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Abstract
The multifarious landforms making up the landscapes of
Turkey are largely controlled by tectonic activity since the
last 11 Ma, at most 23 Ma making surface correlation by
elevation alone hazardous. This “neotectonic episode” is
characterized by tectonic escape that created five neotec-
tonic provinces in the country: (1) the shortening east
Anatolian province corresponds to the eastern Anatolian
highlands; (2) the gently E–W-shortening north Turkish
province; (3) extensional west Anatolian province; (4) the
gently NE–SW-shortening and NW–SE-extending Ova
Province; and (5) the border folds (Assyrides) of the
northernmost Arabian Plate. In each of these provinces, the
rate and history of uplift, history of climate and rock types
have dictated the details of land sculpture. Volcanic
landforms dominate in the east, and karst dominates in the
south. The other regions display more varied morphological
types controlled mainly by rock type and climate. Although
Turkey is moderately endowed in fossil glacial and
periglacial forms, active glaciers are few and restricted to
the high mountains in the extreme south-east of the country.
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3.1 Tectonic History and Resulting Tectonic
Regions

The very high variety of Turkish geomorphological land-
scapes results mainly from the conjunction of (i) a complex
geological structure and (ii) various impacts of tectonic
activity and climate on the geomorphological evolution of
different regions of the country. In this system, the structural
context fixes the general frame, not only of the regional
distribution of the geomorphological landscapes in Turkey,
but also of its evolution through time and space (Fig. 3.1).
The history of tectonic activity in Turkey is marked by a
complete reorganization of relief during the Late Miocene,
which separates a “palaeotectonic period” from a “neotec-
tonic period”, two words which bear commonly, in the
Turkish literature in the field of geology, a clear temporal
meaning, since they were so defined by Şengör (1980):
before and after the Late Miocene. Indeed, after the Late
Miocene, complete rejuvenation of relief occurred, which
has been of very high magnitude both in height and space
displacements of formations and structures. This rejuvena-
tion continued during the Pliocene and Quaternary and still
continues in many regions, along lineaments and also
localized spots throughout the country.

3.1.1 Palaeozoic

The geological history of Turkey actually starts during the
Archaean, but only a few zircon grains have been preserved
from that remote era in the western Taurus Mountains
(Kröner and Şengör 1989). Proterozoic events are more
widely known (e.g. Ketin 1966; Kröner and Şengör 1989),
but because of patchy preservation of respective rock series
it has not yet been possible to generate a coherent history of
this phase of evolution. Therefore, it is sensible to start the
discussion on the geological history of Turkey with the
Palaeozoic.
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The Palaeozoic rocks form the basement in almost all parts
of Turkey, except what has been called the Eastern Anatolian
Accretionary Complex, which is much younger (Şengör and
Yılmaz 1981; Şengör et al. 2008) (Fig. 3.2). In some areas,
the Palaeozoic rocks have either not been metamorphosed or
only very gently (up to lower greenschist grade) as in the
İstanbul–Zonguldak Fragment, in parts of the Sakarya Con-
tinent and in the Taurus Mountains. In others, they have been
gently to highly metamorphosed and even subjected to

anatectic melting as in the Strandja, Menderes, Kırşehir,
Alanya and Bitlis massifs and in parts of the Sakarya Con-
tinent as, for example, in the core of the UludağMassif. In the
Pontides (i.e. a part of the larger Rhodope–Pontide Fragment;
Şengör and Yılmaz 1981), they have not been either meta-
morphosed or metamorphosed and intruded by younger
magmatic rocks. In the entire country, the Palaeozoic rocks
have been gently to highly deformed during various tectonic
(taphrogenic, keirogenic and orogenic) events.

Fig. 3.1 Geological map of Turkey. From the General Directorate of Mineral Research and Exploration (MTA)

Fig. 3.2 Distribution of
basement types and accretionary
complexes in Turkey
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3.1.2 Mesozoic and Palaeogene

The tectonic phase that initiated the structural frame of
today’s relief of Turkey occurred during the Mesozoic and
Cenozoic. It was dominated by subduction and collision
events (Fig. 3.2). Initial subduction started in the Late
Jurassic(?)–Early Cretaceous south of the Pontides (Şengör
and Yılmaz 1981) (Fig. 3.3). During the Middle Cretaceous,
another subduction zone commenced its activity between the
Sakarya Continent and the Kırşehir Massif (Görür et al.
1984). Those subduction zones eliminated a part of the
Neo-Tethys along the İzmir–Ankara–Ulukışla–Erzincan line,
where many patches of the suture-related ultramafic volcanic
rocks (ophiolites) crop out today (Fig. 3.4). The subduction
ended with collisions during the Middle Eocene, that took
place between the Pontides and the Sakarya Continent in the
west and between the Pontides and the Kırşehir Massif in the
east (Fig. 3.5). The shortening across Turkey that followed
these collisions lasted into the Burdigalian west of the East-
ern Anatolian Plateau, while it is still continuing today in the
Eastern Anatolian Plateau and highlands (Fig. 3.6) and in the
SE Turkish Border folds (Assyrides; Şengör et al. 1982).

In the meantime and also following the continental col-
lision that occurred after the elimination of the Neo-Tethyan
Ocean (Şengör and Yılmaz 1981), an extensive volcanic

period ensued that followed an evolution through time from
an areal type to more central stratovolcano types (Yılmaz
et al. 1987). Regionally, these volcanic landscapes are
concentrated in three sectors: western, central and eastern
Anatolia.

3.1.3 Neogene and Quaternary: The
Neotectonic Control

In the beginning of the Miocene (ca. 20 Ma ago), when
western and central Turkey was still shortening, western
Turkey had a probable height of 3000 m (a.s.l. of the time;
Şengör 1991). By contrast, eastern Turkey was still under
seawater until the Serravalian (Gelati 1975). During the
Miocene, another collision phase started in SE Turkey,
resulting from the Arabian Plate sliding north under
the Anatolian plate. Eastern Turkey began rising, while
western Turkey experienced extension and subsidence at the
same time. This displacement provoked the westward escape
of an Anatolian block from the east Anatolian convergent
zone onto the oceanic lithosphere of the eastern Mediter-
ranean Sea, mainly along the North and East Anatolian Fault
Zones (NAFZ and EAFZ; Şengör et al. 1985) (Fig. 3.7). This
rotational movement of the Arabian Plate continues today.

