fault. This is not the case.

Another possiblity is that the investigated megabreccia formed as a syn-tectonic, fault-growth  
deposit during Carboniferous normal faulting along the Odellfjellet Fault (Koehl et al., 2016, fig. 4A).  
Such an interpretation may explain the presence of boulders of greenish-yellow sandstone and  
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bituminous dolomite-limestone originating from the footwall and/or hanging wall of the fault, and the 
apparent rotation of boulders of the megabreccia along a (N–S- to) NNE–SSW-trending axis by slope 
failure along the Odellfjellet Fault paleotopography. Boulders cross-cut by N–S- to NNE–SSW-striking 
fractures (e.g., Fig. 3E) may have fallen and/or slid into the hanging wall of the Odellfjellet Fault and 
experienced rotation along a (N–S- to) NNE–SSW-trending axis, i.e., (sub-) parallel to the fractures  
strike, i.e., mass wasting deposit (Fig. 3A, B). This interpretation explains most of our observations.  
First, it accounts for the broad variation in dip angle of N–S-striking fractures within the megabreccia  
(c. 40–90°) and the difference in dip-angle range with similarly striking fractures within adjacent ESE- 
tilted strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation (c. 50–80°). Second, it explains the much smaller  
variations in dip angle of WNW–ESE-striking fractures within boulders of the megabreccia (c. 65–90°) 
and a smaller difference in dip angle range with similarly striking fractures in adjacent ESE-tilted  
strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation (c. 70–90°) since these were oriented (sub) orthogonal to the 
axis of rotation during fall (Fig. 3A, B.). Third, it provides a reasonable explanation for the significant  
variations in trend (NE- to SE-dipping) and dip angle (20–60°) of bedding surfaces within the megabreccia  
(Fig. 3A, B). This interpretation is supported by the location of the megabreccia in the proximal hanging 
wall of the east-dipping Odellfjellet Fault (Fig. 3A) and by the presence of Z-shaped sigmoidal shear  
fabrics in the megabreccia’s clayey matrix below some of the boulders (Fig. 3E), which possibly  
correspond to soft-sediment deformation features reflecting the sliding and/or fall and (re-)  
deposition of blocks of Minkinfjellet Formation into a matrix of unconsolidated sediments, e.g.,  
in shallow water. The potential internal, ESE-dipping stratification within the megabreccia (i.e., parallel  
to stratification within the Minkinfjellet Formation adjacent to the megabreccia; Fig. 3B) suggests that the 
megabreccia was deposited through several successive episodes of slope failure (though relatively quickly  
because it sits within a discrete stratigraphic level of the hangingwall section), which is reasonable  
considering the hundreds of metre-scale normal movement inferred along the Billefjorden Fault Zone  
during Pennsylvanian times (e.g., Johannessen & Steel, 1992; Braathen et al., 2011). The high level of  
mixing of the megabreccia may be explained by mixing of boulders both from the footwall and hanging 
wall, with some boulders may from the hanging wall remaining partly attached to the footwall at fault  
asperities. This is supported by the gently curving geometry of the Odellfjellet Fault in map view  
(Dallmann et al., 2004). Yet, another possibility might be a composite between a syn-tectonic growth 
deposit and a dissolution breccia. Based on the evidence favouring a formation as a fault-growth  
deposit (previous paragraph) and on hints of evaporite dissolution at depth (e.g., Fig. 6), it is possible to  
suggest a formation of the megabreccia as a fault-growth deposit in the Middle Pennsylvanian, and 
partial reworking as a stratabound dissolution breccia. The main arguments against reworking due to 
evaporite dissolution are (1) the high level of mixing of the clasts of all members of the Minkinfjellet 
Formation, (2) the absence of reverse grading, and (3) the size of many of the clasts (boulders ≥1 m 
wide) in the megabreccia.

