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CHAPTER III

THE VERTEBRATE DATABASE, v.3.5.

"Statistics and probability help clarify one's thinking and improve one's
capacity to deal with practical problems and to understand the world...

...On the other hand, important research has been done by people with
absolutely no formal knowledge of statistics. And a little study of statistics
sometimes befuddles students into thinking that statistical principles are
guides to research design and analysis. This mistaken belief only inhibits
the exercise of sound research thinking...

..If the researcher finds that she/he must use refined statistical tests to
reveal whether there are differences, the differences do not matter much...

Therefore, we should constantly direct our attention to ensuring that the
data upon which we base our calculations is good data."

Simon, 1992

II1.1. INTRODUCTION

Large datasets, such as that used in this study, present workers with logistical as
well as scientific problems. Data must be stored in a readily accessible form in order to
facilitate manipulation and analysis. But, while today computerized databases make this
process easier, decisions concerning what information needs to be entered and how the
database must be structured remain. The Paleogeographic Atlas Project at the University of
Chicago has had some 15 years of experience of making these decisions, and this has
proved invaluable in designing the database used here, a database that is informally referred
to as the "Vertebrate Database," although it houses a variety of geological and
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paleoecological information. In addition, the designer of the Vertebrate Database was also
the principal data collector, data inputer and data user, and this provided valuable insights
into all aspects of the design process, insights that few other database workers have

enjoyed.

The "Vertebrate Database" was originally conceived in 1989 as a tool for a study of
fossil crocodilian distributions through the last 100 million years of geologic history
(Donn, 1987; Habicht, 1979; Markwick, 1992, 1993a, 1993b; Romer, 1961). The
database utilizes the Helix Express software for the Macintosh (originally called Double
Helix; NorthCon Technologies, 1992). This software allows customized fully relational
databases to be easily constructed, without compromising power, and has been used
extensively by the Paleogeographic Atlas Project. The original design of this database was
based on one constructed for floral studies by Michael Hulver and Jiping Yao, graduate
students in the Paleogeographic Atlas Project, University of Chicago. However, the
present Vertebrate Database is a product of six years of subsequent development and
evolution by the present author. Versions of the present database have now been

successfully adapted for other projects and are used by a number of other groups.

III.1.1. A Successful Database must be "simple enough that it

can be used, but comprehensive enough that it will be useful."

A central tenet for designing a successful database is that the database be simple

enough that it can be used, but comprehensive enough that it will be useful.l

1. Althought the development of the Vertebrate Database has followed this paradigm, the number
of fields in each relation is considerable. This reflects the need for qualifying the data. For example
consideration of present day vertebrates indicates that size may reflect some climate parameter (Bergmans'
Rule). As a consequence a size information field was added to the Taxa by Locality relation. But what size?
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Unfortunately, reaching this balance is a question of trial and error, hence the evolution of
the database over the last six years. After going over the database for a fifth time adding
additional information as I had found needed, I decided that the best solution was to enter
all vertebrate and pertinent geological data for each locality, and this is presently being
completed. One consequence of this is that the database now comprises the largest dataset
of vertebrate information of which I am aware (5700 localities, 17167 taxa, 26576 entries,
1060 present day climate stations with complete information with 51558 taxa by stations,
1024 references; memory size =170 MB). Its comprehensiveness allows additional issues
to be addressed, issues that impinge upon paleoclimatic questions including questions of
paleobiology, taphonomy, paleoenvironments, paleoecology and paleobiodiversity.
Inclusion of modern day data means that contemporary macroecological questions can also

be addressed.

A further important qualification for any comprehensive database is that it have the
flexibility to change with time as required. Although initially set up for fossil vertebrates,
versions of the database are also now being used for the compilation of both macro- and

micro-floral data.

In order to faciliate data entry and utilization, the database has been designed to be
as 'user-friendly' as possible. To this end "Help" buttons are available on every entry
form, which give a field by field description of what information should be entered and
what format it should have. Where possible the database is designed to make calculations
automatically and fill appropriate fields; for instance when a stratgraphic name (e.g.