Fig. 3.3 Structural relationships between the Menderes–Taurus block
(SW of Turkey) and the fragments of the Rhodope-Pontide/Sakarya–
Palaeozoic continents (NW of Turkey). Cross section (A-A′) illustrates
the fragments of the Rhodope-Pontide and Sakarya–Palaeozoic

continent. Cross section (B-B′) illustrates the formation of the variously
aged nappes originating from the Pontides over the Menderes–Taurus
block
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3.1.4 Five Tectonic Provinces of Turkey

According to Şengör (1980) and Şengör et al. (1985), these
movements and related tectonic features, notably the North
Anatolian Fault Zone (NAFZ) and East Anatolian Fault Zone
(EAFZ), determine five neotectonic provinces in Turkey
(Fig. 3.8). In Fig. 3.2, these units are drawn from the view-
point of the Alpide evolution; i.e. they represent continental
and arc fragments, accretionary complexes and sutures of the
Neo-Tethyan Ocean. The five neotectonic provinces are:

(1) The shortening east Anatolian province corresponds to
the eastern Anatolian highlands that rise eastwards
currently up to above 3000 and 4000 m high a.s.l. and
form also the vast Eastern High Plateau, which head
towards Iran (Fig. 3.6). Its average elevation is 2100 m.
This province is mainly to the east of the junction point
of the NAFZ and the EAFZ near Karlıova (the “Triple
Junction”). Comprising the Lake Van Basin between
the cities of Bingöl and Erzurum, it also corresponds to
a mantle dome in Lake Van area (Şengör et al. 2008).

(2) The gently E–W-shortening north Turkish province
(mean altitude of 500–700 m at most, rising from west to
east) is characterized by limited E–W shortening. A con-
temporary N–S shortening gave birth southwards to the
northern part of the Pontide Range. Note that the common
geographic name “PontideMountains” corresponds to the
Turkish “Black Sea Mountains”. They correspond in part
to an ancient tectonic unit north of the intra-Pontide/
Erzincan Suture Zone (Fig. 3.2), which is in large part

followed by the NAFZ, until the NAFZ reaches Bolu
(Şengör et al. 2005).West of it, only the northern strand of
the NAFZ follows the intra-Pontide Suture.

(3) In the extensional west Anatolian province, N–S
extension has caused the opening of rifts-orientated E–
W towards the Aegean Sea (Fig. 3.9). Remnants of
older structures are still partly preserved, in part
because of the dissection of past reliefs (e.g. in the
Menderes Metamorphic Massif). Before the Middle
Miocene, the region was subjected to shortening that
started during the Late Cretaceous. Afterwards, N–S
extension caused the opening of E–W-trending rifts
(e.g. Büyük Menderes and Küçük Menderes valleys)
and NW–SE (e.g. Denizli and Soma) to NE–SW-
directed relatively short cross-grabens (e.g. Gördes and
Uşak–Güre basins) (Gürbüz et al. 2012). Controversial
reconstructions propose three different time intervals for
the development of these grabens: (i) during the Late
Miocene (McKenzie 1972; Şengör and Yılmaz 1981;
Şengör et al. 1985; Şengör 1987, 1991); (ii) during the
Late Oligocene–Early Miocene, continuously evolving
ever since (Seyitoğlu et al. 1992; Şen and Seyitoğlu
2009; Demircioğlu et al. 2010); and (iii) since the
Plio-Quaternary (Erinç 1955; Yılmaz et al. 2000; Gürer
et al. 2009; Bozkurt et al. 2011). At the same time as the
rifting, local shoulder uplift occurred in the region
(Erinç 1955; Şengör 1991; Bozkurt 2001; Westaway
et al. 2004).

(4) According to Şengör (1980) and Şengör et al. (1985),
the gently NE–SW-shortening and NW–SE-extending

Fig. 3.4 Suture zone between the Sakarya Continent (at the right of
the photograph) and the Central Anatolian Crystalline Complex
(CACC) (in the background). Foreground: fragments of the Mesozoic
ophiolite thrust formed during the collision of the Sakarya/Kırşehir
collision. On the horizon: the denudational surface truncating the

crystalline Kırşehir Massif and Mesozoic sediments. Other denuda-
tional surfaces truncate only Mesozoic series. Photograph by C. Kuzu-
cuoğlu, taken from the hills of the ancient capital of the Hittite
Kingdom (Boğazkale = Hatuša) near Çorum in north-central Anatolia
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Fig. 3.5 Two landscapes in the Middle Taurus region, featuring
nappes originating from northern Turkey. a View of the Alanya Nappes
(Alanya Massif, Middle Taurus), looking north. Photograph by A.

Okay from Okay and Özgül (1984); b NE Nappes of the Antalya Plain
(Upper Manavgat Valley). Original drawing by O. Monod
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Ova Province includes two distinct geomorphological
regions: (i) the western and central Taurus Range
(Fig. 3.10) and (ii) the Central Anatolian Plateau
(Fig. 3.11). At the junction of these regions, the Taurus
comprises an Alpide basement fold in the sense of
Argand (1924), which formed until the Burdigalian (the
so-called “Courbure d’İsparta” or “İsparta Angle”: a
concept introduced in Blumenthal 1963, p. 649; for the
later literature, see Monod 1977; Poisson 1977; Şengör
and Yılmaz 1981; Barka et al. 1995). In this area (the
southern branch of the Neo-Tethys), both the Taurus
Range and the Tauride belt consist of autochthonous
units largely buried under nappes (Fig. 3.5), which partly
have their roots in the İzmir–Ankara–Erzincan Suture
zone in the north (Fig. 3.4). Accordingly, the highest
Taurus nappes make the Menderes Massif a large tec-
tonic window. This is also true in part for the Kırşehir
Massif, although the nappes covering parts of it do not
extend as far south as the Taurus. On both the Menderes
and its easterly extension, as far as the Tuz Gölü Basin
and on top of the Kırşehir Massif, Mio-Pliocene lacus-
trine and continental sediments form typical extensive
plateaus and lake plains (Fig. 3.11) developed in central
Anatolia. In these windows, remains of the Neo-Tethyan

Suture Zone (especially ophiolites) crop out at many
places (e.g. the surroundings of Çorum and Ankara)
(Fig. 3.4). In its eastern parts, towards the Bitlis Suture
Zone which is cut by the EAFZ and shortened by the
Arabian Plate thrusting under Anatolia (Fig. 3.7), the
altitudes of the plateau forming the heart of the Ova
Province rise eastward (Fig. 3.12).

5. The northern part of the Arabian Plate forms the
south-east Anatolian lowlands (Fig. 3.13). The Eastern
Anatolian Plateau being thrust over the northern part of
the Arabian Plate, shortening movements created a series
of border folds and thrusts, which form the “Assyrides”
region of SE Turkey (Şengör et al. 1982) (Fig. 3.14).