Implications for post-Caledonian extension in central Spitsbergen

Such large megabreccia deposits are common in late-rift sedimentary deposits and generally reflect 
steepening (in time) of the main fault and resulting slope failure (critical wedge taper; e.g., Blair &  
McPherson, 1994; Andric et al., 2018) once the dip angle of the slope is high enough. In addition, the 
studied megabreccia did not contain any clasts of formations stratigraphically older or younger than the 
Minkinfjellet Formation. This indicates that younger formations were not yet lithified and that older 
formations were not exposed or not uplifted high enough in the footwall of the Odellfjellet Fault to be 
involved in slope failure. This suggests that the Minkinfjellet Formation and associated megabreccia east 
of Pyramiden were probably deposited during reduced fault activity, during a late episode of normal 
faulting along the Odellfjellet Fault in the Middle Pennsylvanian (late–latest syn-rift), i.e., during the 
“through-going fault zones” phase of Gawthorpe & Leeder (2000). This interpretation contrasts with 
that of Braathen et al. (2011) who ascribed the Minkinfjellet Formation to the syn-rift stage (equivalent 
to the “linkage and interaction” phase of Gawthorpe & Leeder, 2000).
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A deposition of the Minkinfjellet Formation and associated megabreccia east of Pyramiden during the 
“through-going fault zones” phase of Gawthorpe & Leeder (2000) is also supported by the overall thick-
ness variations of the Minkinfjellet Formation in the Billefjorden area (Dallmann, 1993). The Minkin- 
fjellet Formation gradually thins westwards towards the Billefjorden Fault Zone, thus suggesting  
passive infill in a late-rift setting (i.e., “through-going fault zones” phase of Gawthorpe & Leeder, 2000) 
with limited tectonic activity along a few major faults, such as the Odellfjellet Fault (present study),  
the Gipshuken Fault segment of the Balliolbreen Fault in southern Billefjorden (Harland et al., 1974; 
Ringset & Andresen, 1988; Dallmann et al., 2004; Dallmann, 2015; see Fig. 1B for location), and the 
Løvehovden Fault (Braathen et al., 2011; Maher & Braathen, 2011; see Fig. 1B for location).

Alternatively, the lack of paleotopography along the Odellfjellet Fault in Pyramiden might be related 
to fault relay (Braathen et al., 2011). However, the presence of a fault relay zone at this locality during 
formation of the megabreccia should be reflected in the rotation of the fracture and bedding surfaces 
within the megabreccia boulders with sedimentary input (clasts) coming from the north. This does not 
seem to be the case since both the intra-boulder fractures and bedding surfaces show a simple rotation 
along a NNE–SSW-trending axis. Based on the isochore and isopach maps by Braathen et al. (2011),  
the potential relay between the Odellfjellet and Balliolbreen faults was mostly active during deposition 
of the Ebbadalen Formation in the Early Pennsylvanian, i.e., prior to the formation of the megabreccia 
in the late Middle Pennsylvanian.

Potential Eurekan reactivation of the Billefjorden Fault Zone and 
reworking of the megabreccia

In the area of Pyramiden, Elsabreen and Svenbrehøgda (and all the way to Cheopsfjellet),  
the top-basement unconformity and sedimentary strata of the Ebbadalen Formation (Braathen et al., 
2011) and of the Minkinfjellet Formation (Fig. 3A; see also Koehl et al., 2016) dip gently to the east- 
southeast to southeast, and graben structures within the Minkinfjellet Formation just east of  
Pyramiden (Fig. 3B) are tilted east-southeastwards to southeastwards. Braathen et al. (2011) ascribed 
this southeastward to east-southeastward dip-tilt and displacement gradients along the Balliolbreen 
and Odellfjellet faults to the presence of a SE- to SSE-dipping relay zone between the Balliolbreen and 
Odellfjellet faults in Pyramiden–Elsabreen, possibly including the Pyramiden Fault (Smyrak-Sikora et 
al., 2018). However, the dip of strata of the Ebbadalen Formation does not appear to change across  
(i.e., because of) this fault (Smyrak-Sikora et al., 2018, fig. 7). Should the relay fault have been active 
at the time of deposition of the Ebbadalen Formation (Braathen et al., 2011), bedding surfaces of the  
associated deposits must have been somewhat tilted towards the normal (relay) fault. The lack of  
change of strike and dip across the postulated relay fault suggests that the east-southeastern dip of the 
sedimentary strata in the area is related to other factors.

The ESE-dip of Pennsylvanian sedimentary strata in Pyramiden, Elsabreen and Svenbrehøgda might 
be related to the actual strike of fault segments of the Billefjorden Fault Zone being NNE–SSW instead 
of N–S to NNW–SSE (see stereonets in Fig. 3A showing the dominance of NNE–SSW-striking fracture  
within the Minkinfjellet Formation), and to tilting of the strata during Eurekan inversion of NNE–SS-
W-striking faults segments of the Billefjorden Fault Zone (and minor folding; Fig. 7). This is supported by a  
similar ESE-dip of uppermost Devonian–Mississippian sedimentary strata of the Billefjorden Group,  
by the dominant top-WNW sense of shear of early Cenozoic Eurekan contractional duplexes and 
thrust faults within this stratigraphic unit in Pyramiden (Koehl, 2021), and by the presence of an  
Eurekan thrust in the area along the eastern slope of Pyramiden, Mumien and Svenbrehøgda (Dallmann  
et al., 2004).
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Furthermore, it is possible that Z-shaped shears within the clayey matrix of the megabreccia 
east of Pyramiden (Fig. 3E) actually formed during top-west to top-WNW early Cenozoic Eurekan  
deformation (Fig. 7). Strain partitioning and decoupling in early Cenozoic times may have resulted in 
plastic deformation within sedimentary layers made up of similarly weak material, e.g., coals-coaly 
shales of the Billefjorden Group in Odellfjellet (Koehl & Muñoz-Barrera, 2018) and Pyramiden (Koehl, 
2021), and evaporites of the Ebbadalen Formation in eastern Billefjorden (Ringset & Andresen, 1988; 
Harland et al., 1988) and of the Gipshuken Formation in Sassenfjorden–Tempelfjorden (Koehl, 2021). 
Noteworthy, potential shear fabrics related to the fall and re-deposition of boulders of the Minkinfjellet 
Formation from the footwall of the Odellfjellet Fault into unconsolidated sediments within a shallow sea 
would probably display S-like geometries indicating down-east transport rather than the observed Z-like 
geometries. Hence, it is more probable that the Z-shaped shears in the clayey matrix of the megabreccia 
east of Pyramiden reflect top-WNW movements during early Cenozoic Eurekan tectonism (Figs. 3E & 
7). Top-west to top-WNW Eurekan contraction would also explain the undulating to bending character 
(S-shaped geometry) of subvertical, NNE–SSW-striking fractures across ESE-dipping, bedding-parallel, 
fracture surfaces (Fig. 5C, D).