"Eocene") is entered in the specified field in the "Main Locality" relation, the database

the average? the maximum? Thus it was necessary to provide fields for minimum, maximum and average
size (the average is calculated).
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automatically calculates the absolute ages represented; similarly, on entry of a new genus
name in the "Main Taxonomy" relation the database automatically appends the appropriate
higher taxonomy to it. This is done through a series of peripheral relations that remain
unseen by most users (see section I11.2.4). In addition all entry forms include copious
"comments" fields which provide the user with further freedom to qualify entries or include
notes for future reference. Helix Express also allows for fields to be qualified, such that
entries that fail specified criteria result in an error message (for instance latitude can never
exceed +90°; if a number greater than 90 is entered the database is designed to refuse to

enter the error until it is corrected).

But, a database is only as good as the data that it contains, and one recurring
concern has been that the data taken from the literature are often unreliable. In such a broad
database, which here includes not only vertebrate paleontology but also stratigraphy,
sedimentology, paleoecology, paleoclimatology and tectonics, it is often difficult to grasp
fully the intricacies of every entry. To this end all information is entered into the database
unless blatantly false. Entry forms are designed to distinguish between well or poorly
resolved data, whether it be geographic or temporal. Thus a locality described as the
"Eocene of India" is only of moderate use, but if that is the only record for India for that
time interval, it is important. In this case, sorts of the database can be run using the
"Geographic Precision" code as a means of discriminating such coarse data: this is a 5 tier
code with 1 being the best resolved site (position witﬁin 1 km) and 5 is the least resolved
(country scale, >500 km). As better resolved data are entered, such coarse records can be
replaced. A further problem is that few complete faunal lists are ever published, and one is
constantly dependent upon partial lists (particularly biased towards mammal or dinosaurs

lists) or systematic descriptions. In this instance the user can designate the nature of the
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faunal list using the "Nature of faunal data field," and again, sorts can be designed to list
only "complete” faunal lists. Such codes are replete throughout the database as the only
way of dealing with a literature that is inherently nonstandardized and problematic and a

record that is at best incomplete.

One last point concerning the database is that interpretative fields are kept to a
minimum. Interpretation should not be muddled with the data itself. Some interpretation is
of course unavoidable, such as for designating the environment. In such cases I have
resorted to a broad brush approach, i.e. "fluvial" or "marine," classifications that would be
hard to dispute, as opposed to a finer classification such as "ox-bow lake" which may be
less easy to demonstrate and which may in any case be beyond the resolution of most
locality records used in the database. To this end the database is designed to allow the user
to pull back to the resolution at which more confidence may be applied. For instance the
distribution of crocodilians may be displayed with more confidence than say the
distribution of alligators which may be susceptible to a greater degree of misidentification.
However, fields for greater detail are provided, because throughout the design process I
have felt it important that the range of resolution obtainable using the database not be

limited by the database itself.

Only a brief summary of the basic structure and nature of the database is presented
here. A complete description is given in Appendix D.2 In the following sections screen
pictures of each entry form (with an example in each case) are used to show the types of

data included. Most fields are self-explanatory (viz., latitude, longitude, age). Nonetheless

2. This is based on an unpublished manuscript, "The Vertebrate Database User’s Manual, v.3.0 "
(Markwick 1993, unpublished).
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a short text discussing why certain fields are included and, the decision process responsible

is provided for each relation.

