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1 Introduction: Tables and Figures
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Figure 1.1 Taphonomy of charred archaeobotanical plant remains.



Simplified Crop Processing Sequence
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Figure 1.2 Simplified crop processing sequence (after Hilman 1984, G. Jones
1984 & van der Veen 1992).






2 Study area background: Tables and
Figures



Table 2.1 Summary of activity on the South Cadbury Hill (after Alcock
1995, Barrett et al 2000, Tabor 2008)

Neolithic and
Early Bronze
Age

Early Neolithic:

Occupation debris. The terrace southwest of lower hilltop
revealed gullies and posts of rectangular buildings, posts
suggesting some fencing of hilltop. A larger building on
most exposed point of hill associated with a group of pits
(hazelnut shell dated to mid 4™ Millennium).
Development of a lynchet suggests ploughing on the
plateau. Route ways predating the rampart banks.

Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age:

Largely not addressed, but there are records of a single
flanged axe.

Early
Cadbury:
foundation of
settlement to

Late Bronze Age:

Unenclosed (?) settlement on the hill, house, ovens and
metalworking, plough soils

Early Iron Age:

350 BC The first stone/wood ramparts and expansion of
Ceramic settlement in the interior circular and rectangular
phases 4,5,6 buildings. End of ploughing on the hill (?).
Middle Middle/Late Iron Ages:

Cadbury: Distinctive change in the pottery forms. The most

350 BC to 100
AD
Ceramic

phases 7,8

intensive use of the Hillfort was the Middle Iron Age.
Short lived period where structures were built
immediately behind the ramparts, and there is extensive
use of the interior. Then a much longer pottery phase
related to many circular houses, most of the pits and a
‘rubbish layer’. This is when rear extensions where
added to the rampart and the beginning construction of

multiplex walls.




Table 2.1 cont.

Late Cadbury

AD 50
onwards
Ceramic phase

9,10

Ultimate (very late/ Romanising) Iron Age:

Phase when the multiplex wall comes into use, this is
overlain by the so called ‘massacre’ event, the site then
appears to be abandoned/ cleansed, followed by new
gateway construction phases.

Romano-British Period:

Table 2.2

cont. The activity is represented by smaller but distinctive
pottery assemblage dating to around 43 and 70 AD
recovered mainly from a timber military building, the
southwest gate, an oven on the north slope and the
porched shrine.

Early Post -Roman (Saxon) periods:

Medieval Includes episodes of re-fortification along with wine jars -

(Alcock 1995)

high status Mediterranean imports and rectangular
wooden buildings. In the 19 Century AD the hill was
again selected as a defensible site for a fortified town

and mint

Table 2.3 Approximate dates for phases used within this thesis

Early Neolithic (EN): 4000 BC - 3200 BC
Late Neolithic (LN): 3200 BC - 2300 BC

Early Bronze Age (EBA):
Middle Bronze Age (MBA):
Late Bronze Age (LBA):
Early Iron Age (EIA):
Middle Iron Age (MIA):
Late Iron Age (LIA):
Romano-British (RB):
Saxon (SAX):

2300 BC - 1700 BC
1700 BC - 1100 BC
1100 BC — 800 BC
800 BC — 600BC
600 BC — 100 BC
100 BC — AD 100
AD 100 — AD 500
AD 500 — AD1066




Figure 2.1 Location map of South Cadbury (SCEP) region and other key

sites in the text
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‘eological Map of the SCEP Study Region |+
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Inferior Oolite Group
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Kimmeridge Clay Formation
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Mercia Mudstone Group
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Peterborough Member
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Alluvial Fan Deposits
Alluvium
Head

Figure 2.2 Underlying geology of the South Cadbury (SCEP) region and

surroundings




Figure 2.3 Topography of the South Cadbury (SCEP) study region
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_Lime-rich loamy and clayey
soils with inpeded drainage

_Slightly acid loamy and clayey
soils with impeded drainage

_Slowly permeable, seasonally wet

Key: Soilscapes

_Shallow lime-rich soils
over chalk or limestone

. _Freely draining lime-rich
lo

amy soils slight acid, base-rich loamy/clayey soils
_Freely draining slightly _Loamy and clayey floodplain soils
acid loamy soils with naturally high ground water

Figure 2.4 Simplified soil map of the South Cadbury (SCEP) region and
surroundings
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Figure 2.5 View of South Cadbury Hillfort from the south (SCEP Archive)

Figure 2.6 View from the hillfort interior, over the ramparts and Somerset
Levels towards Glastonbury Tor (DdC 2010)
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3. General site descriptions: tables and

figures
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Table 3.1 Locality 1, Nine Acres, sample details: period code; context
code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Nine Acres: Romano-British Samples