Possible origin of WNW–ESE-striking faults in Billefjorden

The study area shows two dominant fault sets striking N–S to NNE–SSW and WNW–ESE, the former 
of which parallels N–S-trending Caledonian (Gee et al., 1994; Witt-Nilsson et al., 1998) and Grenvillian  
structural grains in northeastern and central Spitsbergen (Johansson et al., 2004, 2005), whereas the 
latter is highly oblique to the Caledonian and Grenvillian trends.

Recent studies of seismic, magnetic and gravimetric data in the northern Barents Sea, Storfjorden and 
central Spitsbergen have revealed the presence of deep, crustal-scale, WNW–ESE- to NW–SE-striking 
shear zones and thrust systems that merge with Timanian faults in northwestern Russia (Klitzke et al., 
2019; Koehl, 2020; Koehl et al., 2022). These thrust systems appear to have controlled the strike and 
geometry of subsequent, late Paleozoic normal faults and early Cenozoic thrusts (Klitzke et al., 2019; 
Koehl, 2020, 2021; Koehl et al., 2022).

Figure 7. Schematic sketches 
showing (A) tilting of late Paleozoic  
sedimentary strata along coeval  
ESE- and SSW-dipping normal faults 
(red lines), and (B) back-tilting  
overall to the east-southeast due to  
inversion of post-Caledonian normal 
faults during early Cenozoic Eurekan 
deformation. Abbreviation: BFZ –  
Billefjorden Fault Zone.
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Onshore Svalbard, these regional thrust systems correlate with discrete major WNW–ESE-striking  
structures, e.g., the Vimsodden–Kosibapasset Shear Zone in southwestern Spitsbergen (southern  
Wedel Jarlsberg Land; see Fig. 1B for location; Mazur et al., 2009). These structures are associated 
with late Neoproterozoic, amphibolite-facies metamorphism and geochronological ages typical of the  
Timanian Orogeny (Gayer et al., 1966, their samples 49 and 50, and their hypotheses 1 and 2 also 
discussed in Harland et al., 1966; Manecki et al., 1998; Majka et al., 2008; Faehnrich et al., 2020,  
their sample 16-73A).

In addition, a few occurrences of WNW–ESE-striking faults were reported in the field in Billefjorden. 
These include high-angle basement-seated faults in Ebbadalen and Adolfbutka (Christophersen, 2015), 
the Kampesteindalen Fault, which accommodated c. 50 metres of down-SSW normal displacement 
in the Early Pennsylvanian (Smyrak-Sikora et al., 2018), and WNW–ESE-striking faults in Proterozoic  
basement rocks in Mittag–Lefflerbreen and possibly related Carboniferous normal fault overprints 
in adjacent rocks of the Billefjorden Group and Hultberget Formation (e.g., the NNE-dipping  
Overgangshytta fault in Odellfjellet; Koehl & Muñoz-Barrera, 2018).

Since meso- to micro-scale WNW–ESE-striking faults in the Minkinfjellet Formation and related  
syn-tectonic megabreccia east of Pyramiden (see stereonets in Fig. 3A, B) align with and strike parallel 
to the main Timanian thrusts and shear zones mapped in northern Storfjorden and Sassenfjorden– 
Tempelfjorden (Koehl, 2021; Koehl et al., 2022), it is possible that they formed along comparable,  
inherited, basement-seated fault systems. Such a fault may either occur at depth (i.e., buried by  
subsequent Permian sedimentary rocks) or be located in deeply eroded areas like Mimerdalen.

Thus, another possibility to explain the observed dip and/or tilt is related to early Cenozoic  
inversion of N–S- and WNW–ESE-striking faults such as the east-dipping Billefjorden Fault Zone and a 
potential, WNW–ESE-striking, SSW-dipping, previously unrecognised fault. For example, early Cenozoic  
reverse reactivation of the east-dipping Billefjorden Fault Zone may have tilted Pennsylvanian  
sedimentary strata of the Ebbadalen and Minkinfjellet formations (dominantly) to the east and super 
imposed (preceding, simultaneous or subsequent) reverse movement along a previously unrecognised 
SSW-dipping fault at depth would have resulted in an overall east-southeastward to southeastward tilt 
of the strata and graben structures (Fig. 4A, B).

