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1  Supplementary Table 1: SED ages as calculated from alternative scaling systems using the Cronus Online Calculator (Balco et al., 2008): * Lifton et al. (2005),
2 **Lal (1991) and Stone (2000), *** Desilets and Zreda (2003) and Desilets et al. (2006), **** Dunai (2001)

3
Sample Lifton Lal and Desilet and . Lal and Stone
Dunai **** _

etal. * Stone ** Zreda *** timedependent

[ka] [ka] [ka] [ka] [ka]
HH11 *** 138 £ 15 16,6 + 1.6 139 + 1.8 140 + 1.8 158 + 15
HH12 *** 112 £ 1.2 135 + 1.3 112 £+ 14 113 + 14 131 + 1.2
HH13 *** 123 + 14 148 + 15 124 + 1.6 125 + 1.6 143 + 15
HH21 *** 139 £+ 15 16.7 + 1.6 140 £ 1.7 141 + 1.7 159 + 15
HH22 *** 11.8 £+ 1.2 142 + 1.3 11.8 + 15 119 + 15 13.7 + 13
HH31 *** 103 + 1.1 124 + 1.2 104 + 1.3 104 + 1.3 120 + 1.2
HH32 *** 111 £ 1.2 13.3 + 1.3 11.2 + 14 112 + 14 129 + 1.2
HH41 *** 120 £+ 1.3 142 + 14 120 £ 15 121 + 15 138 + 1.3
HH43 *** 116 £+ 1.3 139 + 14 11.7 + 15 118 + 15 134 + 13
HH51 **=* 178 = 1.9 217 * 21 18.0 £ 2.2 184 + 2.3 202 = 1.9
HH52 *** 153 £+ 1.6 183 + 1.7 154 + 19 156 + 19 173 + 1.6
HL11 20.7 + 25 254 £+ 28 21.0 £+ 28 215 + 29 232 + 25
HL12 151 £+ 1.7 179 + 1.9 152 £ 2.0 154 + 2.0 170 =+ 1.7
HL21 194 + 2.1 236 * 23 19.6 + 25 20.0 £+ 25 21.8 = 21
HL22 7.7 + 0.8 94 + 0.9 77 + 1.0 7.7 = 1.0 91 =+ 0.9
HL31 73 = 0.8 9.0 + 0.9 73 £ 0.9 73 + 0.9 8.6 + 0.8
HL43 172 £ 19 206 + 2.1 174 + 2.2 177 + 23 193 + 19
HL51 188 + 2.0 228 * 2.2 19.0 + 24 194 + 24 21.1 £+ 20
HL52 237 + 3.2 29.6 * 3.7 24.0 = 3.6 247 £ 3.7 265 * 3.3
HL61 36.1 + 39 49.0 = 4.7 36.7 £ 4.6 375 + 4.7 396 =+ 37
HL62 706 + 7.5 1006 + 9.7 727 = 9.1 749 £ 94 81.0 * 7.6
HL71 129 + 14 152 + 15 13.0 £+ 1.6 131 + 1.6 147 + 14
HL72 92 + 1.0 109 + 1.0 92 + 1.1 92 =+ 1.1 106 + 1.0
HL83 140 + 1.6 16.2 + 16 140 + 1.8 142 + 1.8 156 + 15
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