RB | NA/007 (Ash deposit)

| 61640,25300 | Test Pit 90

14




Table 3.2 Locality 2, Central, Milsoms Corner, sample details: period code;
context code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Milsoms Corner: Early Neolithic Samples

EN MC/1706 (Hearth pit fill) F293 | 8,20 "*C: 3641-3385BC
EN MC/1839 (Pit fill) F619 | 14,12
EN MC/1886 (Pit fill) F652 | - :zC: 3640-3384BC
MC/1888 (Pit fill) 12,11 1401 3643-3518BC
MC/1889(Pit fill) 12,11 C: 3653-3524BC
EN MC/2285 (Pit fill) F726 | 15,14
MC/2294 (Posthole) 15,14
MC/2295 (Pit fill) 15,15
MC/2347 (Pit fill) 14,14-15,14
EN MC/2362 (Pit fill) F737 | 19,12 'C: 3631- 3373BC
Milsoms Corner: Bronze Age Samples
MBA- | MC/1068 (Ditch fill: Middle FO01 | 20,4 - 24,11 | ™C: 347-55 BC
LBA | upper) Intrusive Iron Age
posthole cutting
into upper ditch
fills
LBA | MC/1145 (Vessel pit) F082 | 23,11 %C:1083-912 BC
MC/1150 (Vessel contents) 23,12
LBA | MC/1168 (Ditch fill middle- F097 | 23,11
upper)
LBA | MC/1301 (Posthole) F150 | 19,7
LBA | MC/1403 (Burnt mound) F239 | 24,8
LBA | MC/1413 (Posthole) F250 | 16,11
LBA MC/2221 (Industrial deposit) | F679 | 17,10
Milsoms Corner: Early Iron Age Samples
EIA MC/1018 (Shallow scoop fill) | FO10 | 7,19 industrial area
EIA MC/1202 (Posthole) F121 | 6,15
EIA MC/1225 (Industrial deposit) 16,14
EIA MC/1249 (Posthole) F140 | 10,18
EIA MC/1295 (Posthole) F161 | 10,16
EIA MC/1336 (Posthole) F185 | 5,15
EIA MC/1361 (Posthole) F204 | 7,13
EIA MC/1376 (Gully) F228 | 14,10-14,11
EIA MC/1827 (Pit fill) F614 | 14,13
EIA MC/1867 (General layer) 12,19
EIA MC/2259 (Hearth) F695 | 17,14
Milsoms Corner: Middle Iron Age Samples
EIA- | MC/1106 (Posthole) FO60 | 22,02
MIA
MIA MC/1203 (Posthole) F120 | 7,14
MIA MC/1278 (Pit fill: vessel) F156 | 16,14
MIA MC/1319 (Posthole) F173 | 6,14
MIA MC/1405 (Posthole) F241 | 7,7
MIA MC/1429 (Gully) F258 | 16,14
MIA MC/1726 (Ditch fill) FO061 | 1,18
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Table 3.3 Locality 2, Central, Homeground, sample details: period code;
context code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Homeground: Bronze Age Samples

MBA

HGTP/004 (Burnt mound)
HGTP/006 (Depression fill)

F0O01

362800,125500
362800,125500

Testpit 38

Homeground: Late/(Very Late) Iron Age Samples

LIA

HG1/008

'“C: 335-46BC

LIA

HG1/014 (Floor fill)

C: 1664AD
Intrusive?

LIA

HG1/016 (Upper gully fill)
HG1/019a (Gully fill)
HG1/019b (Gully fill)
HG1/023 (Lower gully fill)

F003

363002,125583

LIA

HG1/025 (Gully fill)

F009

LIA

HG1/045 (Ditch fill)

VLIA

HG1/006a (Floor/abandonmen
level)
HG1/006b (Floor/abandonment
level)
HG1/006¢ (Floor/abandonment
level)
HG1/006d (Floor/abandonment
level)

F005

“C: 570-
653AD
intrusive?

VLIA

HG2/003 (Ditch fill)
HG2/010 (Ditch fill)

F002

Table 3.4 Locality 2, Central, Castle Farm, sample details: period code;
context code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Castle Farm: Romano-British Samples

RB

CF/1004 (Oven fill)

F002

363227,125395

Pottery: 4th AD

RB

CF/1036 (Midden deposit)

363230,125391

Pottery: 3-4th AD

RB

CF/1054 (Midden deposit)

363222,125382

Pottery: 3-4th AD

RB

(
CF/1095 (Ditch fill)
CF/1107 (Ditch fill: mid-lower)

FO19

363227,125388

Pottery: 3 AD
Pottery: 2-3rd AD

16




Table 3.5 Locality 2, Central, The Moor, sample details: period code; context
code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

The Moor: Middle Iron Age Samples

LIA MO2/011 (ditch deposit: upper) | FO05 | 28,29 “C: 901-1024AD
Intrusive?