Conclusions
1)  Analysis of fracture density using the scanline method did not show any relationship with the  
presence or proximity to major faults because fracture density variations seem to correlate with the 
quality and extent of the available outcrop exposures.
2)  The megabreccia was deposited in the Middle Pennsylvanian after lithification of most of the  
sediments of the Minkinfjellet Formation but prior to lithification of those of the uppermost Middle 
Pennsylvanian–lowermost Permian Wordiekammen Formation.
3)  Comparison of the orientation of fracture and bedding surfaces within clasts of the megabreccia and 
adjacent, gently ESE-dipping strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation suggest that the megabreccia reflects 
repeated slope failures during fault steepening processes along the Odellfjellet Fault segment of the 
Billefjorden Fault Zone.
4)  Evidence for evaporite dissolution at depth might suggest partial reworking of the megabreccia as a 
stratabound dissolution breccia.
5)  The megabreccia in the hanging wall of the Odellfjellet Fault east of Pyramiden represents a late-rift, 
syn-tectonic deposit reflecting the “through-going fault zones” phase of Carboniferous normal faulting 
in central Spitsbergen.
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6)  The ESE-dipping character of potential stratification within the megabreccia and of adjacent  
strata of the Minkinfjellet Formation east of Pyramiden, together with Z-shaped shear fabrics within the 
megabreccia’s clayey matrix suggest top-west-northwest, early Cenozoic Eurekan thrusting along the 
Billefjorden Fault Zone and related strain partitioning in weak sedimentary units (e.g., megabreccia’s 
clayey matrix).
7)  WNW–ESE-striking faults in the Minkinfjellet Formation and associated megabreccia east of  
Pyramiden may have formed along a preexisting Timanian basement grain.

Future work
A potential aspect for future work may be to focus on tracking the possible presence of fossils within 
the megabreccia matrix. Although the present study did not reveal the presence of any fossil remains, 
it is possible that small fossils and/or fossil clasts may have been overlooked and/or are buried in the 
megabreccia unit. The presence and level of preservation of fossils (if any) may have implications for the 
formation mechanism of the megabreccia unit.

Another item that may be the focus of future studies would be to confirm the coeval character of the 
two fractures sets and their kinematics using cross-cutting relationships in the field, fault offsets and  
occurrences of fault lineations, though the limited extent and, in places, the limited quality of the 
exposures will anyway impede potential future work. A potential idea would be to combine this  
approach with other methods, such as U–Pb geochronology of the calcite fault cement (e.g., Roberts & 
Holdsworth, 2022).

Further consideration should also be given to features indicating dissolution of evaporites at depth such 
as crackle breccia (Fig. 5G, H) and potential V-structures (Fig. 6A–C), and further exploration of a possible 
reworking (formation?) of the megabreccia as a stratabound dissolution breccia should be emphasised.

Acknowledgements. This contribution is part of the ARCEx (Research Centre for Arctic Petroleum  
Exploration), which is funded by the Research Council of Norway (grant number 228107)  
together with nine academic and six industry partners, and of the ArcTec project, which is funded by the  
European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie  
grant (agreement number 101023439). We acknowledge the support of the University Centre in  
Svalbard (UNIS) with logistics in the field and thank Prof. Jan Tveranger (NORCE), Prof Alvar Braathen (UiO),  
Prof. Per Terje Osmundsen (NTNU) for field collaboration, and Winfried Dallmann and an anonymous 
referee for their helpful comments.

Competing interests. The authors have no conflict of interest.



18 of 24 19 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                               Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

References
Aakvik, R. 1981: Fasies analyse av Undre Karbonske kullførende sedimenter, Billefjorden, Spitsbergen. 
PhD thesis, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway, 219 pp.

Ahlborn, M. & Stemmerik, L. 2015: Depositional evolution of the Upper Carboniferous – Lower Permian 
Wordiekammen carbonate platform, Nordfjorden High, central Spitsbergen, Arctic Norway. Norwegian 
Journal of Geology 95, 91–126. https://doi.org/10.17850/njg95-1-03

Andric, N., Matenco, L., Hilgen, F. & de Bresser, H. 2018: Structural controls on sedimentation during 
asymmetric extension: The case of Sorbas Basin (SE Spain). Global Planetary Change 171, 185–206. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2018.01.019

Blair, T.C. & McPherson, J.G. 1994: Alluvial fans and their natural distinction from rivers based on  
morphology, hydraulic processes, sedimentary processes, and facies assemblages. Journal of  
Sedimentary Research A64, 450–489. 
https://doi.org/10.1306D4267DDE-2B26-11D7-8648000102C1865D

Braathen, A., Bælum, K., Maher Jr., H.D. & Buckley, S.J. 2011: Growth of extensional faults and folds 
during deposition of an evaporite-dominated half-graben basin; the Carboniferous Billefjorden Trough, 
Svalbard. Norwegian Journal of Geology 91, 137–160.