3.2 Tectonically Controlled
Geomorphological Landscapes

During the Middle Miocene, the “neotectonic period” started
in Turkey with differential movements across and along
today’s Anatolian Peninsula. This “neotectonic period” is
triggered and expressed by two aspects of tectonic dynamics
(Şengör 1980; Şengör et al. 1985):

Fig. 3.6 Shortening thrusts
resulting from Eocene collision
(eastern Anatolian highlands). At
Hoşap (Van), a half-washed earth
brick wall by Urartu (eighth
century BC) runs on the backbone
of the thrusted units (Karasu
River watershed, a tributary of
Lake Van). b The eastern
Anatolian contractional province
(Lake Erçek Basin, Van).
Photographs by C. Kuzucuoğlu
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(1) The collision of the Arabian continental fragment with
Anatolia, triggering the westward expulsion of the Ana-
tolian Plate along two important transform fault zones
(NAFZ and EAFZ).

(2) The general uplift of the peninsula, which caused
differential elevation (triggering complex deforma-
tion of older erosional landscapes) between (i) the
southern part of the peninsula (Taurus Range),

which rose extremely fast to 3000 m, and the rest of
the peninsula (e.g. Schildgen et al. 2014) and (ii) the
western part of the peninsula which began subsiding,
although small areas rose owing to footwall uplift of
very large normal faults. By contrast, the east began
ascending rapidly. This caused a general slope
reversal of the earlier Miocene erosional landscapes
westwards.

Fig. 3.7 Western escape of the Anatolian Plate under the pressure of the collision caused by the sliding north of the Arabian Plate and the slab
pull exerted by the Hellenic subduction (drawing modified from internet)

Fig. 3.8 Neotectonic provinces
of Turkey (after Şengör 1980 and
Şengör et al. 1985)
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Fig. 3.9 Geological map of western Turkey (after Bozkurt et al.
2011). This map illustrates the E–W graben structure of the Aegean
region, organized as faulted uplifted and subsided blocks, also partly
controlled by remains of old continents (e.g. the Menderes Massif) and
the extension of the Taurus nappes. a Simplified geological map of
Turkey showing the major metamorphic massifs and fault zones.
BM—Bitlis Massif; CACC—Central Anatolian Crystalline Complex;

PM—Pulur Massif. b Geological map of western Turkey showing the
Menderes Massif and its subdivision. BG—Bakırçay Graben;
DB—Demirci Basin; GB—Gördes Basin; GG—Gediz Graben;
KG—Kütahya Graben; SB—Selenci Basin; SG—Simav Graben;
BMG—Büyük Menderes Graben; CMM—Central Menderes Massif;
KMG—Küçük Menderes Graben; NMM—Northern Menderes Massif;
SMM—Southern Menderes Massif; UCB—Uşak–Güre Basin
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As a result of structural reorganization subsequent to this
uplift and plate movements, the combination of structural
changes with the activity of geomorphological agents and
environmental systems produced, during the Pliocene and
Pleistocene, a surprising variety of tectonically controlled land-
forms, landscapes and geomorphological features (Fig. 3.15).

3.2.1 Geomorphological Landscapes
Responding to Uplift

The intense faulting and uplift that started ca. 20 Ma ago
initiated a complete transformation of the relief in Anatolia

(e.g. Yılmaz 2017 and references therein). During the Late
Miocene, eastern Turkey rose out of the sea as it shortened,
while western Turkey started stretching and subsiding.
Therefore, during the Pliocene, the general geomorphologi-
cal slope that had been eastwards until the beginning of the
Miocene in the entire country switched to westwards. The
morphological contrasts induced by this reversal caused the
denudational processes to commence during the Early
Miocene in the west when the land emerged from the Oli-
gocene sea, and only during the Late Miocene in the east
when eastern Anatolia started uplifting. Therefore, parts of
the current morphology already began forming during the
Palaeotectonic era in Turkey.

Fig. 3.10 High mountain
landscapes of Mt. Bolkar in the
central Taurus Range (Ulukışla,
Niğde). Photograph by M.
A. Sarıkaya

Fig. 3.11 Salted landscapes in
the central Anatolian “Ova”
tectonic province (Tecer, Sivas).
A series of closed depressions,
partially connected through
karstic underground circulations
in gypsum bedrock, forms a line
of fresh to saline shallow lakes.
Photograph by C. Kuzucuoğlu
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3.2.1.1 Remains of Palaeozoic and Pre-Miocene
Reliefs

According to Şengör et al. (1985), during the mid-Miocene,
the erosion phase continued in the west in the same way as
during the Late Oligocene, in spite of the commencing
collision in the south-east. For this reason, remains of
Palaeozoic and pre-Miocene landscapes occur today mostly
in north-western and western Anatolia, where they form
isolated massifs composed of old metamorphic and

crystalline rocks emerging from younger deposits of various
ages and origins (e.g. the Strandja–Kocaeli mountains east
and west of the Bosphorus; e.g. Şengör and Özgül 2010;
Şengör 2011). In addition, Erol (1991) attributes an Oligo-
cene age to parts of an erosion surface preserved in the
transition zone between north-western and northern Anatolia
on the one hand and Central Anatolian Plateau on the other
hand (northern Neo-Tethyan Suture Zone) (Fig. 3.16). It
must be noted that age attribution by Erol (1991) is based on

Fig. 3.12 Malatya plain, west of the EAFZ. The photograph illustrates
the contact between the Central Anatolian Plateau tectonic province
(left and background of the photograph) and the highlands of the

eastern Anatolian contractional province (right and foreground of the
photograph). The photographer turns her back to these latter highlands.
Photograph by C. Kuzucuoğlu

Fig. 3.13 Geological map of the south-eastern region of Turkey (after Okay 2008). This region corresponds to the northern part of the Arabian
Plate, deformed by folds under the pressure of the Anatolian Plate thrust over the Arabian Plate
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Fig. 3.14 Landscapes in the Arabian Plate south of its tilted and
folded northern parts (Mardin). The landscape illustrated here extends
over Plio-Quaternary formations forming the Kızıltepe (Turkey) and
north Syrian lowlands. The photograph is taken from the southern

flanks of the Mardin anticline deforming Cretaceous to Eocene
limestones and clastic sediments. Photograph by C. Kuzucuoğlu, taken
from the Deyrulzafaran Monastery

Fig. 3.15 Position of photographs in different chapters illustrating tectonically controlled landscapes. Faults and thrusts are compiled from several
sources cited in text
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the relative altitudinal position of a given surface within a
staircase system. This interpretation proposes that the ero-
sional stepped systems present in the Anatolian landscapes
result from incision crises triggered by successive uplifts
(and by high-magnitude climatic alternations during the
Plio-Pleistocene). As a result, Erol (1991) considers that the
uppermost surface is the oldest of all, and the lowest surface
is the youngest of all, with a regular descent of age down-
slope for each consecutive erosional surface.