MIA MO2/012 (Ditch deposit: upper) | FOO5 | 28,9 '“C: 360-184BC
MO2/013 (Ditch deposit: upper) 28,10 4C: 361-199BC
MO2/017 (Ditch deposit: upper) 28.8
MO2/020 (Ditch deposit: lower) 28.10 140- 361-199BC

MIA MO2/025 (Pit fill) FO0O7 | 27,8

MIA MO3/014 (Ditch deposit: upper) F0O01 27,18
MO3/027 (Ditch deposit: Lower) 27,18

The Moor: Middle to Late Iron Age Samples

MIA- MO1/014 (Ditch silt: upper middle) | FOO8 | 16,13

LIA MO1/021 (Ditch silt: lower) 16,14

MIA- MQO3/009 (Layer) - 27,19

LIA

MIA- MO3/015 (Posthole) F002 | 28,19

LIA

The Moor: Romano-British Samples

RB MO1/022 (Ditch silt: lower) FO09 | 17,14
MO1/023 (Ditch silt: middle) 17,14

The Moor: Saxon? Samples

SAX MO1/006 (Cultivation horizon) | - 18,14

SAX MO1/008 (Plough mark fill) F002 | 19,14

SAX MO2/006 (Cultivation horizon) | - 25,8

Table 3.6 Locality 2, Central, Crissells Green, sample details: period code;
context code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Crissells Green: Middle Bronze Age Samples

MBA | CG/016 (Ring ditch fill) FO04 | 12,93
EBA- | CG/018 (Ring ditch fill: mid-lower) 16,91
MBA

MBA | CG/020 (Scoop cutting ditch fill) FO09 | 14,92
MBA | CG/024 (Posthole spread) FO07 | 13,92

Crissells Green: Middle to Late Bronze Age Samples

MBA- | CG/008 (Scoop cutting ditch fill) F001 | 16,92
LBA
MBA- | CG/012 (Scoop fill) FO03 | 18,92
LBA

17




Table 3.7 Locality 3, Sigwells, Bronze Age: period code; context
code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes.

Sigwells Trench 16: Bronze Age Samples

LBA | SG16/006 (Silt over F002 | 1,1 “C: 1398-1121BC
ringditch)

SG16/007 (Ditch fill) Ring ditch
Sigwells Bronze Age Enclosure (Tr10/19): Middle Bronze Age Samples
MBA | SG10/051 (Pit fill: upper) FO13 Cooking pit feature

SG10/053 (Pit fill: upper) '“C: 1498-1311BC

SG10/054 (Pit fill middle) 13,4 “C: 1506-1415BC

SG10/060 (Pit fill: lower) 14,4 '“C: 1492-1301BC
MBA | SG19/052 (Scope: rapid FO13 | 04,16

single fill)

MBA | SG19/089 (Post trench fill) | FO19 | 06-07,14-15
MBA | SG19/096 (Posthole fill) F043 | 4,17 C:1111-917BC

SG19/104 (Posthole fill) 4,18
MBA | SG19/132 (Posthole fill) FO036 | 05-06,17-18 | closure deposit
MBA | SG19/151 (Ditch fill: FO30 | 16-18,12

enclosure)

MBA- | SG19/048 (Scoop fill) FO11 | 1-2,21 Wilburton sword
LBA mould

C14:1222-1047BC
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Table 3.8 Locality 3, Sigwells, West (Tr12-14), sample details: period code;
context code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes

Sigwells West (Tr12-14): Middle Iron Age Samples

MIA SG12/101 (Pit fill: lower middle) | FO02 '“C: 341-203BC
MIA SG12/174 (Pit fill: lower) FO016
MIA SG12/211 (Pit fill: lower silt) F052 '“C: 366-203BC
MIA SG12/229 (Pit fill: lower) FO17
MIA SG12/238 (Pit fill: middle) F049
SG12/243 (Pit fill: lower
MIA SG13/270 (Pit fill: lower middle) | FO58
MIA SG12/258 (Pit fill: lower) F045 [4,2
MIA SG14/060 F002 | 1,1
| Sigwells West (Tr12-14): Middle-Late Iron Age Samples
LIA SG14/003 (Pit fill: upper) FO04 |44
MIA SG14/042 (Pit fill: upper)
SG14/044 (Pit fill: upper) 4,3
SG14/058 (Pit fill: Lower 4.4
middle)
MIA-LIA | SG13/118 (Pit fill: lower) FO05 |57 Shallow pit
MIA-LIA | SG12/220 (Pit fill: upper) FO17
MIA-LIA | SG13/187 (Pit fill: basal) F024 |74
MIA-LIA | SG13/153 (Pit fill: middle) F026 | 14,17
MIA-LIA | SG12/261 (Pit fill: lower) FO57 |46
MIA-LIA | SG13/263 (Pitfill: ???7?) F058 | 17,18
MIA-LIA | SG12/165 (Ditch fill: basal) FO0O3 | 8,8 enclosure ditch
'“C: 363-202BC
MIA-LIA | SG12/146 (Ditch fill: basal) FO15 |77 enclosure ditch
C: 1896-1904AD
intrusive?
Sigwells West (Tr12-14): Late Iron Age Samples
LIA SG12/292 (Pit fill: lower) FO04 | 2,-1
LIA SG12/126 (Pit fill: upper) F044
LIA SG12/207 (Pit fill: lower) F046 Human burial
LIA SG13/225 (Pit fill: upper) FO031 | 18,19
SG13/265 (Pit fill: middle) 18,17
LIA SG14/056 (Pit fill) FO01 | 2,0
LIA SG14/032 (Pit fill: middle) FO03 | 1,3
SG14/038 (Pit fill: basal) 1,3
LIA SG14/048 (Pit fill: upper FO10 | 1,4
middle)
LIA SG14/050 (Gully/timbers) FO07 | 4,2
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Table 3.9 Locality 3, Sigwells, South Tr20-23 and Romano-British Tr7,
sample details: period code; context code/description; feature number; co-