Bælum, K. & Braathen, A. 2012: Along-strike changes in fault array and rift basin geometry of the  
Carboniferous Billefjorden Trough, Svalbard, Norway. Tectonophysics 546–547, 38–55. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tecto.2012.04.009

Chalmers, J.A. & Pulvertaft, T.C.R. 2001: Development of the continental margins of the Labrador Sea: 
a review. In Wilson, R.C.L., Taylor, R.B. & Froitzheim, N. (eds.): Non-Volcanic Rifting of Continental  
Margins: A Comparison of Evidence from Land and Sea, Geological Society of London,  
Special Publication 187, pp. 77–105. https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.SP.2001.187.01.05

Christophersen, G. 2015: Fracturing and Weathering in Basement of the Billefjorden Trough,  
an Analogue to Top Basement Reservoirs. Master’s thesis, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway, 137 pp.

Craddock, C., Hauser, E.C., Maher, H.D., Sun, A.Y. & Guo-Qiang, Z. 1985: Tectonic evolution of the West 
Spitsbergen Fold Belt. Tectonophysics 114, 193–211. https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-1951(85)90013-7

Cutbill, J.L. & Challinor, A. 1965: Revision of the Stratigraphical Scheme for the Carboniferous and  
Permian of Spitsbergen and Bjørnøya. Geological Magazine 102, 418–439. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800053693

Cutbill, J.L., Henderson, W.G. & Wright, N.J.R. 1976: The Billefjorden Group (Early Carboniferous)  
of central Spitsbergen. Norsk Polarinstitutt Skrifter 164, 57–89.

Dallmann, W.K. 1993: Notes on the stratigraphy, extent and tectonic implications of the Minkinfjellet 
Basin, Middle Carboniferous of central Spitsbergen. Polar Research 12, 153–160. 
https://doi.org/10.3402/polar.v12i2.6711

Dallmann, W.K. 2015: Geoscience Atlas of Svalbard. Norsk Polarinstitutt, Tromsø, Norway, Rapportserie 



20 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                                Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

nr. 148, 292 pp.
Dallmann, W.K., Andresen, A., Bergh, S.G., Maher Jr., H.D. & Ohta, Y. 1993: Tertiary fold-and-thrust belt 
of Spitsbergen Svalbard. Norsk Polarinstitutt Meddelelser 128, 51 pp.

Dallmann, W.K., Dypvik, H., Gjelberg, J.G., Harland, W.B., Johannessen, E.P., Keilen, H.B., Larssen, 
G.B., Lønøy, A., Midbøe, P.S., Mørk, A., Nagy, J., Nilsson, I., Nøttvedt, A., Olaussen, S., Pcelina, T.M.,  
Steel, R.J. & Worsley, D. 1999: Lithostratigraphic Lexicon of Svalbard. Norwegian Polar Institute,  
Polar Environmental Centre, Tromsø, Norway, 322 pp.

Dallmann, W.K., Piepjohn, K. & Blomeier, D. 2004: Geological map of Billefjorden, Central Spitsbergen, 
Svalbard, with geological excursion guide. Scale 1:50,000, Temakart No. 36, Norsk Polarinstitutt.

Einstein, H.H. & Dershowitz, W.S. 1990: Tensile and shear fracturing in predominantly compressive stress 
fields — a review. Engineering Geology 29, 149–172. https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-7952(90)90004-K

Eliassen, A. & Talbot, M.R. 2003: Sedimentary facies and depositional history of the mid-Carboniferous 
Mikinfjellet Formation, Central Spitsbergen, Svalbard. Norwegian Journal of Geology 83, 299–318.

Eliassen, A. & Talbot, M.R. 2005: Solution-collapse breccias of the Minkinfjellet and Wordiekammen  
Formations, Central Spitsbergen, Svalbard: a large gypsum palaeokarst system. Sedimentology 52,  
775–794. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3091.2005.00731.x

Faehnrich, K., Majka, J., Schneider, D., Mazur, S., Manecki, M., Ziemniak, G., Wala, V.T. & Strauss, 
J.V. 2020: Geochronological constraints on Caledonian strike-slip displacement in Svalbard,  
with implications for the evolution of the Arctic. Terra Nova 32, 290–299. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ter.12461

Friend, P.F. & Moody-Stuart, M. 1972: Sedimentation of the Wood Bay Formation (Devonian) of  
Spitsbergen: Regional analysis of a late orogenic basin. Norsk Polarinstitutt Skrifter 157, 1–80.