I11.2. THE DATABASE
II1.2.1. Basic Structure

As with any relational database, this one is divided into individual tables called
"Relations." Each of these stores related information. The present database comprises six
principal relations: one each for taxonomic information (fossil and modern--in the database
referred to as the "Main Taxa" relation), locality data (fossil only--"Main Locality") and
Climate station data (modern only--"Climate Stations"), and two that provide the links
between them, taxa by locality (fossil occurrences--"Main Taxa By Locality") and taxa by
climate station (modern occurrences--"Taxa By Climate Stations"). Reference information
is stored in the "Main References" relation, from which it is related to all other relations.
This then provides a comprehensive bibliography for all entries. In addition there are
peripheral relations that contain information used to make the database more ‘user friendly’'
- these include one for Standard Taxonomy (this stores the higher taxonomy used
throughout the database such that whenever a new taxon is entered in the main taxonomic
relation ("Main Taxonomy") the database accesses this standard taxonomic relation to see
what higher taxonomy to use -- the taxonomy used throughout the database is that of
Carroll (1988); this relation is referred to as "Standard Taxonomy"); Timescale (absolute
ages assigned to stratigraphic ages: two relations are involved here, "Timescale,” which
stores the international stratigraphic names, and "Timescale II," which stores local names,

including Mammal ages), Geography (using the area codes used by the Paleographic Atlas
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Project in their databases--"Geography"), Plates (also using Paleogeographic Atlas Project
codes used for reconstructing the paleoposition of localities--"Plate ID's"), and journal

information ("Journal Lookup").

There are two further important design qualifications that all databases should
follow. First, each record should contain a unique identifer that is true for that record, but
no other. This facilitates linkages between relations. Although it is often tempting to ascribe
some additional meaning to this identifer (inclusion of an age code, for instance),
experience has shown that a wholly arbitrary identifier is to be preferred and to this end
such identifiers in this database are sequential numbers generated by the database itself.3
Second, there should be only one point of data entry (entry form) in each relation. This
avoids potential duplication of data, as well as potential confusion when linking relations.

The basic structure of these individual relations is shown in Figure IIL1.

Once data have been entered, they can be viewed in a variety of different ways. As
individual records (viz., each entry form in turn), as simple listings within a single relation
(for instance a list of taxon names with associated taxonomy; Figure III.2.), or as subforms
linking multiple relations (for instance, a specified genus name with all its occurrences;
Figure II1.3.). In this regard, Helix Express provides the user with a great deal of freedom.
What fields are listed and what multirelational summaries are made is entirely at the user's
discretion, as are the structure and choice of each index and query used. In the "Vertebrate
Database" the basic query for each relation is based on the entry form and consequently any
field or combination of fields can be queried. This now also includes boolean searches. The

power to search the database for any combination of factors in any combination of relations

3. One problem with ascribing meaning to the unique identifier occurs when that meaning, say the
age, changes.
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References —® All relations

Help [— All relations

FIGURE II1.1. Basic Database Structure.

This diagram shows the principal and peripheral relations in the present
database together with the main linking fields. A full description of the
database is given in Appendix D.
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% File Edit User Uiew DATAENTRY Listings Dumps Display Codes Other W#Hd 3

Lisi Main Taua

25 taza MAIN TAXON LISTING

7495  tAlligstor chinensis {Alligator cuvieri 7494  {Alligstor helois
3206  Alligator lusius Alligator megrewi 3008  Alligator meffenli
3005  Alligator mississippiensis Alligator olseni 3011  Alligator parshybensis
3009  Alligaror premasalis tAlligator sinense 3256  Alligator simensis

1 Alligator sp. Alligator thomsoni 3914 Alligstor visheri
4040  Alligatorellus beaumonti Alligarorellus beaumonti bavaricus 4037  Alligatorellus sp.

3065  Alligatoridae indet. Alligatorinse indet. 4043  Alligstorium depereti

40, Sllicaroxium LODAARICHT bt .u..‘.. o - e dnd v At oM AT DALnLATAT

wiEEE—— Main TaHa with tadonomy = '
25 taxa

Taxond [Occur.|Taxon Name

7495 0 tAlligator chinensis
7492 0 tAlligator ewvieri
7494 0 tAlligator helois
3206 1 Alligator lucius
3006 1 Alligstor megrewi
3008 1 Alligstor mefferdi
Taxd 3005 q Alligator mississippiensis
74 3010 11 Alligator olseni
0 ATl arahyd
alligator lucius

1
3006 + 1 0 Alligator megrewi
3008 + 1 0 Alligator mefferdi Amphibiows
3005 @ 4 9 Alligator mississippiensis Amphibious  aquatic carnivore snakes, tutles, snails, insec
3010 + 11 0  Alligator olseni Amphidiows =

FIGURE IIL.2. Screen picture of typical listings.