ordinates;

dating or notes

Sigwells South (Tr21-23): Late Iron Age Samples

LIA SG21/017 (deposit) 0,17 Under metalled
track

LIA SG22/024 (Ditch fill: upper 0,10
middle)

LIA SG23/034 (Pit fill: middle) FOO1 | 10,40
SG23/037 (Pit fill: middle) 9,40

Sigwells South (Tr7,20, 21): Romano-British Samples

RB SG20/011 (Scoop) 1,6

RB SG21/005 (Scoop fill: 96,31 Pottery: 2-3 AD
upper)

RB SG7/043 (Hearth) F715

RB SG7/046 (Pit fill) F721
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Table 3.10 Locality 4, Sheepslait, sample details: period code; context
code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes

Sheepslait: Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age Samples

LBA SS/231 (Ditch fill: 1st cut) FO096 | 94,67 Ringwork
south terminal
LBA- SSTP/007 (Ditch fill: upper) 64591,21473 | Test Pit 237:
EIA =SS/046 Ringwork
terminal; rapid fill

LBA- SS/003 (Palisade trench) F001 | 81,72
EIA
LBA- SS/024 (Posthole) FO17 | 76,68
EIA SS/125 (Posthole: basal)
LBA- SS/138 (gully) FO15 | 82,71
EIA
LBA- SS/175 (Posthole) FO71 | 67,70
EIA
LBA- SS/180 (Ditch fill) FO037 | 66,71
EIA
EIA SS/141 (Ditch fill) F025 | 90,75 “C: 752-412BC
Sheepslait: Middle and Late Iron Age Samples
MIA SS/042 (Hearth) F105 | 63,69
MIA SS/059 (Pit fill: upper) F034 | 70,75
MIA SS/128 (Pit fill: lower/middle) | FO39 | 62,70
MIA SS/188 (Pit fill: middle) FO68 | 59,71
MIA SS/192 (Pit fill: upper) F082 | 63,69
MIA SS/248 (Pit fill: middle) FO73 | 65,70

SS/285 (Pit fill:) 65,71 lens of charcoal
MIA SS/259 (Posthole) FO10 | 65,73
MIA- SS/072 (Pit fill: upper) FO07 | 75,75
LIA SS/127 (Pit fill: lower) 75,74
MIA
LIA SS/276 (Floor: levelling F106 | 64,76
MIA deposit) 64,70

SS/182 (Hearth/floor)
MIA- SS/011 (Posthole) FO09 | 68,74
LIA
MIA- SS/207 (Pit fill: basal) F065 | 58,70
LIA
MIA- SS/279 (Pit fill: upper) FO11 | 58,72
LIA
LIA SS/166 (Pit fill: lower/middle) | FO65 | 58,70 Rapid fill

Table 3.11 Locality 4, Down Close, sample details: period code; context 14

Down Close: Early Bronze Age Samples

EBA

| DC/005 (Ditch silt:upper)

| 6480,2190

| Round barrow
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Table 3.12 Locality 5, Woolston, all sites, sample details: period code; context
code/description; feature number; co-ordinates; dating or notes

Woolston: Middle Bronze Age Samples

MBA LF1/004 (floor/abandonment 65729,28246 | "C: 1367-
level) 1056BC
TP287
Woolston: Romano-British Samples
RB LF3/14 (Posthole) FO02 | 65940,27848 | TP299
RB LF3/16 (General layer) 65940,27846 | TP299
RB RC/039 (Ditch fill: middle) 65808 27806 | TP341

RC/049(Ditch fill: upper)

22




Table 3.13 Summary of radiocarbon dates for charred plant remains associated with SCEP ‘problem’ dates highlighted in grey.

