The table below describes the attributes (data columns) for the foraminiferal the data tables presented in this report. The
metadata for the foraminiferal data are not complete if they are not distributed with this document.

Attribute label

Attribute definition

Core ID
Site ID

Distance from Shoreline m
Depth Interval (cm)

Size Fraction Picked (pm)

Percent of Sample Examined (%)
Ammoastuta inepta
Ammobaculites crassus
Ammodiscus tenuis

Ammonia parkinsoniana
Ammotium cassis

Ammotium c.f. A. salsum group

Arenoparrella mexicana
Eggerella advena
Entzia macrescens

? Glomospira sp.

Haplophragmoides bonplandi
Haplophragmoides wilberti

Haplophragmoides spp.

Miliammina fusca
Miliammina obliqua
Miliammina petila
Paratrochammina simplissima
Pseudothurammina limnetis
Reophax sp.

Rhabdammina spp.
Siphotrochammina lobata
Textularia earlandi
Tiphotrocha comprimata
Trochammina inflata
Indeterminate Organic Lining
Indeterminate Agglutinated
Number of foraminifers (N)
Wet Sediment Volume (mL)
Date Wet Sieved
(MM/DD/YYYY)

Core Collection Date
(MM/DD/YYYY)

The identification number of the location where the core was collected.
The identification number of the core transect location

The distance of the core from the shoreline at the time of collection, in meters.
The 1-centimeter section of core analyzed

The sediment size range picked for foraminifera in micrometers, where applicable.

The percentage of each sample that was picked, counted, and identified.

The number of Ammoastuta inepta in the respective sample.

The number of Ammobaculites crassus in the respective sample.

The number of Ammodiscus tenuis in the respective sample.

The number of Ammonia parkinsoniana in the respective sample.

The number of Ammotium cassis in the respective sample.

The number of Ammotium salsum specimens in the respective sample. Counts were
lumped with specimens of Ammobaculites exiguus, hence, the reason for uncertainty
in the naming scheme.!

The number of Arenoparrella mexicana in the respective sample.

The number of Eggerella advena in the respective sample.

The number of Entzia macrescens in the respective sample.

The number of possibly unidentifiable Glomospira specimens in the respective
sample.

The number of Haplophragmoides bonplandi in the respective sample.

The number of Haplophragmoides wilberti in the respective sample.

The number of unidentifiable Haplophragmoides specimens in the respective
sample.

The number of Miliammina fusca in the respective sample.

The number of Miliammina obliqua in the respective sample.

The number of Miliammina petila in the respective sample.

The number of Paratrochammina simplissima in the respective sample.

The number of Pseudothurammina limnetis in the respective sample.

The number of unidentifiable Reophax specimens in the respective sample.

The number of unidentifiable Rhabdammina specimens in the respective sample.
The number of Siphotrochammina lobata in the respective sample.

The number of Textularia earlandi in the respective sample.

The number of Tiphotrocha comprimata in the respective sample.?

The number of Trochammina inflata in the respective sample.

The number of organic linings that could not be identified.

The number of agglutinated specimens that could not be identified.

The total number of foraminifera picked in the respective sample.

The volume of wet sediment, in milliliters, collected and processed for foraminifera.
The day of year, where M is for month, D is for day, and Y is for year, when the
refrigerated 1-cm interval sample was wet sieved.

The day of year, where M is for month, D is for day, and Y is for year, when the core
was collected in the field.



Taxonomic Notes:

'Specimens of Ammobaculites exiguus and Ammotium salsum were combined into a single group, Ammotium cf. A. salsum
group, because specimens were commonly broken and comprised of the same sediment texture making them difficult to
distinguish to the genus level and for consistency with other recent literature (Haller et al., 2018a; Haller et al., 2018b;
Haller et al., 2019; Ellis and Smith, 2020; and Ellis and Smith, 2021).

2Specimen counts of Tiphotrocha comprimata in this study are analogous to Tiphotrocha comprimata counts in Haller et
al. (2018a, 2018b, 2019), lumped with Trochammina sp. A, due to the belief of the author that specimens identified as
Trochammina sp. A are juvenile forms of Tiphotrocha comprimata.

Uncertainty in species and genus identifications expressed using standard open nomenclature. Information can be found in
Bengtson, P., 1988, Open Nomenclature: Palacontology, v. 31, p. 223-227.