In order to illustrate the types of listings used in the database three are
shown in this screen picture, all from the "Main Taxonomy" relation. The
top listing shows a list of all taxa in the database that have the genus name
'Alligator' together with the unique Taxon number that applies to each; the
listing is read from left to right and then top to bottom. Double-clicking on
any of these entries brings up the appropriate entry record (see Figure
I11.5). The Helix Express software gives the database user carte blanche in
designing each listing, the choice of fields included, their format, how they
are arranged and the order in which they are shown. A query is assigned to
each listing. For example the listing in the middle of the figure shows the
same taxa, but this time with associated higher taxonomy--the
abbreviation "Occur." relates to the number of records in the "Main Taxa
by Locality" relation which relate to this taxon. The bottom listing shows
the taxon names with associated ecological information.
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Entar w.xon# and tab: [m

To limit the localities which you 4

Enter Texon# and Teb: [ 301G
If you can't remember the Taxg

Taxon: Alligstor olse)

Family: Alligatoridae

Allipator olsens

11 Records Age data, Ma: 28.3 w 16.3 longevity, Ma: 12.0

A Loc ¥ [Locality

265

1834
1837
1838
2218
2219

[Locality Rame 2221 Unit 8, Thomas Parm, Gilehrist County, Plorida, USA, NAM

Switchysrd B of Beadoard Air Lif~C|?

Griscom Plantation, Leona Cownty, Flond Temestrial indet. Tetrestrial indet.

Midway, Gadsen County, Florids, US4, NAM L S Terrestrial indet. Terrvestrial indet.

Thomas Farm, Gilehrist County, Florida, USA, L 5 Sink hole #ink hole: "sinkhole, swrownded by wy
wnit 5, Thomas Farm, Gilehrist County, Florids, L 5 8ink hole Sink hole: sinkhole swrounded by wod
Unit 6, Thomas Farm, Gilehrist County, Florida, L 5 8ink hole Rink hole: sinkhole, swrounded by wol
Unit 7, Thomas Farm, Gilchrist County, Florida, L S #ink hole #ink hole: sinkhole swrounded by wod
Unit 8, Thomas Farm, Gilchrist County, Florida, L 5 Sink hole ®ink hole: sinkhole swrounded by wod
Unit 11, Thomas Farm, Gilehrist County, Florida, L 5 Sink hole #ink hole: sinkhole swrownded by wod
Unit 15, Thomas Farm, Gilehrist Cownty, Florida, L 5 8ink hole Sink hole: sinkhole swrounded by wod
Toledo Bend Dam (near), Newton County, Texss, L S Fluvial Fluvial: channel

Switchyard B of Staboard Air Line Railroad C ompany, Tollahasseq, Leon C ounty, Flovida, USA, NAML
Griseom Plantation, Leon County, Florida, USA, NAM
HMidway, Gadsen County, Plorida, USA, NAM

Thomas Parm, Gilehrist C ounty, Plorida, USA, NAM

uait 5, Thomas Yarm, Gilehrist County, Flovida, USA, NAM
Unit 6, Thomas Farm, Gilehrist County, Florida, USA, HAM
Unit 7, Thomas Parm, Gilehvist County, Plovids, USA, NAM

=

FIGURE IIL3. Screen picture of typical subform listings.

As a truely relational database this database provides links between each
relation. In the example shown in this figure the user has entered the taxon
number appropriate to the taxon of interest, in this case Alligator olseni,
and the database has accordingly constructed a listing of all occurrences
recorded in the "Main Taxa by Locality" relation with this taxon. As with
the simple listings shown in Figure IIL.2., double-clicking on entries in
these subform listings provides access to the appropriate record (in this
case displayed using the main entry form in the "Main Taxa by Locality"
relation --see Figure II1.8). Subforms consequently provide the ability to
access all information from one part of the database applicable to entries
in another part. Not only this, but the link between relations can be based
on any entry field. Thus the user might specify a basin name in the "Main
Locality" relation and the database access all taxa, or genera or even skulls
(if so desired), etc., that occur in that basin. In the case of this figure the
database is used to access the paleoenvironmental information applicable
to all localities in which the taxon Alligator olseni occurs.
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means that the dataset can be readily used for addressing a multitude of questions that
would otherwise be precluded. For more information, readers are referred to the Helix