Friend, P.F., Heintz, N. & Moody-Stuart, M. 1966: New unit terms for the Devonian of Spitsbergen and a 
new stratigraphical scheme for the Wood Bay Formation. Polarinstitutt Årbok 1965, 59–64.

Gawthorpe, R.L. & Leeder, M.R. 2000: Tectono-sedimentary evolution of active extensional basins.  
Basin Research 12, 195–218. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2117.2000.00121.x

Gayer, R.A., Gee, D.G., Harland, W.B., Miller, J.A., Spall, H.R., Wallis, R.H. & Winsnes, T.S. 1966:  
Radiometric age determinations on rocks from Spitsbergen. Norsk Polarinstitutt Skrifter 137, 43 pp.

Gee, D.G., Harland, W.B. & McWhae, J.R.H. 1952: Geology of Central Vestspitsbergen: Part I. Review of 
the geology of Spitsbergen, with special reference to Central Vestspitsbergen; Part II. Carboniferous to 
Lower Permian of Billefjorden. Transactions of the Royal Society of Edinburgh 62, 299–356. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0080456800009327

Gee, D.G., Björklund, L. & Stølen, L.-C. 1994: Early Proterozoic basement in Ny Friesland–Implications for 
the Caledonian tectonics of Svalbard. Tectonophysics 231, 171–182. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-1951(94)90128-7

Gjelberg, J.G. 1983: Lower – Mid Carboniferous strata Spitsbergen. PhD thesis, University of Bergen, 
Bergen, Norway, Part III, 185 pp.



20 of 24 21 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                               Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

Gjelberg, J.G. 1984: Early–Middle Carboniferous sedimentation on Svalbard. A study of ancient alluvial 
and coastal marine sedimentation in rift- and strike-slip basins. PhD thesis, University of Bergen, Bergen, 
Norway, 306 pp.

Gjelberg, J.G. & Steel, R.J. 1981: An outline of Lower–Middle Carboniferous sedimentation on  
Svalbard: Effects of tectonic, climatic and sea level changes in rift basin sequences, in: Geology of the North  
Atlantic Borderlands. In Kerr, J.W. & Ferguson, A.J. (eds.): Canadian Society of Petroleum Geology  
Memoir 7, pp. 543–561.

Gobbett, D.J. 1963: Carboniferous and Permian Brachiopods of Svalbard. Norsk Polarinstitutt.  
Skrifter 127, 256 pp.

Harland, W.B. 1969: Contribution of Spitsbergen to understanding of tectonic evolution of North  
Atlantic region. American Association of Petroleum Geologists Memoirs 12, 817–851. 
https://doi.org/10.1306/M12367C58

Harland, W.B. & Horsfield, W.T. 1974: West Spitsbergen Orogen. In Spencer, A.M. (ed.):  
Mesozoic–Cenozoic orogenic belts, Geological Society London Special Publication 4, pp. 747–755. 
https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.SP.2005.004.01.46

Harland, W.B., Wallis, R.H & Gayer, R.A. 1966: A Revision of the Lower Hecla Hoek succession in Central 
North Spitsbergen and correlation elsewhere. Geological Magazine 103, 70–97. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800050433

Harland, W.B., Cutbill, L.J., Friend, P.F., Gobbett, D.J., Holliday, D.W., Maton, P.I., Parker, J.R. & Wallis, 
R.H. 1974: The Billefjorden Fault Zone, Spitsbergen – the long history of a major tectonic lineament.  
Norsk Polarinstitutt Skrifter 161, 1–72.

Harland, W.B., Mann, A. & Townsend, C. 1988: Deformation of anhydrite-gypsum rocks in central  
Spitsbergen. Geological Magazine 125, 103–116. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800009511

Holliday, D.W. & Cutbill, J.L. 1972: The Ebbadalen Formation (Carboniferous), Spitsbergen. Proceedings 
of the Yorkshire Geological Society 39, 1–32. https://doi.org/10.1144/pygs.39.1.1

Jakobsson, M., Mayer, L., Coackley, B., Dowdeswell, J.A., Forbes, S., Fridman, B., Hodnesdal, H.,  
Noormets, R., Pedersen, R., Rebesco, M., Schenke, H.W., Zarayskaya, Y., Accettella, D., Armstrong, A., 
Anderson, R.M., Bienhoff, P., Camerlenghi, A., Church, I., Edwards, M., Gardner, J.V., Hall, J.K., Hell, B., 
Hestvik, O., Kristoffersen, Y., Marcussen, C., Mohammad, R., Mosher, D., Nghiem, S.V., Pedrosa, M.T., 
Travaglini, P.G. & Weatherall, P. 2012: The International Bathymetric Chart of the Arctic Ocean (IBCAO) 
Version 3.0. Geophysical Research Letters 39, L12609. https://doi.org/10.1029/2012GL052219

Johannessen, E. 1980: Facies analysis of the Ebbadalen Formation, Middle Carboniferous, Billefjorden 
Trough, Spitsbergen. Unpublished Master’s thesis, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway, 314 pp.