3.2.1.2 Impact of the Mio-Pliocene Climate
Sediments recording erosion related to the formation of these
Mio-Pliocene landscapes are found both over summit sur-
faces and on the slopes dominating lowlands associated with
the denudational surfaces. Using facies differentiation of
these sediments, Erol (1991) distinguishes two types of
morphogenetic environments: (i) humid tropical during the
Early to Middle Miocene, a period of relative tectonic sta-
bility, previous to the Late Miocene uplift, and (ii) semi-arid
from the Late Miocene to the Pliocene. This semi-aridity of
the climate during the “neotectonic” period in Turkey
favoured the deposition of continental coarse-grained
deposits, feeding wide piedmont areas at the foot of the
rising mountains. These reddish continental deposits crop
out very often in road sections or on fault scarps, as along
the Aksaray Fault scarp in central Anatolia (Fig. 3.17). In
central Anatolia, such deposits are characteristic of the
environment that preceded or interrupted Miocene lacustrine
or volcanic deposits. In the Aegean and the Mediterranean
regions, they are also indicative of post-Miocene erosion
during uplift.

3.2.1.3 Impact of Mio-Pliocene Uplift on Karstic
Processes

During the Early Pliocene, the uplift of the area extending from
central to eastern Anatolia was accompanied by abundant
volcanism. This context created in the east an area that became
higher than the former highlands that subsided in the west. In
the meantime in western Anatolia, which had already been
uplifted and eroded during the Late Miocene, local faulting was
responsible for some additional footwall uplift, while the pro-
vince as a whole was subsiding. As a result, in this region, old
surfaces were preserved on top of the rising massifs. In areas
where limestones older than the uplift were thick, karstic
evolution started either before or during the Miocene. In
addition to the desiccation and fossilization of these surfaces,
rapid and high-magnitude incision of the landscapes by
Plio-Quaternary rivers brought about the development of
complex underground circulations associated with multiple
storey cave systems (Erinç 1960b; Zwittkovits 1966; Şengör
1975; Eroskay and Günay 1979; Ekmekçi 2003).

3.2.1.4 Geomorphological Impact
of Mio-Pliocene Volcanism
on the Denudational Surfaces

From the Miocene to the Quaternary, volcanic emissions in
central and eastern Anatolia have been abundant at places
(Fig. 3.18) (Ketin 1961; Şengör and Dyer 1979). Ignimbritic
deposits (e.g. in Cappadocia), complex volcanoes and/or
basaltic flows (e.g. in the Kars area in eastern Anatolia)
destroyed old continental landscapes on the one hand, also
burying them on the other hand. For example, in Cappado-
cia, Aydar et al. (2013) and Lepetit et al. (2014) dated buried

Fig. 3.16 Mio-Pliocene
denudational morphology over an
uplifted block in the hinterland of
the Aegean region (Simav Plain,
Kütahya). The rectilinear edge of
the mountain in the background is
the fault scarp related to the active
fault that forms the southern limit
of the Simav plain (Simav,
Kütahya). Photograph by C.
Kuzucuoğlu
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Mio-Pliocene surfaces using radioelements from both the
ignimbrite flows and the formations correlative of the ero-
sion phases. Besides, Sarıkaya et al. (2015) dated the surface
exposures of the initial stage of fairy chimney landscape
development and their erosion rates. In Cappadocia, Göz

et al. (2014), and in south-eastern Anatolia Derman (1999),
have shown that the study of such correlative sediments
permits reconstructing Miocene to Pliocene geomorpholog-
ical processes.

Fig. 3.17 The fault scarp line of the Aksaray Fault stimulates
headward erosion of the Melendiz River (Aksaray), thus allowing
outcrops of the thick reddish continental formation correlative to
erosion of the Kırşehir Massif during the Early to Late Miocene (for
location of the massif, see Fig. 3.2). The Upper Miocene Cappadocian

ignimbrite flows overlie this formation. In the river bed some 5 km
upstream the photograph, the formation covers uncomformably a
metamorphic (marble) and granitic bedrock pertaining to the Kırşehir
Massif. Photograph by C. Kuzucuoğlu

Fig. 3.18 Major volcanic provinces of Turkey, with identification of volcanic areas active during the Pleistocene. Compiled from several sources,
especially Pasquare et al. (1988), Yılmaz (1990), Dhont et al. (1998), Piper et al. (2013) and Türkecan (2015)
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3.2.1.5 During Pliocene and Quaternary
Break-up of earlier erosional surfaces as well as regular
destruction and transformation of landscapes continued
everywhere in the peninsula and in eastern Turkey in
relation to both tectonic activity and volcanism. Incision
was particularly intense in the rising landscapes as in the
northern Black Sea and the Taurus Ranges, as well as in the
highlands of eastern Anatolia. At the same time and in
comparison with the borders of the peninsula, in central
Anatolia uplift was neither as high in magnitude (Çiner
et al. 2015) nor so much accompanied by impressive fault
systems. During this elevation, the plateau became dis-
connected from the outer piedmonts of the chains and
became endorheic. The plateau, isolated from the seas,
became covered by vast lakes. Lake occurrences and
longevity were favoured by subsidence of tectono-karstic
depressions. In the meantime, older series were buried
entirely or partially, following the activity of
Plio-Pleistocene structural deformations.

Today, remains of the pre-Late Miocene erosion surfaces
form horizontal tracts of terrain truncating the tops of
metamorphic, crystalline and older sedimentary and volcanic
rocks in the transitional parts between the Central Anatolian
Plateau westwards (e.g. the Menderes Massif in central
western Anatolia) and eastwards (e.g. the Kırşehir Massif)
(Fig. 3.2). In the inland parts of the Aegean and Mediter-
ranean regions, dismantled remains of past topographies
crop out both on top of the massifs and in the lowlands,
where the material resulting from the destruction of the old
topographies has accumulated (Erol 1986/1989). On top of
the Taurus highlands, reconstructions of Miocene landscapes
allow one to restore palaeogeographic connections (includ-
ing networks of valleys orientated completely differently
from the present one) (e.g. in the Taurus; Monod et al. 2006;
Cosentino et al. 2012; Doğan et al. 2017). In the transition
zones between central Anatolia towards east, north and west,
geomorphological connections can be identified in land-
scapes that join (i) Mio-Pliocene bare erosion surfaces
truncating old basement in the transition zones and
(ii) Mio-Pliocene deposits on the slopes of these
basement-cut surfaces recording erosion towards central
Anatolia and river deposits inter-fingering with lake deposits
(Erol 1991). In turn, in the central Anatolian landscapes, old
pre-Miocene to Pliocene surfaces are exhumed from under
younger sediments or as surfaces truncating the tops of
rapidly uplifted surfaces, which during the Quaternary did
not reach such altitudes as to be remodelled by Quaternary
glaciers (Sarıkaya and Çiner 2015, 2017).