Express User's manuals (Harrington, 1992).
II1.2.2. Data Sources

The dataset used in this study is derived from the published literature. Initially data
were derived. from Steel's (1973) review of fossil crocodilians and an unpublished
termpaper written by Arthur Busbey, while a graduate student at the University of Chicago.
As the project developed a more comprehensive survey became necessary, utilizing, as far
as possible, the original literature. This involved a comprehensive survey through the
geological literature housed in the libraries of the University of Chicago and the Field
Museum, Chicago. Additional references were obtained through Interlibrary Loans,
courtesy of the John Crerar Library. I gathered addiﬁonal Chinese literature from the library
of the Nanjing Institute of Paleontology during field work in southern China in 1991. To
maximize the scope of the collection, these literature surveys were implemented in the
following way: first all of the principal paleontological journals were checked, beginning in
each case with volume 1 and proceeding to the present. This was followed by searches of
more general geological journals, followed by national, regional and local museum and
geological survey reports from around the world. The benefits of this approach are that
obscure manuscripts that may not be accessible by computerized bibliographies, such as
GEOREF, or the biases inherent in most publications. The initial concentration on
~ crocodilian data was rapidly expanded to include turtles, as the need to qualify absences
became important (the use of control groups is discussed below). Ultimately it became

important to survey all vertebrate localities in order to examine the potential biases inherent
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in collection, and also to address other problems such as dating and environmental
considerations. In order to expedite this as quickly as possible, these latter data were based
on reviews of mammals and dinosaurs. I am at present augmenting the dataset with
complete faunal lists, where available in the primary literature. The net result of this
compilation is that any individual taxon or fossil group can be traced back through time. In

addition broader questions of paleoecology and paleodiversity can also be addressed.

II1.2.3. Principal Relations

The following subsections outline the information and structure of each of the six
primary relations. In each case, a screen picture of the entry form (with representative data)
is presented. As already stated above, a detailed description of each field and abacus
(calculations made by the database, including lookups for specified parameters) is given in

Appendix D.

II1.2.3.1. Main References

This relation contains all reference information (Figure I11.4.). These data are then
linked to all other parts of the database using a unique, but arbitrary, record number. Most
of the fields in this relation are self-explanatory, author name and so forth. All others are
included to facilitate 'housekeeping' efforts, for instance the name of the initial compiler
(the person who first entered data into this record), the location of the reference (whether it
is stored in the present authors library, or is still on the library shelf*) and PAPeRS record
number, which refers to the bibliographical database of the Paleogeographic Atlas Project.

4. All references used in the database have been photocopied and are stored in the present author's
library. This follows the example of Alfred Ziegler and the Paleogeographic Atlas Project.
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This sheet is for the entry of reference information. If you have an queries click on the
HELP button below or conw:t*he Paleogeographic Atlas Project. Tel. {312) 702 8146

Reference# 1 PAPeRS Rofll:]

Compiler [P.J.Makwick |w]Dae 1126191 Reference type:| Jownal

® Yes Category: [ Vertebrate dara
Collected ? ONo Location of Reference?| Psul's Files
i Callk

Author 1, Last Name:[ Brunet Other Author{Full Names)
Author 1, First Names:| Michel

Author 2, Last Name:| Heintz
Author 2, First Names:| Emile

Year of Publication: [1983 |
Reference Abbreviation:

Brunet & Heintz {1983)

Title {Paper, book etc.): | Interpretation paleoecologique et relations biogeographiques de la faune de
vertebrees du Miocene Superieur D'Injana, Irek.

