Supplemental Table 5. Percentage of epiphyseal fragments that were identified by three subjects calculated relative to all identified specimens. 

	
	Subject A
	Subject B
	Subject D
	Mean

	MCE
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end
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	humerus
	63
	172
	36.6
	59
	158
	37.3
	99
	201
	49.3
	73.7
	177.0
	41.6

	
	radio-ulna
	85
	232
	36.6
	116
	238
	48.7
	135
	302
	44.7
	112.0
	257.3
	43.5

	
	femur
	44
	234
	18.8
	45
	214
	21.0
	60
	226
	26.5
	49.7
	224.7
	22.1

	
	tibia
	53
	279
	19.0
	53
	269
	19.7
	77
	236
	32.6
	61.0
	261.3
	23.3

	
	metapodial
	111
	586
	18.9
	112
	624
	17.9
	108
	627
	17.2
	110.3
	612.3
	18.0

	
	total
	356
	1503
	23.7
	385
	1503
	25.6
	479
	1592
	30.1
	406.7
	1532.7
	26.5

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	BGRE
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end
	end
	NISP
	%end

	
	humerus
	228
	399
	57.1
	302
	694
	43.5
	288
	496
	58.1
	272.7
	529.7
	51.5

	
	radio-ulna
	275
	464
	59.3
	390
	671
	58.1
	264
	508
	52.0
	309.7
	547.7
	56.5

	
	tibia
	260
	528
	49.2
	289
	588
	49.1
	226
	473
	47.8
	258.3
	529.7
	48.8

	
	metapodial
	405
	983
	41.2
	626
	1695
	36.9
	438
	979
	44.7
	489.7
	1219.0
	40.2

	
	total
	1168
	2374
	49.2
	1607
	3648
	44.1
	1216
	2456
	49.5
	1330.3
	2826.0
	47.1



Note: Percentages were calculated relative to the NISP count for the element. “end” is the NISP count for articular ends, whereas “Mean” is the averaged NISP counts for the three subjects. Because subject A did not produce counts for the distal end of the femur in the BGRE, this element was excluded from the count. There is no subject C because this person did not fully complete the blind test. The raw data are from Morin et al. (2017a, Tables 19–20). 