3.2.2 Antecedent and Superimposed River
Courses

Since the Late Miocene, uplift has generated many occur-
rences of epigeny. Along the Aegean and Mediterranean
shores, for example, the distribution of epigenic gorges
resembles an inland belt line around Anatolia (Kayan 1999).
This “borderline” results from the cumulative effect of uplift
of the peninsula centre (triggering the proper epigeny) and
variations in sea level. Both phenomena triggered also
headward erosion of rivers. The geological and geomor-
phological contexts of the Turkish landscapes point to the
persistence of the tectonic component during river incision
in hard bedrock, with or without the presence of a possible
cover. Consequently, it is often difficult to show in Turkey
whether the genetic process was superimposition over a
sediment cover above harder rocks or antecedence of the
river/stream with regard to the uplift (Erinç 1953).

Superimposition is difficult to assess in Turkey mainly
because the pre-uplift sediments fossilizing old erosion surfaces
were eroded rapidly during the uplift phases. Erinç (1970) cites
the examples of the Çoruh River in the surroundings of İspir
(NE Anatolia) and of the Kızılırmak River between Bala and
Kaman in central Anatolia. Other examples of superimposition
are found along the Anatolian boundary thrust in south-eastern
Anatolia, where parallel tributaries to the Euphrates have
incised deep gorges in Eocene carbonates covered by Miocene
clastics (Erinç 1953; Şengör and Kidd 1979). In the Aegean
region, all rivers flow into coastal areas and the sea after having
passed through gorges cut into hard rocks, a few tens of kilo-
metres upstream the coast (Kraft et al. 1980; Kayan 2001).
Above these gorges, post-Miocene continental sediments still
occur above erosion surfaces preserved on top of the relief.
Such is the case of the Esen River and of the Araplar Gorge of
the Küçük Menderes between Ezine and Pınarbaşı. The age of
the continental sediments burying these surfaces points clearly
to a narrow and deep incision starting during the Pliocene.
Therefore, the variations in the valley width at the epigeny
location provoked accumulation of alluvium and the formation
of river terraces upstream the gorges.

Antecedence cases are also very common in Turkey,
because of the extreme youth and rapidity of uplift. Exam-
ples occur in the following places:

• In the Marmara region, the terraces of the Garsak River, a
tributary to Lake İznik east of the Marmara region, record
a progressive incision through a dome-like tectonic fea-
ture (Erinç 1970).
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• In the Aegean inland, several examples of gorges inter-
rupt strike-slip half-grabens along major block-forming
faults.

• In the Taurus as well as in the NE Black Sea Mountains,
the main rivers are antecedent to the uplift. In the central
Taurus, for example, 1000-m-deep canyons cross at right
angles the hanged remnants of a now totally dried Mio-
cene continental topography.

• In central Anatolia, meanders of the Çarşamba River
incise deeply into the Cretaceous limestone separating
the Beyşehir and Konya Quaternary depressions. No
Plio-Pleistocene sediments occur on the surface of the
uplifted Cretaceous reliefs. The epigeny by antecedence
thus points to the presence of a Mio-Pliocene river prior
to the regional uplift (Fig. 3.19). In such situations,
karstic processes have been active during uplift since the
limestone bedrock favours the development of under-
ground water circulation. In the case of Çarsamba River
that was connecting today’s Lake Suğla polje drainage
area to the Konya area, part of the Çarsamba gorge has

dried up in the course of the epigeny. This phenomenon
resembles the evolution of the mid-Miocene fossil val-
leys preserved on top of the Taurus Mountains (Monod
et al. 2006). The sudden disappearance of water in the
bottom of this gorge responded to a rapid infiltration at
the base of the gorge, a karstic process triggered by
high-magnitude uplift. Today, an artificial channel dug in
the dry part of the gorge at the beginning of the twentieth
century, has restored the continuity between Suğla and
Konya plains through the Çarsamba Valley (Doğan and
Koçyiğit 2018).

• In south-eastern Anatolia (see especially Şengör and
Kidd 1979), deep meandering gorges of the Euphrates
and the Tigris rivers cut into limestone folds of the
Arabian Plate sedimentary cover. As a result of uplift
and karstic evolution of the substratum, hanging val-
leys and hanging lakes are quite common in the whole
eastern Taurus Range. In the upper drainage basin of
the Tigris River, Plio-Pleistocene sediments date to the
end of the Pliocene or beginning of the Pleistocene the

Fig. 3.19 Dry gorge of the Çarşamba River, incising meanders into an
erosion surface truncating Cretaceous limestones between the Konya
Plain and the Suğla polje (Beyşehir, Konya). The upper part of this
river used to flow from the Suğla polje into the Konya Plain. Because of
uplift of the block separating the Suğla and Konya fault-controlled
karstic depressions, the karstic network descended underground in the

limestones forming the basement, and the meanders at the surface dried.
Downstream the surficial drainage of the lower part of the Çarşamba
River valley remained active because of water input from an important
left bank tributary merging with the Çarşamba at a 45° angle.
Photograph by C. Kuzucuoğlu
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antecedence of river incision into older fossil karstic
landscapes. In the southern part of the EAFZ, Erinç
(1970) documented also the antecedence of the Kısık
gorge incised by the Ceyhan River through the Berit
and Engizek mountains in southern Turkey.