Journal Name (Full):
| Palaeogeography, Palaoclimatology, Palaeoecology |+]

Volume: |44 Number:| | Pages ! No. of pages:[283-293 ]

Volume: |44 T Number:| i | 'Pagesfﬁo of pages 550

Yolume Title {(if a special Yolume, collection of papers etc):

Editor 1, Last Name: Other Editors
Editor 2, First Names:
Editor 2, Last Name |
Editor 2, First Names:
Edition:

Language Used: French v
Abstract Language:[ English v
Translator 1.Last name:| Translator 1.First names:|
Translator 2.Last name: Translator 2 First names:|
Publisher:|
Place of Publication|

Commenty / Notes:

FIGURE IIL4. Screen picture of principal entry form in the ''Main
References'' relation.

An example record is illustrated to show the type of information entered in
each field. See Appendix D for details.
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IIL.2.3.2. Main Taxonomy

This relation stores all taxonomic information used throughout the database (Figure
I11.5). In order to maintain consistency, the higher taxonomy attributed to each genus is
that given in Carroll's (1988) review of vertebrate paleontology. This information is stored
in a separate relation--"Standard Taxonomy" (see section ITI.2.4.1. and comments therein).
On entry of a name into the "Genus" field, the database automatically accesses this
subsidiary relation and enters the appropriate higher taxonomy in the appropriate fields in -
the "Main Taxonomy" relation. A taxon is here defined as the finest identifiable taxonomic
level for specimens at a locality. Thus a species is a taxon, but so is a family where that is
the best level of resolution defined. In cases where specimens at a single locality are
identifiable to both a species and its family (e.g. Alligator mississippiensis and
Alligatoridae indet. are defined at the same locality), the database will treat these as two
separate taxa present at that locality. This then carries the uncertainity in the Alligatoridae
indet. designation, since although the specimens may indeed represent Alligator
mississippiensis, they could also represent another alligatorid. The total number of taxa at a
locality thus represents the maximum number of taxa given the specimens present, and is
different from the total number of genera or species, which are derived based on only

defined genera and species, respectively.

Because this relation stores all taxonomic information, including that of extant taxa,

a number of fields are included here which are only appropriate to studies of the Recent.

5. Most of the codes used throughout the "Vertebrate Database, v.3.5" are those of the
Paleogeographic Atlas Project (PAP). They are included in order to provide consistency between the
existing databases of the PAP, most of which have also been constructed using the Helix Express software.
Most of this is the work of Michael Hulver, who has been involved with PAP since the early 1980's.
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& File Edit User Uiew DATAENTRY Listings Dumps Display Codes Other W¥d ES

4 9 i
MAIN TAXON DATA ENTRY b
Tunon# 3005 | AZlpaior misissippieasis
Synonomized to:
TAZONOMIC DATA
] Alligator
mississippiensis

(Daudin, 1802)

‘HMajor’ Symonyms:
#7491 -Crocodilus lucius CUVIER, 1807
Desoriber(s) i #7492 - Alligator cuvieri BORY DE ST YINCENT, 1824
#7493 -Champsa ucia WAGLER, 1830
#7494 - Alligator helois COPE, 1865

3 Common

P
[To enter 'minor nyms click this button)

| Alligatoridae

Fosuhs | To access list of “minor’ symonymies ¢lick this button

Crocod ylia }:u'.inn_nnhl affinity: [ Amphibious [w]
Archosauria Habitat:

Archosauromorpha
Diapsida. 2 Elevation. Miu.:| [iax.:| _JAve.:]
Reptilia Nocturnalidiurnal? |

[Size information: i i |

Average |

Superclass
Phylum Yertebrata
Kinglom Animalia Tail lexgth, mm ;|
Head & Boly*, mm:

Diet:| camivore v Skull leagth, mm:
snakes, twtles, snails, insects, fish, small mammals, Weight, g:
birds f3hell length for turtles;®snout to vent

Total leagtht, mm:

REF# Reference Abbrevy. pages JHEIP]
2 | Breel {1973) 73
371

@

Conant and Collins (1991)

39

COMMENTS, TARONOMIC

FIGURE IIL.5. Screen picture of principal entry form in the '"Main
Taxonomy'' relation.