All Dates calibrated using OxCal 4.2 and the IntCal13 curve (Bronk Ramsey 2009, 2013, Reimer et al 2013)

Sample information Dated remains Lab no. Date BP e Date Cal. (2 Sigma)
MC/1706 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1706 Hazelnut shell OxA-26984 4773 | 30 3641-3385 BC
MC/1888 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1888 Hazelnut shell OxA-26985 4809 | 31 3653-3524 BC
MC/1889 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1889 Hazelnut shell OxA-26986 4780 | 3 3643-3518 BC
MC/1886 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1886 Hazelnut shell OxA-26987 4762 | 30 3640-3384 BC
MC/2365 | Milsoms Corner TR1 2365 Hazelnut shell - (not in thesis) OxA-26988 4766 | 30 3640-3384 BC
MC/2362 | Milsoms Corner TR1 2362 Hazelnut shell OxA-26989 4709 | 30 3631- 3373 BC
MC/1068 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1068 Cereal grains: Emmer OxA-23713 2128 | 26 347-55 BC
MC/1145 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1145 Cereal grains: Wheat indet. OxA-23714 2835 | 27 1083-912 BC
HG1/006 | Homeground TR1 006 04,85 | Cereal grains: Breadwheat type | UBA-21922 1441 28 570-653 AD
HG1/008 | Homeground TR1 008, 02,83 | Cereal grains: Barley UBA-21923 2110 | 3 335-46 BC
HG1/014 | Homeground TR1 014, 04,83 | Cereal grains: Breadwheat type | UBA-21924 164 | 27 1664 AD
MO2/011 | The Moor TR2 011 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23724 1057 | 23 901-1024 AD
MO2/012 | The Moor TR2 012 Single Cereal grain: Emmer OxA-23725 2190 | 25 360-184 BC
MO2/013 | The Moor TR2 013 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23723 2202 | 25 361-199 BC
MO2/020 | The Moor TR2 020 Cereal grains: Barley, Spelt OxA-23722 2201 24 361-199 BC
SG19/096 | Sigwells TR19 096 (F043) Flax seeds (25) UBA-21919 2842 | 34 1111-917 BC
SG19/048 | Sigwells TR19 048 Cereal grains: Emmer OxA-23716 2936 | 26 1222-1047 BC
SG16/020 | Sigwells TR16 020 Cereal grains: Barley UBA-21918 3013 | 45 1398-1121 BC
SG10/053 | Sigwells TR10 053 Cereal grains: Barley, indet. OxA-23710 3145 | 28 1498-1311 BC
SG10/054 | Sigwells TR10 054 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23711 3190 | 28 1506-1415 BC
SG10/060 | Sigwells TR10 060 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23712 3128 | 27 1492-1301 BC
SG12/101 | Sigwells TR12 101 Single Cereal grain: Barley OxA-23726 2122 | 25 341-54 BC
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Table 3.13 Cont.

Sample information Dated remains Lab no. Date BP + Date Cal. (2 Sigma)
SG12/146 | Sigwells TR12 146 Cereal grains: Breadwheat type | OxA-23727 1.176 0 1896-1904 AD
SG12/165 | Sigwells Tr12 165 Single Cereal grain; Emmer OxA-23729 2207 | 25 363-202 BC
SG12/211 | Sigwells Tr12 211 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23728 2215 | 25 366-203 BC
SS/141 Sheepslait TR1 141 Cereal grains: Barley OxA-23718 2450 | 25 752-412 BC
LF1/004 Lady Field 1TP 004 Cereal grains: Barley UBA-21920 2974 | 34 1367-1056 BC
Table 3.14 Summary of other SCEP Radiocarbon dates not from charred plant remains as above
Sample information Dated remains Lab no. Date BP | + Date Cal. (2 Sigma)
MC/1499 | Milsoms Corner TR1 1499 Bone: cattle OxA-23502 3094 | 27 1425-1285 BC
CG20022 | Crissels Green 2002 TR1 Human Bone: Mandible SUERC-29041 3205 | 30 1530-1417 BC
CG20021 | Crissels Green 2002 TR1 Bone: cattle SUERC-29040 3300 | 30 1643-1504 BC
CG20023 | Crissels Green 2002 TR1 Human Bone: Femur SUERC-29042 3050 | 30 1401-1226 BC
SG12/167 | Sigwells TR12 167 Bone: Sheep/goat OxA-23734 2003 | 24 50 BC- 57 AD
SG12/186 | Sigwells TR12 186 Bone: Sheep/goat OxA-23733 2053 | 25 165 BC- 5 AD
SG12/050 | Sigwells TR12 050 Bone: horse OxA-23731 2064 | 25 168-1 BC
SG12/065 | Sigwells TR12 065 Bone: pig OxA-23732 2075 | 27 178-2 BC
SG12/050 | Sigwells TR12 050 Bone: horse OxA-23730 2104 | 25 194-52 BC
SG12/078 | Sigwells TR12 078 Bone: cattle OxA-23735 2260 | 24 396-210 BC
SG8/025 | Sigwells TR8 025 Bone: cattle OxA-23501 3141 27 1496-1307 BC
SG12/109 | Sigwells TR12 109 Bone: cattle OxA-23503 3186 | 26 1503-1417 BC
SS/156 Sheepslait TR1 156 Bone: Sheep/goat OxA-23719 2493 | 27 776-520 BC
SS/160 Sheepslait TR1 160 Bone: cattle OxA-23720 2512 | 27 791-541 BC
SS/075 Sheepslait TR1 075 Bone: cattle OxA-23717 2534 | 25 796-549 BC
SS/230 Sheepslait TR1 230 Antler: red deer OxA-23721 2786 | 29 1007-846 BC
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Table 3.15 Summary distribution of archaeobotanical samples included in
the following thesis, from across the SCEP sites, by period