3.2.3 Uplift and Control on Karstic Landscapes

Tectonic control over karstic areas is responsible for a high
variety of landscapes in all limestone regions of Turkey
where it favours, both the enclosure of depressions and
captures of rivers on the surface, and in the underground
the formation of stepped karstic systems triggering fos-
silization of surface morphology (Şengör 1975; Ekmekçi
2003). The most important geomorphological features and
landscapes associated with the tectonic control over karstic
systems are:

i. The development of partly tectonically controlled karstic
depressions, often occupied by lakes in the Central
Anatolian Plateau. All plains forming the Lake District,
as well as the closed depressions of Konya, Tuz Gölü
and Sultansazlığı in Cappadocia, belong to these land-
scapes. Similarly, smaller landscapes like poljes are
quite common, not only in central Anatolia but even
more in the Aegean, Mediterranean and eastern regions,
where several flat-bottomed depressions hollowing the
mountain ranges have formed (Penck 1918, pp. 105–
106; Alagöz 1944; Louis 1956; Erinç 1960a, b; Şengör
1975; Ekmekçi 2003; Doğan et al. 2017).

ii. Stepped cave systems and underground networks
forming several storey edifices in thick limestone ser-
ies, especially in the Taurus, from its western to eastern
extremities. Karstic systems descend while landscapes
rise, generating fossil networks at higher altitudes. At
the uppermost level, i.e. on the surface of the uplifted
reliefs, large dry valleys inherited from older periods

Fig. 3.20 Karstic swallow holes and springs at each side of anticlines
forming elongated mounds west of the Ergani Plain (Ergani,
Diyarbakır). The map illustrates both the descent and the changes in
directions of a river network, today dismantled because some parts of it,
previously superficial, have become underground through the anticlines
as these were upfolding. 1. Anticline axis; 2. Mound corresponding to

anticline; 3. Palaeo network (dry valley preserved on the summit of
fold); 4. Superficial stream; 5. Cluse (i.e. a valley misfit to structure); 6.
Swallow hole; 7. Karstic spring; 8. Wetland developed on the sediment
fill of a syncline; and 9. Urban area. Drawing: C. Kuzucuoğlu, with a
Google Earth background image
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(Miocene or Early Pliocene) occur when warm and
humid climates favoured the rapid weathering of
limestone accompanying lateral development of drai-
nage. Such valleys can usually be dated to the Miocene
in the western Taurus and to the Pliocene in the eastern
Taurus. In all cases, such landscapes are associated
with hanging dry valleys, also preserved at higher lat-
itudes because of uplift. In the case of the valleys to the
north of Manavgat, uplift caused hanging of dry Mio-
cene valleys ca. 1000 m above Plio-Pleistocene can-
yons (Monod et al. 2006).

iii. At places, uplift has been so rapid that it has generated
rivers disappearing (through sinkholes) below and
resurging (through karstic springs) at opposite feet of
ridges. Such cases occur in the western Taurus in
relation to uplifted limestone massifs (e.g. Lake Bey-
şehir, Akdağ Massif). They also occur in the folded
parts of south-eastern Anatolia, where underground
karstic drains secure the continuity of river flow from
one flank of anticlines to the other. Such a subterranean
drainage system running through parallel folds is also
visible in the Ergani area in the south-eastern Anatolian
highlands (Fig. 3.20).

iv. In the Taurus, where limestone series are the thickest in
Turkey, some mountainous landscapes seem to be
formed exclusively of widely expanding deep lapiez
surfaces keeping away wanderers (e.g. the “Geçitver-
mez” Mountain—the “mountain that cannot be cros-
sed”—on top of the fault scarp overlooking the Suğla
Plain in the central Taurus), as already noted by some
Byzantine historians: “… the Taurus, which is very
steep and craggy, difficult to cross and rugged, and
capable of dispersing an army so that it could not be
reassembled, and of destroying the hoofs of the horses”
(Michael Attaliates, History, XVIII.16).

3.3 Geomorphological Landscapes Directed
by Tectonic Networks

The five structural provinces of Anatolia (Fig. 3.8) are still
active today, with rising highlands, subsiding basins,
fault-controlled depressions and valleys, river incisions and
stepped karstic slopes. The combination of the impacts of
tectonics with the action of other geomorphological agents
and environmental systems during the Pliocene and Pleis-
tocene has produced a surprising variety of tectonic land-
forms, landscapes and geomorphological features. This
variety owes also to local and regional geographic contexts
as well as to changes in the acting processes of morpho-
genetic factors in relation to lithology (e.g. karstic processes;
Öztürk et al. 2018), climate, sea-level changes and uses of

natural resources by man during a few thousands of years
(e.g. water control practices such as irrigation and dams,
which are in use in Turkey since the 2nd mill. BC).

3.3.1 Depressions and Lakes Along the North
and East Anatolian Fault Zones

3.3.1.1 The NAFZ and EAFZ: Active Fault Zones
The 1600-km-long dextral strike-slip North Anatolian Fault
Zone (NAFZ) runs along the transform boundary between the
Eurasian and Anatolian plates (Stein et al. 1997; Şengör et al.
2005). The NAFZ formed ca. 13–11 Ma ago in the east and
reached the Sea of Marmara not earlier than 200 ka ago. Since
the Late Pleistocene, it has been running only about 20 km
south of İstanbul (the closest it comes to İstanbul is 8 km south
of Yeşilköy, the old San Stefano) and now extends into the
Aegean Sea after developing below the Marmara Sea (Farid-
fathi and Ergin 2012; Vardar et al. 2014; Le Pichon et al.
2016). Since the seventeenth century at least, it has shown
cyclical seismic behaviour, with century-long cycles beginning
in the east and progressing westwards (Şengör et al. 2005).
Recent studies of the twentieth-century seismic record show
that earthquakes concentrate their displacement at the western
tips of its 19 broken segments (Fig. 3.21). After the last events,
which occurred on 17 August and 12 November 1999 on the
Adapazarı–İzmit segment, the activity of the NAFZ is con-
sidered to be one of the most dangerous natural hazards in
Turkey.