An example record is illustrated to show the type of information entered in
each field. See Appendix D for details.
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These include information on general diet, habitat and size. While such information can be
interpreted for fossil taxa, a precept of this dataset is that such interpretation be kept to a

Synonymies can be specified in this relation, where known. If defined, the major

synonym will be used throughout the rest of the database.

I11.2.3.3. Main Localities

The "Main Localities" relation stores all data pertaining to localities, including
stratigraphic, lithologic and paleoenvironmental information (Figure III.6). Each record
represents a 'locality,’ as described in the literature. However, a 'locality’ per se has no
geographic or temporal definition. In order to faciliate comparisons, temporal and spatial
resolution is defined within the database using qualifiers, including the "Geographic
Precision" code described in section ITI.1.1.7 A qualifier is also used to describe the type of
faunal information associated with each locality, viz., "Complete Faunal List," "Composite

Faunal List," etc. In this case the user is given only a limited selection of choices by the

6. Synonymies are a perennial source of concern in any dataset of palaecontological information. In
the "Vertebrate Database" synonymies are dealt with in three separate places. "Major" synonymies (those
that always apply to the taxon concerned) are entered in the "Main Taxonomy" relation. Whenever the
original taxon is entered as an occurrence in the "Main Taxa by Locality” relation, the database
automatically searches to see if a "major" synonomy is defined. If it is, then the database subsequently
defaults to the synonymy. In contrast, synonymies may only apply to a specific specimen and this therefore
cannot be treated in the same way as synonomies in the "Main Taxonomy" relation. Instead such
synonymies are entered in the "Main Taxa by Locality" relation. Alternatively, the "Minor Synonymies”
relation provides a means of reviewing the history of synonymies for each taxon, including the name of the
Ievicwer.

7. The Geographic Precision code (GP) is represented by an interger between 1 and 5: 1 = <lkm
equivalent to site by site resolution; 2 = <10km, equivalent to nearest town; 3 = <100km, equivalent to US
county; 4 = <500km equivalent to US state; 5 = >500km equivalent to country scale.
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... [NTER Localities ==

LOCALITY DATA ENTRY FORM
[(Click here to see list] ( )| July 1, 1990 0:00
Locality#: 37 GENERAL DATA (
Initial Compiler:[PJM | w] Natwre of data:[Complete Faunal List b

C T L D B A M B TF V I P Number of taxa in locality: 92
KKK X X X [ List Type: CTLRAMBFVIP

e o GEOGRAPHIC DATA

Latitude 49.9 [Longitude[ 8.8 IGeog.Pneisl 2| <10km, equiv. to Oldest Recon. age:
Geogr.Cole [ 322 | Germany, West EUR *mearest town' PLAT:

Country Germany PLONG:
Province Hessen Youngest Recon. age:

Loeal Name [ Messel Quarry, near Darmstadt PLAT:
PLONG:

Locality Code:| JElevation (m)] Mesn Pln: 473
Plate: [ 301 |Eurasia Mean Plong: 5.0
Basin Name: | | Precision:

lat & long for Messel, Gazetteer, checked in Times Atlas

COMMENTE,
LOCATION

STRATIGRAPHIC DATA / ROCK TYPE

PAP Reliability:[ B Bome biostratigraphic control
1 FY

122 | JEoceme, Lutetian ) ] & Age Bot (M) 50.000000

Age Top [41220 | | Eocene, Lutetian Age Top (Ma):  42.100000
Swamary: fFord Lst) Time Span (Ma): 7.900000
Interval Mean Age (Ma):  46.050000

age given as Lwetian REF#197 p.15

COMMENTS,
FITEATICEArAY |

Group:
Formation: | Messel Shale

Fossil horizon lithologies: [ shale
Associated | black laminated oil shale, sands, clays }g
=

Rock Type

HORIZON: Muistone dominant; ASSOC.LITH: Mudstone with sandstone
it

COMMENTY,
FORMATION / ROCK

T¥PE
ENVIRONMENT / BIOGEOGRAPHIC / CLIMATE ([ EE343
i v NUlE

Environment | Lacustrine

FIGURE IIL6. Screen picture of principal entry form in the '"Main
Locality" relation.

