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Abbreviations and Notes

App. Appendix
asl above sea level
BP Before Present (1950)
ka kilo annum, thousands of years BP; it

represents events in time
kyr thousands of years; it denotes duration (inter-

vals of time)
Ma Mega annum, millions of years BP; as with

‘ka’, it represents events in time
myr millions of years; as with ‘kyr’, it denotes

duration (intervals of time)
MIS Marine Isotope Stage

1. For the chronological division of the Pleistocene,
the geochronological nomenclature is used in this
study: ‘Early’, ‘Middle’ and ‘Late’ Pleistocene
[for a recent discussion on the dual nomenclature
that arises from the traditional distinction be-
tween time (geochronology) and time-rock
(chronostratigraphy), see Head, M. and Xavier,
F. 2010 The GSSP Concept – Report of the
International Commission on Stratigraphy Work-
shop, Prague, May 31-June 3, 2010, and
references therein]. When these forms are used
with lower-cased initials (‘early’, ‘middle’ and
‘late’ Pleistocene), it is implied that, either the
boundaries of the inferred particular time-slice
are not well-resolved, or these boundaries trans-
gress those of the formal Ages/Stages. In all
cases, these informal forms are quoted as they
appear in the original text of the citation. For
instance, Schattner (2010) uses the term ‘mid
Pleistocene’ or ‘early-to-mid Pleistocene’ to refer
to a time-span ranging between about 1.0 and 0.7
Ma (i.e. a time-slice that would formally be
included in the late Early-early Middle Pleisto-
cene). Whenever numerical ages are used to
clarify the reference to the informal age/stages, as
in the example above, those ages are given, too;
otherwise, context alone should be sufficient to
denote the (alas, inadequate) correlation with the
formal geochronological terms.

2. Due to practical reasons, it was not possible to
include in this book all data collected during my
fieldwork. I would encourage the interested
reader to contact me at vag_tourloukis@yahoo.-
com for any questions regarding the sites
mentioned in text or for more photographs,
GPS-points, Munsell colour readings, etc.
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