Johannessen, E.P. & Steel, R.J. 1992: Mid-Carboniferous extension and rift-infill sequences in the  
Billefjorden Trough, Svalbard. Norwegian Journal of Geology 72, 35–48.

Johansson, Å., Larionov, A.N., Gee, D.G., Ohta, Y., Tebenkov, A.M. & Sandelin, S. 2004: Greenvillian and 
Caledonian tectono-magmatic activity in northeasternmost Svalbard. In Gee, D.G. & Pease, V. (eds.): 
The Neoproterozoic Timanide Orogen of Eastern Baltica, Geological Society of London Memoirs 30, pp. 



22 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                                Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

207–232. https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2004.030.01.17
Johansson, Å., Gee, D.G., Larionov, A.N., Ohta, Y. & Tebenkov, A.M. 2005: Greenvillian and Caledonian 
evolution of eastern Svalbard – a tale of two orogenies. Terra Nova 17, 317–325. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3121.2005.00616.x

Keilen, H.B. 1992: Lower Permian sedimentary sequences in Central Spitsbergen, Svalbard. In Nakamura, 
K. (ed.): Investigations on the Upper Carbonierous – Upper Permian Succession of West Spitsbergen 
1989–1991, Japanese–Norwegian Research Group, Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Japan, pp. 127–134.

Klitzke, P., Franke, D., Ehrhardt, A., Lutz, R., Reinhardt, L., Heyde, I. & Faleide, J.I. 2019:  
The Palaeozoic Evolution of the Olga Basin Region, Northern Barents Sea: A Link to the Timanian  
Orogeny. Geochemistry, Geophysics, Geosystems 20, 614–629. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GC007814

Koehl, J.-B.P. 2020: Impact of Timanian thrusts on the Phanerozoic tectonic history of Svalbard.  
Keynote lecture, EGU General Assembly, May 3rd–8th 2020, Vienna, Austria. 
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-egu2020-2170

Koehl, J.-B. P. 2021: Early Cenozoic Eurekan strain partitioning and decoupling in central Spitsbergen, 
Svalbard. Solid Earth 12, 1025–1049. https://doi.org/10.5194/se-12-1025-2021

Koehl, J.-B.P. & Muñoz–Barrera, J.M. 2018: From widespread Mississippian to localized Pennsylvanian 
extension in central Spitsbergen, Svalbard. Solid Earth 9, 1535–1558. 
https://doi.org/10.5194/se-9-1535-2018

Koehl, J.-B.P., Tveranger, J., Osmundsen, P.T., Braathen, A., Taule, C. & Collombin, M. 2016: Fault-growth 
deposit in a Carboniferous rift-basin: the Billefjorden Trough, Svalbard. Geophysical Research Abstracts 
18, European Geosciences Union General Assembly 2016, 17–22 April, Vienna, Austria.

Koehl, J.-B.P., Magee, C. & Anell, I.M. 2022: Timanian thrust systems and their implications for late  
Neoproterozoic–Phanerozoic tectonic evolution of the northern Barents Sea and Svalbard. Solid Earth 
13, 85–115. https://doi.org/10.5194/se-13-85-2022

Larsen, B.T. 1988: Tertiary thrust tectonics in the east of Spitsbergen, and implications for the plate- 
tectonic development of the North-Atlantic. In Dallmann, W.K., Ohta, Y. & Andresen, A. (eds.):  
Tertiary Tectonics of Svalbard, Norsk Polarinstitutt Rapportserie 46, pp. 85–88.

Lindemann, F.-J., Volohonsky, E. & Marshall, J.E. 2013: A bonebed in the Hørbybreen Formation  
(Fammenian-Viséan) on Spitsbergen. Norsk Geologisk Forening Abstracts and Proceedings 1,  
Winter Meeting, 8–10 January, Oslo, Norway.

Lønøy, A. 1981: Fasies analyse av undre permiske karbonater I Tyrrellfjellet Ledd av Nordenskiöld- 
breen Formasjonen, Billefjordområdet, Spitsbergen. PhD thesis, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway,  
218 pp.Lønøy, A. 1995: A Mid-Carboniferous, carbonate-dominated platform, Central Spitsbergen.  
Norwegian Journal of geology 75, 48–63.

Maher Jr., H.D. & Braathen, A. 2011: Løvehovden fault and Billefjorden rift basin segmentation and  
development, Spitsbergen, Norway. Geological Magazine 148, 154–170. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756810000567



22 of 24 23 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                               Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

Majka, J., Mazur, S., Manecki, M., Czerny, J. & Holm, D.K. 2008: Late Neoproterozoic amphibolite- 
facies metamorphism of a pre-Caledonian basement block in southwest Wedel Jarlsberg Land,  
Spitsbergen: new evidence from U–Th–Pb dating of monazite. Geological Magazine 145, 822–830. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S001675680800530X

Manecki, M., Holm, D.K., Czerny, J. & Lux, D. 1998: Thermochronological evidence for late Proterozoic 
(Vendian) cooling in southwest Wedel Jarlsberg Land, Spitsbergen. Geological Magazine 135, 63–69.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756897008297

Marshall, J., Lindemann, F.J., Finney, S. & Berry, C. 2015: A Mid Fammenian (Late Devonian) spore  
assemblage from Svalbard and its significance. International Commission of the Palaeozoic Microflora 
Meeting, 17–18 September, Bergen, Norway.