An example record is illustrated to show the type of information entered in
each field. See Appendix D for details.
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& File Edit User Diew DATAENTRY Listings Dumps Display Codes Other u(tug
= ——————— [NTERlocalitess ————————@

—

A
PAP Environment Code: | 5 L  Land(L), 8kelf(8), or Ocean(0O] Implied palacoelevation (m)
PAP Environment: Coastal plains, lower river systems, delta tops min 0 max 200

Geological recognition: Alluvial complexes; Major floodplain complexes; Swamps and channel sands

4 2 g 2 COMMENTE, CLIMATE
Tectonic setting:[Rift Basin ¥ ey 5

Floral data p ? | Megaflora £2

Megaflora? [[] wood? ] palyaoflors?

GENERAL COMMENTS

REFERENCES QUOTED
Ref® Reference

197 | Frey et al (1987). Neues Jahrbuch fuer Geologie und Palaontologie
2 | Breel [1973).
884 | Berg (1964). Berichte der Natwroforschenden Gesellschaft zu Freiburg, 58 :
1127 | Bavage & Russell (1983).
1304 | 8chaal and Ziegler (1992).

[Editors Dates Edited Editors Dates Edited Editors Dates Edited
P.J. Markwick [ Feb 11, 1991 | | |
i Jan 14, 1994

FIGURE III.6.continued.

database ("Nature of Faunal List"8). This ability to restrict possible entries in a field,

especially for qualifiers, both simplifies and standardizes the entry process.

Present day distributional data are stored elsewhere in the database using the
modern climate stations in the "Climate Station" relation as 'localities' (see section
II1.2.3.4). However, in order to facilitate range information, which is automatically

calculated by the database using occurrences recorded in the "Main Taxa By Locality"

8. This comprises the following choices using a "pop-up menu" (see Table III.1): Complete faunal
list; Complete faunal list (composite); Faunal list (Completeness ?); Faunal list (composite - herps only);
Faunal list (crocodilians only - review); Faunal list (herps only); Faunal list (systematics); Faunal list
(turtles only - review); Faunal list (mammals only - review); Incomplete Faunal list; Incomplete Faunal list
(composite); No faunal list given
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relation (see section IT1.2.3.5), the "Present Day" is also represented by a single locality in

the "Main Locality" relation (Locality number O in the database).

Each locality is assigned a reconstructed paleolatitude and paleolongitude based on
the continental plate upon which it is sited and the age assigned to it. In addition a
paleoposition is calculated for each locality for each time interval used in the analyses given
in Chapters V and VIII (Early Eocene, Middle Eocene, Eocene, etc.,), where appropriate.
These latter paleolatitudes and longitudes are stored in a seperate relation,
"Reconstructions" (see section I11.2.4.7) and cross-linked with both the "Main Locality"
and "Main Taxa by Locality" relations. All reconstructions are derived using the latest
rotation parameters calculated by David Rowley, Paleogeographic Atlas Project, University

of Chicago.

The age of each locality is given as the stratigraphic age. On entry, the database
assigns absolute ages, in millions of years, to these stratigraphic intervals, based on the
Harland timescale (Harland et al., 1990). The database also stores absolute age
assignments from the timescale of Berggren et al. (1985; also referred to as the DNAG--
Decade of North American Geology--timescale). Consequently the database can be run
using the Berggren rather than the Harland timescale if required. This information is stored
in two seperate relations: "Timescale" (standard international terms, which is linked to the
"Main Locality" relation using the 'Age Code' assignment--see section II1.2.4.2) and
"Timescale II" (local stratigraphic names, including mammal ages, which is linked to the
"Main Locality" relation by the stratigraphic name itself--see section II1.2.4.3). The use of
stratigraphic ages reflects the fact that absolute ages bounding stratigraphic intervals are

subject to change depending on the latest timescale. By keeping absolute ages in a separate

























