Q Q e
T < .C ) (0] (0]
S >E| JE| =¥ g} N > |3 S G
5 |53/ £8/ 55/ 265/ £5|55/25/25|5¢
o WZ| J0Z| W 2| an|WE| =S| 08| dm
Site EN LN EBA | MBA | LBA | EIA | MIA | LIA RB
Site code
Locality 1 - Clays
Nine Acres NA
Locality 2 — Around the Hillfort (Central)
Milsom’s MC x X x x
Corner
Homeground | HG X
Castle Farm | CF
The Moor MO X X
Crissell’s CG X X
Green
Locality 3 - Sigwells
Bronze Age SGBA x
Enclosure
Trench 16 SG16 X
West SGW X X
South SGS X
Roman SGRB
Locality 4 — Over the border (Sheepsilait)
Sheepslait SS X X X X
Down Close | DC X
Locality 5 - Woolston
Lady Field 1 | LF1 X
Lady Field 3 | LF3
Rye Close RC




[\
f v
& North
Cadbury
Spquford
North
) w;f- Homeground
—"Nine HemTrRR
Cres orner
idded N 1a
ead Weston
. Bampfyld
Queen B -
Camel 1 Srthy Henenill

| MonTjs

Lady Field 1
]

|
Great Cowleaze {

5

Plain of Slait
RFa
Card's Piec

Oat Crol ye Close

|

Woolston Manor Farm

el

Cadbjury

Th@ Moor

Hicknoll Siait

Cirissells Greenj
East Fiel

Charlton
Horethome

SigWells yt=

Seven Wells
own
iloorne Milbomne 3
= Walley

Grey shaded areas ;‘
surveyed by gradiometer

0 metres 3kms

4 Down Close
N

Shedp Siait yntington Down

Figure 3.1 Location of the SCEP survey localities (after Tabor 2008, Randal

2010, SCEP archive)
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Locality 1: Clays
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Figure 3.2 Detail of gradiometer surveys of locality 1a, out on the Clays west
of the hillfort
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Locality 2: Central area

Figure 3.3 Detail of gradiometer surveys Locality 2, the areas sounding
South Cadbury hillfort (SCEP archive)
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Figure 3.4 Early Neolithic Pit and the Bronze Age shield Milsoms Corner
(SCEP archive)
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Figure 3.5 (top): 1996 excavations of Castle Farm field looking towards the
entrance of the hillfort. (Bottom): 2005 The Moor Trench 3, bottom fills of
ditch with cattle skulls (SCEP archive)
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Figure 3.6 Crissells Green Excavations underway 2002, looking towards the
hillfort in the background (SCEP archive)
oy i) _

i
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Figure 3.7 Calibration radiocarbon dates Milsoms Corner (OxCal v4.2.3
Bronk Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCall3 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))

OxCal w4 2.3 Bronk Ramsey {2013); r:5 IntCal13 stmesphernic curve {Reimer et al 2013}

R_DateMcri705 MM -
R Date MC/18ss L4

R Date Mc1sso M
R Date MCi18sp M <
R Date MCi2365 M .