The left lateral strike-slip Eastern Anatolian Fault Zone
(EAFZ) forms the tectonic boundary between the Anatolian
block or Scholle and the north-westward moving Arabian
Plate. North-westwards, it cuts at a very acute angle the
thrust boundary of the old Anatolian basement bordered by
the Bitlis Suture Zone, and southwards, it follows the limit
of the tilted Cenozoic marine cover of the Arabian Plate
thrust under the Anatolian Plate. At its SE extremity near
Kahramanmaraş, the EAFZ joins the Dead Sea Transform
Fault Zone (Fig. 3.7) at a triple junction (Şengör et al. 1985).
During the last decade, the EAFZ has been responsible for a
series of important earthquakes at Bingöl and Elazığ,
although the Bitlis–Zagros Suture Zone (along which the
Arabian Plate converges towards the Anatolian Plate) seems
to be currently not as active (Bulut et al. 2012). However,
after the manuscript of this paper was completed, a magni-
tude 7.3 thrust fault earthquake hits the Zagros south of
Halabjah in Iraq near the Iranian border on 12 November
2017 at 18:18 GMT killing at least 530 people and injuring
several thousands. Its hypocentre was at a depth of 19 km
according to the USGS. Earthquakes larger than M = 6 also
occur (e.g. the M = 6.7 1976 Lice earthquake) (Şengör et al.
1985). In the early 2007, a series of M > 5 events occurred
in the Sivrice segment, followed in 2010 by M = 6.0 in
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Elazığ (Bulut et al. 2012). This deceleration of the northward
push of the Arabian Plate is in step with the acceleration of
the westward movement of Anatolia (from 6.5 mm/yr during
the last 13 Ma to 18–25 mm/yr) (Hubert-Ferrari et al. 2002;
Muller and Aydın 2004). As in the case of the NAFZ, active
seismicity along the EAFZ concerns a band with a width of
roughly 20 km along the NE–SW path of the EAFZ. The
band is clustered in distinct segments that are sub-parallel to
the EAFZ trend and are typically ca. 30 km long (Bulut et al.
2012) (Fig. 3.22). Several smaller sub-segments are, how-
ever, orientated N–S and E–W. The main segments are
Bingöl, Palu, Sivrice and Kahramanmaraş. Among the seg-
ments of the EAFZ, the segments forming the Pütürge–
Elazığ Basin (central part of the EAFZ lineament) have
hosted the highest seismicity rate for the 2007–2010 time
period (Bulut et al. 2012). It is worth noticing that the
geomorphological records around Lake Hazar (as well as the
sediment filling of the lake; Eriş 2013) show the episodically
active movement of the Sivrice segment of this Pütürge–
Elazığ Basin. Besides, in places along the segments, land-
scapes on both sides of the EAFZ are remarkably contrast-
ing, reflecting the juxtaposition of completely different
bedrock (e.g. at Palu; Fig. 3.23).

3.3.1.2 Structural Intramontane Basins Along
the NAFZ and the EAFZ

Along the path of the NAFZ, elongated strike-slip basins
started to form following the Miocene collision. Subsidence
in these basins has triggered continuous accumulation during
the Pleistocene and Holocene, often in lake environments
that are in places still present today (see Şengör et al. 2005
for a summary). Several of these basins have delivered
high-resolution records of Upper Pleistocene and Holocene
vegetation history based on pollen assemblages (Bottema
et al. 1993/1994; Nazik et al. 2011; Ülgen et al. 2012; Beug
and Bottema 2015). Also, a variety of researches have
concentrated on past climates (Yaltırak et al. 2012). Along
the EAFZ path, similar Quaternary sedimentary sequences
are rare because of the less frequent opening of strike-slip
basins. A few palaeoenvironmental and palaeoclimatic
researches have been performed in the Lake Hazar (Eriş
et al. 2016), in the Gölbaşı area and in the Antakya Plain (the
Lake Amuk plain that marks the junction of the Dead Sea rift
system and the EAFZ; Bridgland et al. 2012).

After the 1999 earthquake at Yalova near İstanbul, the
NAFZ has been subject to a large number of researches
about its activity and functioning. Some of them concerned
the sediment dynamics within the basins (e.g. Roeser et al.
2012; Ülgen et al. 2012; Viehberg et al. 2012; Yaltırak et al.
2012) and in the river valleys affected by faulted structures
(Kıyak and Erturaç 2008; Erturaç and Tüysüz 2012).

Fig. 3.21 Progressive failure of the North Anatolian Fault during the
twentieth-century earthquake cycle by stress concentration at the tips of
failed segments. Red regions are where the stresses are high
representing likely places where the next break will take place.
Courtesy of Ross Stein and Serkan Bozkurt
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Fig. 3.22 Segments of the Eastern Anatolian Fault between Gölbaşı
(Adıyaman) and Bingöl. 1. Lake dam; 2. Natural lake; 3. Natural
wetlands (tectonic basin); 4. Natural wetlands not completely sub-
merged by lake dam; 5. Concentration of earthquakes during the 2002–
2007 period; 6. Active segment of the EAFZ; 7. Dead Sea Fault Zone;
8. Faults of the EAFZ; 9. North Anatolian Fault; 10. Meeting points of

the EAFZ with the Dead Sea transform fault zone (south) and the
NAFZ (north); 11. Suture line between the Arabian Plate thrusted over
the Anatolian Plate; and 12. Dam. Redrawn, modified and completed
from Bulut et al. (2012) on a Google Earth background image and
checked with 1:25.000 topographic maps

Fig. 3.23 Palu segment on the
EAFZ (Palu, Elazığ). The left
lateral strike-slip eastern fault
juxtaposes two distinct
landscapes at Palu: the
metamorphic Bitlis Suture Zone
(left of the picture) and the
Cenozoic marine to lake
carbonate series (right of the
picture). The Euphrates River
flows toward the south-east,
following the EAFZ faulted
contact. Photograph by C.
Kuzucuoğlu
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Most of them concerned river paths and escarpment mor-
phologies resulting from the strike-slip movements of the
faults (triangular facets, diversion of streams, displacement
of blocks, disconnected morphologies along faults, etc.).
These studies succeeded mostly in defining and measuring
the physical impacts of the faulted system on the landscapes
(uplift, displacements, captures, incisions) (e.g. Gürbüz and
Gürer 2008; Erturaç and Tüysüz 2012; Sarp et al. 2014;
Selim 2013; Tarı and Tüysüz 2016).

Along the EAFZ path, fault-controlled landscapes also
comprise elongated depressions occupied by wetlands,
which correspond to the subsiding parts of segments of the
fault zone. While lakes or marshes occupy some of them,
major rivers, especially the head tributaries or main trunks of
the Seyhan and the Euphrates rivers, drain others. Flanks of
ruptured reliefs as well as fluvial landforms record both the
morphological and the sedimentological impacts of the
activity of the segments. Today, several of these wet
depressions are filled with dam lake reservoirs. In the central
part of the EAFZ, the largest strike-slip faulted basin
(Pütürge–Sivrice–Elazığ basin) hosts the Lake Hazar (20 km
long, 212 m deep and 4 km wide), dated to approximately
148–178 ka (Çetin et al. 2003; Aksoy et al. 2007). Around
and in the faulted basins, several morphotectonic features
record both uplift (deformed lake terraces) and strike-slip
fault-controlled parallel escarpments and triangular slopes.

3.3.2 River Paths, Captures and Mobility
of Water Divides

The activity of faults favours not only the presence of lakes,
but also the diversion and versatility of past outlets of lakes
(e.g. the spring of the head-tributaries of the Tigris River; the
drainage network deformation along the NAFZ near Gerede;
Erinç et al. 1961).

