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Table 1: Summary statistics of data after a 10% trim of all geo-ecological zones and the Loma Sandia human data. N Texas Geologic Units @ Middle Eocene-Inland Low
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Figure 3: Scatter plot of all data after 10% trim. Note singular Holocene-Riverine point is much lower than Holocene-Coastal data.
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Table 2: Results of independent sample t-tests of seven geo-ecological regions and Loma Sandia.

Figure 1: Ecological Zones of the TCP. Loma Sandia is located further
inland than most Riverine sites and was designated as a
Riverine/Inland Zone Geo-ecological area for analysis.
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Figure 4: Mixed geological units of Loma Sandia and surrounding areas See Supplemental Material folder for references.

Disclaimers:

. . . . . .. . . A Acknowledgements: | would like to acknowledge the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department biologists and the private
No animals were harmed for the purposes of this research. All faunal specimens were donated by hunters as part of their regular hunting activity or died of natural causes. All specimens were collected by TPWD wildlite ranch owners for taking time out of their schedules to collecting sample for this project. | would also like to thank
biologists or on a private ranch by the researcher with permission of ranch owners. Raymond Mauldin at the Center for Archaeological Research, University of Texas at San Antonio and Ryan Mills at the
This NSF funded project was completed with permission from the Texas Historical Commission and the Center for Archaeological Research, University of Texas at San Antonio, for destructive analysis of 54 enamel samples University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill for their guidance in all lab preparation and processing. In addition, | would

like to acknowledge Robert J. Hard and Raymond Mauldin for their support and guidance during this project. Finally,
this project supported and funded by the National Science Foundation.

from 41LK28. At the time of this study, the remains of Loma Sandia were classified as unaffiliated according to the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.




