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collective term for any specimens whose species went extinct prior to the Miocene.

TABLE 4. Abundance Data for Borehole MC 555. V
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FIGURE 4. Graphical comparison of Last Appearance Datums (LAD)
depths for index taxa at AC 627 and MC 555. Solid lines connect the
same bioevent in each well, and dashed lines clarify which solid line is be-

ing referred to where LADs co-occur in MC 555 but not AC 627.

mate. A comparison linking the extinctions of index species
between AC 627 and MC 555 is shown in Figure 4. Discoaster
calcaris and C. calyculus could not be found in MC 555, so they
had to be dropped from the final analysis.

TABLE 5. Ages and depths of Last Appearance Datums (LAD) of
apropos index taxa in AC 627 and MC 555. Sedimentation rates
calculated from these data are shown graphically in Figure 5. Ages
are from Anthonissen and Ogg (2012) and Paleo Data, Inc. (2017).

Ma = millions of years ago.

LAD Depth (m)

Index taxon LAD Age (Ma) AC627 MC555
Discoaster quinqueramus 5.59 2,573 3,325
Catinaster mexicanus 8.05 2,673 4,359
D. prepentaradiatus 8.70 2,701 4,660
D. bollii 9.21 2,755 4,807
D. hamatus 9.53 2,765 5,099
D. kugleri 11.58 2,792 5,538
Helicosphaera ampliaperta 14.91 2,838 6,477
Triquetrorhabdulus carinatus 18.28 3,002 6,943
Dictyococcites bisectus 23.13 3,149 6,998

85

Depth (mbsf)

Table 5 gives the LAD ages and depths of selected index spe-
cies throughout the Miocene. The index taxa in Table 5 have
proven to be the most reliable from which to calculate com-
parative sedimentation rates between the 2 sites in our study.
Other index species tabulated in the abundance analysis were
found to be less reliable in AC 627 and MC 555 due to occur-
rence out of temporal sequence with respect to depth, or due
to co—occurrence at the same depth interval, perhaps as an
artifact of sampling frequency, especially when the time sepa-
ration between the species is small. These have been omitted
from Table 5. Sedimentation rates calculated from the ages and
depths of Table 5 are summarized graphically in Figure 5. It is
apparent from Figure 5 that MC 555 preserves a much higher
sedimentation rate than AC 627 during all but the earliest in-
terval of the Miocene (between the LAD of D. bisectus at 23.13
Ma and the LAD of T. carinatus at 18.28 Ma).

Early Miocene Middle Miocene Late Miocene
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FIGURE 5. Sedimentation rates through time at AC 627 and MC 555,
calculated using the index species extinctions of Table 5. The rates are the
numbers below each line segment, in m/million years. Ma = millions of years
ago; mbsf = meters below seafloor.
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DiscussioN

The section at AC 627 is, for the most part, a condensed
section. There is a distinctively high abundance of reworked
species in this borehole. This could be attributed to the uplift
of the Edwards Plateau in Texas (Galloway et al. 2000). This
might also explain why a similar spike in reworked species is
not observed in the MC borehole: MC 555 was fed by differ-
ent watersheds than the ones delivering Edwards Plateau sedi-
ments to the GoM. In the lowest part of MC 555 (between T.
carinatus LAD and D. bisectus LAD), sedimentation rate is 11
m/my, which is an order of magnitude less than the next high-
est sedimentation rate in its Miocene history (i.e., the interval
immediately following). This much—shortened interval repre-
sents the most significant anomaly present in either section.
This may represent a hiatus from non—deposition due to MC
555’ basinal location (Galloway et al. 2000). Alternatively, this
may support evidence for a fault in the area. Faults may be as-
sociated with the hypersubsidence of the early Miocene GoM
basin. The biostratigraphic analysis of more wells in the area
would better resolve the cause of this shortening. In the second
half of the eatly Miocene, the slightly increased sedimentation
volume to the MC 555 area (Galloway et al. 2000) is observable
in the biostratigraphic data. It becomes noticeable post—Sphe-
nolithus belemnos and D. calculosus extinctions, and apparently
continues through the end of H. ampliaperta’s range.

In the middle Miocene, the AC 627 borehole does not ap-
pear to reflect the overall regional trend of high sediment ac-
cumulation due to the Corsair fan, as it is a condensed sec-
tion for this time. Without further inquiry it cannot be known
why clastic sediment accumulated so slowly during the middle
Miocene in this section. It could perhaps be due to a localized
influence such as sediment bypass. The MC 555 borehole also
does not reflect its overall regional depositional trend, a basin.
Rather, the biostratigraphic data provides evidence of substan-
tial clastic sediment input during the middle Miocene. This is
not entirely surprising, considering it is surrounded on every
side by massive regions of clastic sediment accumulation. This
high sedimentation rate may be due to a localized factor. An ex-
ample may be that MC 555 was a bathymetric lowstand. What
ever the case may have been, MC 555 has an excessively large
middle Miocene interval relative to AC 627.

In the late middle to early late Miocene, as in the middle
Miocene, AC 627 was again in a regional trend of clastic deposi-
tion but is still preserved as a condensed section. MC 555 was
fully located within the Gulf Central Apron at this point, sup-
plied by ample clastics from the prolific Mississippi axes (Gal-
loway et al. 2000). Accordingly, it forms a long section for this

depositional episode.

In the latest Miocene, AC 627 had fully emerged from the
clastic depositional areas and into a basin, which appears to
agree with its condensed nature. MC 555 was fed high volumes
of sediment by the Mississippi River (Galloway et al. 2000),
which is also in agreement with its long sediment section dur-
ing this time.

Opverall, MC 555 has a much longer Miocene section, due to
its placement downslope of the Mississippi River delta system
(Galloway et al. 2000). During the last half of the Miocene, the
sedimentation rates at MC 555 were notably greater than at AC
627. In the first half, however, in the interval defined between
S. belemnos LAD and D. bisectus LAD, the rates were similar
between the wells. Overall, the Mississippi Canyon Miocene
section is approximately 6 times the thickness of the Alaminos
Canyon section.

Some complications arose due to the observation interval in
MC 555. Ultimately, it was determined that examining slides
every 146 m was too coarse an interval to use. Several index
species’ ranges were so brief that they were entirely missed via
this method and could only be found via extensive refinement.
Using a smaller interval for similar wells would yield greater
results in pinpointing index ranges more readily. It is also prob-
able that since so many index species were overlooked initially
through the use of 146 m increments, many nuances in assem-
blage abundance were not detected. While index species in AC
627 remained consistently Abundant, those in MC 555 ranged
from Rare to Abundant. This wide variation might be attributed
to the sediment load from the Mississippi River, especially dur-
ing periods when MC 555 was contained within the Mississippi
delta’s clastic aprons (the latter half of the Miocene). Despite
the inability of our initial choice of interval to better refine
several extinction horizons, it is accurate enough to be useful in
observing overall sedimentation rate trends. No problems were
identified with the 27 m increment associated with AC 627.
Due to the shortness of the section, index biohorizons were
identified within an accuracy of 9.1 m after refinement.

Analysis of AC 627 and MC 555 demonstrates the powerful
functionality and continued relevance of nannofossil biostratig-
raphy in the geologic inquiry of the GoM. In the case of the AC
627 and MC 555 wells, nannofossils allow the determination of
a precise age control of sediments buried thousands of meters
below the modern seafloor. From this, nannofossils permit the
calculation of sediment rates, even for rock units with homog-
enous lithology. This enables great insight into the processes of
ancient earth environments, both marine and terrestrial.
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