R Date MCi23ep ~ MhAA

R_Date MC/1068 - M
R_Date MC/1145 _‘[_
1 3 | 5 3 ik 3 PR )
4000 3000 2000 1000 TcalBCACaAD

Calibrated date (calBC/calAD)

Figure 3.8 Calibration radiocarbon dates Homeground (OxCal v4.2.3 Bronk
Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCal13 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))

OxCal v4.2.3 Bronk Ramsey (2013); r-6 IntCalid stmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013)
R| Date HG1/006 A
I
R Date HG1/00§ —~ M
I
R Date HG1/014 ARL. A
L P S PR ST M S ST Y PRSI R S P il il P - L e
1000 500 1calBCHcalAD 501 1001 1501 2001

Calibrated date (calBC/calAD)

Figure 3.9 Calibration radiocarbon dates The Moor (OxCal v4.2.3 Bronk
Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCal13 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))

CoeCal w4.2.3 Bronk Ramsey {2013} r:5 IntCal1d stmosphenic curve (Reimer st &l 2013}
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Locality 3: Sigwells
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Figure 3.10 Detail of gradiometer surveys Locality 3, Sigwells (SCEP
archive)

33



Figure 3.11 Sigwells, from the Bronze Age Enclosure the fully excavated
Cooking Pit F013 (SCEP archive)

1

Figure 3.12 Sigwells West Tr12 F046, male human burial in pit associated
with archaeobotanical sample SG12/207 (SCEP archive)
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Figure 3.13 Calibration radiocarbon dates, Sigwells Bronze Age (OxCal
v4.2.3 Bronk Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCal13 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al

2013))
OneCal wd.2.3 HBronk Ramsey 2013k r:5 IntCal13 stmospheric curve {Reimer ot 51 2013}
R_Date SG10/096 L —A —
R_Datp SG19/048 R
R _Date SG16/020 i, .
R_Dat SG10/053 - .
R Date SG10/054 | M.
R_Date SG10/060 A .
" 3 " " L.
1800 1600 1200 1200 1000 800

Calibrated date (calBC)

Figure 3.14 Calibration radiocarbon dates, Sigwells West (OxCal v4.2.3
Bronk Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCal13 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))
(N.B. the outlier SG12/146 giving a modern date)

OxCal v4.2 3 Bronk Ramsey (2013} r5 IntCal1d atmosphenic curve (Reimer et 5l 2013}
R|Date SG12/10) -~ M |
R Date SG12/14 |

R|Date SG12/165 Al

—
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—

1 1
1000 500 1calBC/HcalAD 501 1001 1501 2001
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Locality 4: Sheepslait

Figure 3.15 Detail of gradiometer surveys Locality 4, Ponyington Down:
Sheeplait and Down Close (SCEP archive)
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Figure 3.16 the Sheepsait Ring Ditch following excavation 2007 (DdC)

Figure 3.17 Calibration radiocarbon date, Sheepslait (OxCal v4.2.3 Bronk
Ramsey (2013); r.S IntCall3 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))

OneCal w4 2.3 Bronk Rai 13); 5 IntCallld atmespheric curve (Reimer et a5l 2013}
R_Date S5/141 | x#

..QUO.........BUU.........?Ud.......l.aud........500........1100

Calibrated date (calBC)
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Locality 5: Woolston (Clays)
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% ™y © Crown Copyright/database right 2007, An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service.
o E S N S 1 1 1 &2 2 °

Figure 3.18 Detail of gradiometer surveys Locality 5, fields surrounding
Woolston Manor Farm (SCEP archive)

Figure 3.19 Calibration radiocarbon date, Ladyfield 1 (OxCal v4.2.3 Bronk
Ramsey (2013); r.5 IntCall3 atmospheric curve (Reimer et al 2013))

12); 5 IntC3l12 stmospheric curve (Reimer ot 31 2013)
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4 Methods: tables and figures
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Table 4.1 Amalgamated identifications of the crop and weed/wild taxa