3.3.2.1 Changes in Base Levels and Headward
Erosion

In Turkey, changes of base level in river networks occurred
because of (i) relief discontinuities produced by vertical
tectonic movements (uplift/subsidence and faulting) or
(ii) hydraulic connections occurring either upstream, when
backward erosion reaches upper isolated plains, or down-
stream, when sea level decreases or increases, for example as
during the Messinian salinity crisis of the Mediterranean
followed by the post-Messinian sedimentary fills observed in
the Antalya and Adana basins (Görür 1982; Öğrünç et al.
2000; Çiner et al. 2008; Cosentino et al. 2012; Schildgen
et al. 2012, 2014). Görür (1982) in particular emphasized the
importance of the Messinian crisis on the petroleum poten-
tial of these basins. Later, during the Quaternary, additional
sea-level changes were also triggered by changes in global

climate due to glacial/inter-glacial intervals in the Mediter-
ranean (Hughes and Woodward 2017), in the Bosphorus
(Şengör 2011) and in the Black Sea (Ryan et al. 1997).

All these processes redistribute watersheds. In Anatolia,
examples are numerous for each of these processes (river
flow disconnections vs. connections), whether on the surface
or underground. Examples of fault disruption-induced
changes in watersheds are more frequent in eastern Anato-
lia, while examples of headward erosion due to uplift of
headwater areas or to sea-level decrease are more frequent in
the Black Sea (e.g. Kızılırmak River; Berndt et al. 2017),
Aegean (e.g. Büyük Menderes River; Kazancı et al. 2011;
Gürbüz et al. 2012) and Mediterranean regions (e.g. Aksu
and Göksu rivers). These examples are characteristic of the
impact of differential uplift, which has caused repeated river
captures in the regions surrounding the Central Anatolian
Plateau, at the expense of the endorheic parts of the plateau.

3.3.2.2 River Network in Young Tectonic Context
River-capturing processes, still quite common in the
dynamic tectonic environment of Turkey, are also under the
control of major faults. Those who ever worked on drawing
watershed divides in mountainous areas of Turkey (whether
using Internet resources or any map at any scale) have been
confronted with confusing relationships between relief vol-
umes and river paths. This puzzling situation arises from
alignments of straight river courses, which are separated by
subtle watershed thresholds or by small to large closed
depressions whose connections with hydrologic networks
remain far from clear. This highly unusual distribution of
river watersheds reflects differences in the adaptation
rhythms of river incision in Anatolia to the high speed of the
recent rise of relief. The more recent is the uplift, and the
more confusing is the organization of the river network.
Whether tectonic movements produce faulting or
uplift/subsidence, the timing, path and intensity of river
incision also respond differently. Such examples of fault
control are strikingly numerous along the NAFZ and,
especially, along the EAFZ, as well as along faults limiting
grabens collecting and directing watercourses in dismantled
mountain regions (Şengör 2017).

3.3.2.3 Fault-Controlled River Paths
Rectilinear courses of narrow–short and wide–long valleys
meeting at right angles are common features on any map
illustrating river paths in Turkey. This is especially true
along the NAFZ and the EAFZ. When crossing sub-active or
active faults with a high lateral component, river paths fol-
low typical side-sliding courses parallel to that of strike-slip
faulting. Such side-sliding displacements are currently
observed and measured along the NAFZ (e.g. Gürbüz et al.
2015; Tarı and Tüysüz 2016; Şengör 2017). Along the
EAFZ, angular zigzag paths are particularly spectacular in
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the upper basins of (i) the Seyhan River when it gets close to
the Euphrates basin upstream the Kahramanmaraş city area,
(ii) the Euphrates and right bank tributaries upstream the
Adıyaman Basin, (iii) the valleys of both upper members of
the Euphrates when they cross the EAFZ (Murat River) and
the NAFZ (Karasu River) and (iv) the Tigris River between
Lake Hazar and Ergani city (Fig. 3.24). In karstic areas
where processes develop a complex underground network,
the effects of these processes combine with the surface linear
displacement of valleys to produce specific spots where
water divides are disputed by oppositely flowing systems
(e.g. the Gölbaşı case, between Seyhan and Euphrates
basins; Fig. 3.24).

3.4 Conclusion

The neotectonic interval in Turkey, i.e. the last 11–13 Ma, has
seen not only a great amount of activity, but also a tremendous
variety of it. In this sense, too, Turkey is really a “Minor Asia”
containing at least five tectonic provinces of contrasting
structures and evolutionary histories. That activity is contin-
uing as reflected by the active seismicity of the country. The

Aegean region, for instance, is one of the seismically most
active continental regions in the world. There have been no
well-documented volcanic eruptions since 1443, but some of
the large eastern Anatolian volcanoes such as Nemrut and
Tendürek may erupt at any time and cause devastation around
them. The seas around Turkey (Black Sea, Aegean Sea and
Mediterranean Sea) and within it (Sea of Marmara) have
undergone extremely complex histories tied to both waxing
and waning continental glaciers in Eurasia, but also to fluc-
tuating worldwide sea level. Both the Black Sea and the
Mediterranean Sea have been closed seas during parts of their
histories having truly dramatic episodes such as the Messinian
Salinity Crisis that impacted not only the coastal regions of
Turkey, but also the entire country, including the endorheic
central regions via their climatic effects. Vast lakes once
occupied areas that are now semi-deserts in these internal
regions. Forward climate modelling studies show that the
aridification trend continues (except along the northern geo-
morphic region) and once-fixed sand dunes in central Anatolia
have in places resumed their movements. Aridification, com-
bined with ill-informed water usage, has affected karstic
regions and accelerated the formation of karst pits (“obruks”)
in south-central Turkey. Geomorphological studies have

Fig. 3.24 River captures in the Upper Euphrates and Upper Tigris
basins along the EAFZ: 1. Dam lakes; 2. Natural lakes; 3. Wetlands
(flat closed depressions); 4. Rivers merging at right angle; 5. Areas
treated by capture; 6. Tributary rivers; 7. Main rivers; 8. Rivers and

streams in the Gölbaşı closed depression; 9. Dams; 10. EAF–NAF
meeting point at Karlıova. Drawn from reporting 10 m contours on
1:25,000-scaled topographic maps
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entered a very exciting phase in Turkey, particularly since the
introduction of refined surface-dating techniques, GPS and
very high-resolution satellite imaging. We hope that the
chapters in this book will prove springing boards for sophis-
ticated future studies of this very interesting part of our planet.
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