Mazur, S., Czerny, J., Majka, J., Manecki, M., Holm, D., Smyrak, A. & Wypych, A. 2009: A strike-slip  
terrane boundary in Wedel Jarlsberg Land, Svalbard, and its bearing on correlations pf SW Spitsbergen 
with the Pearya terrane and Timanide belt. Journal of the Geological Society of London 166, 529–544. 
https://doi.org/10.1144/0016-76492008-106

McCann, A.J. & Dallmann, W.K. 1996: Reactivation history of the long-lived Billefjorden Fault Zone in 
north central Spitsbergen, Svalbard. Geological Magazine 133, 63–84. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0016756800007251

McWhae, J.R.H. 1953: The Carboniferous Breccias of Billefjorden, Vestspitsbergen. Geological  
Magazine 90, 287–298. https://doi.org/10.1017/S001675680006547X

Murascov, L.G. & Mokin, Ju.I. 1979: Stratigraphic subdivision of the Devonian deposits of Spitsbergen. 
Norsk Polarinstitutt Skrifter 167, 249–261.

Nordeide, H.C. 2008: Spatial distribution and architecture of breccia pipes features at Wordiekammen, 
Billefjorden, Svalbard. Master’s thesis, University of Bergen, Bergen, Norway, 129 pp.

Oakey, G.N. & Chalmers, J.A. 2012: A new model for the Paleogene motion of Greenland relative to 
North America: Plate reconstructions of the Davis Strait and Nares Strait regions between Canada and 
Greenland. Journal of Geophysical Research 117, B10401. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008942

Petersen, T.G., Thomsen, T.B., Olaussen, S. & Stemmerik, L. 2016: Provenance shifts in an evolving  
Eurekan foreland basin: the Tertiary Central Basin, Spitsbergen. Journal of the Geolological Society 173, 
634–648. https://doi.org/10.1144/jgs2015-076

Piepjohn, K., & Dallmann, W.K. 2014: Stratigraphy of the uppermost Old Red Sandstone of Svalbard 
(Mimerdalen Subgroup). Polar Research 33, 19998. https://doi.org/10.3402/polar.v33.19998

Playford, G. 1962: Lower Carboniferous microfloras of Spitsbergen, Part 1. Paleontology 5, 550–618.

Playford, G. 1963: Lower Carboniferous microfloras of Spitsbergen, Part 2. Paleontology 5, 619–678.

Priest, S.D. & Hudson, J.A. 1981: Estimation of Discontinuity Spacing and Trace Length Using Scanline 
Surveys. International Journal of Rock Mechanics and Mining Sciences & Geomechanics Abstracts 18, 
183–197. https://doi.org/10.1016/0148-9062(81)90973-6



24 of 24

J. B. P. Koehl et. al                                                Middle Pennsylvanian megabreccia adjacent to the Odellfjellet Fault 

Ringset, N. & Andresen, A. 1988: The Gipshuken Fault System – Evidence for Tertiary thrusting along the 
Billefjorden Fault Zone. In Dallmann, W.K., Ohta, Y. & Andresen, A. (eds.): Tertiary Tectonics of Svalbard, 
Norsk Polarinstitutt Rapportserie 46, pp. 67–70.

Roberts, N.M.W. & Holdsworth, R.E. 2022: Timescale of faulting through calcite geochronology:  
A review. Journal of Structural Geology 158, 104578. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsg.2022.104578

Smyrak-Sikora, A.A., Johannessen, E.P., Olaussen, S., Sandal, G. & Braathen, A. 2018: Sedimentary  
architecture during Carboniferous rift initiation – the arid Billefjorden Trough, Svalbard. Journal of the 
Geological Society of London 176, 225–252. https://doi.org/10.1144/jgs2018-100

Steel, R.J. & Worsley, D. 1984: Svalbard’s post-Caledonian strata – an atlas of sedimentational patterns 
and palaeogeographic evolution. In Spencer, A.M. (ed.): Petroleum Geology of the North European  
Margin, Norwegian Petroleum Society (NPF), Graham and Trotman, pp. 109–135. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-009-5626-1_9

Witt-Nilsson, P., Gee, D.G. & Hellman, F.J. 1998: Tectonostratigraphy of the Caledonian Atomfjella  
Antiform of northern Ny Friesland, Svalbard. Norwegian Journal of Geology 78, 67–80.

  


