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A) Field photo - major erosional surfaces and log positions

There is a facies change from dominantly cross-
bedding and low-angle cross-bedding in the lower
portion of the point bar, to dominantly trough cross
bedding in the upper portion of the point bar. The
top of the point-bar element is dominantly mudstone
and within this there are rootlets and plant
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fragments.

Large sets of trough cross-bedding are
associated with a directional change in
the growth trajectory of point bar.

Erosional surface which is a preserved
channel bed. Pebble lag (Sem) at the base.
Carbonacous ripple drapes are common in
this section.

C) Structure and Palaeoflow

The internal form and architecture of the point-bar element is defined by the
position of erosional surfaces. Rose diagrams, oriented to north, depict the dip
direction of primary and secondary erosional surfaces.
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*| Feathered mud drapes;
common in trough-cross bedding. n=44

Where trough-cross bedding
occurs, there is a marked

directional change in
palaeoflow indicators
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Erosmnaq surfaces ar5e
typically irregular with
local relief.

Numerous erosional

surfaces; abrupt changes in
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D) Heterogeneity
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Mud-prone, indicating that the sediment deposition
was more distal, or more down-stream during accretion.

The most sand-prone area is in the middle portion of the
exposed section of the point-bar deposit
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