Amalgamated

categories used Includes Code
Spelt grain Spelt grain; cf Spelt grain
Emmer grain; cf Emmer grain;
Emmer grain Einkorn/Emmer grain
Free threshing wheat type grain; cf
Free threshing wheat grain |Free threshing wheat type grain
Hulled Straight barley grain; Hulled cf
Twisted barley grain; Hulled barley
grain; cf. Naked barley grain; Barley
Barley grain grain; cf. Barley grain
Oat grain Oat grain; cf. Oat grain AVENAGR
Rye grain Rye grain; cf. Rye grain SECRA
Rye rachis Rye rachis; cf Rye rachis SECGR
Pea Pea; cf. Pea PEA
Large legume indet.; cf.
Large Legume indet. Underdeveloped legume LLEGIn
Papaver L. sp.; Papaver rhoeas
L./dubium L./hybridum L./lecoqii
Papaver L. sp. Lamotte PAPAVER
Vicia L. sp./Lathyrus L. sp.; Vicia cf.
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. tetrasperma (L.) Schreb. VIC/LATsp
Trifolium L. sp.; Trifolium cf. dubium
Trifolium L. sp. Sibth. TRIFOLI
Small Legume indet. Small Legume indet.; Medicago L. sp. [SLEGS
Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.;
Brassica L. /Sinapis L. sp.|cf. Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp. BRAS/SIN
Brassicaceae indet.; Thlaspi arvense
Brassicaceae indet. L. BRASINn
Polygonum aviculare L. Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 1;
agg. Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 2 POLYGAV
Polygonaceae Large indet.;
Polygonaceae Large indet. [Polygonaceae indet. POLYGL
Caryophyllaceae indet.;
Caryophyllaceae/Malva L. sp.;
Stellaria cf. graminea L.; Arenaria
Caryophyllaceae indet. serpyllifolia L. CARYin
Galium L. indet. Galium L. indet.; Galium cf. verum L. |GALLIUin
Veronica hederifolia L.; cf. Veronica L.
Veronica hederifolia L. sp. VERONHE
Lamiaceae indet.; Galeopsis L. sp.;
Lamiaceae indet. Lamiaceae small indet LAMIAIn
Asteraceae Large intdet.; Asteraceae-
Daisy family; cf. Leucanthemum
Asteraceae Large intdet. |wulgare Lam.; cf. Crepis L. sp. ASTERLIn
Asteraceae small intdet.; Anthemis
Asteraceae Small intdet. |cotula L. ASTERSIn
Anisantha sterilis (L.) Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski; cf.
NevsKki Anisantha sterilis ANISSTER
Small grass; Small grass type C;
Small Grass Small grass type B GRASSS
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Table 4.2 Proportionally assigned identifications of the crop and weed/wild
taxa ((+) denotes category containing proportionally assigned items)

Proportional assigned categories

Assigned category Includes Code
Spelt grain; cf. Spelt grain, Emmer
grain; cf. Emmer grain;
Einkorn/Emmer grain; Proportionally

Glume wheats grain+ assigned Wheat sp./Cereal sp. grain |GLWHGR+
Free threshing wheat grain; cf. Free-

Free threshing wheat threshing wheat grain; Proportionally

grain+ assigned Wheat sp./Cereal sp. grain |[FTWHGR+
Hulled straight barley grain; Hulled cf.
twisted barley grain; Hulled barley
grain; cf. Naked barley garain; Barley
grain; cf. Barley grain; Proportionally

Barley grain+ assigned Cereal sp. grains HORDGR+
Spelt glume bases; Proportionally

Spelt glume bases+ assigned glume bases SPELTGB+
Emmer glume bases; Proportionally

Emmer glume bases+ assigned glume bases DICOGB+
Barley rachis; Proportionally asigned

Barley rachis internodes+ |Rachis indet. HORDRA+

Free threshing wheat Free threshing wheat rachis;

rachis internodes+ Proportionally asigned Rachis indet. FTWRA+
Chenopodium L. indet.; Proportionally
assigned Chenopodium L./

Chenopodium L. indet+ Caryophyllaceae indet. CHENOIn
Rumex L. sp. (type A); Porportonally

Rumex L. sp. (type A)+ asigned Rumex RUMEXA
Rumex L. sp. (Group 2); Porportonally

Rumex L. sp. (Group 2)+ |asigned Rumex RUMEX2
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Figure 4.1 SCEP flotation tank (new), Home farm, Sutton Montis

{

Figure 4.2 charred and modern seeds from Homeground
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Figure 4.3 Ring curvature assessment after Marguerie & Hunot (2007)
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S The crop and weed results: tables
and figures
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Table 5.1 (opposite) Number of samples in which crop items present,

arranged by period and locality

Key to tables 5.1-5.3

Locality:

CLAY = Clay vale (Locality 1);
CEN = Central area (Locality 2);
SG = Sigwells Field (Locality 3);
SS = Sheepslait (Locality 4);
WO = Woolston (Locality 5).
Periods:

EN = Early Neolithic;

EBA = Early Bronze Age;

MBA = Middle Bronze Age;
LBA = Late Bronze Age;

EIA = Early Iron Age;

MIA = Middle Iron Age;

LIA = Late Iron Age;

RB = Romano-British Period.
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Spelt; cf. Spelt grain 1 2 1 1 1 7 9 5 31 13 4 1 3 1 1
Emmer; cf. Emmer;

Einkorn/Emmer wheat grain 2 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 8 6 31 14 3 1 2 1

Free threshing wheat; cf. Free

threshing wheat grain 1 3 1 1 3 6 4 2
Wheat grain 2 2 3 1 1 4 6 9 7 8 4] 18 4 1 6 3
Barley; cf. Barley; cf. naked Barley;

hulled Barley; hulled cf. twisted

Barley; hulled straight Barley grain 3 8 4 1 1 8 8 10| 12 10 5| 22 6 1 6 3 3
Oat; cf. Oat grain 2 2 2 2 4 16 1 6 2 2
Rye; cf. Rye grain 1 4 1 2 1
Cereal sp. grain 5 8 8 3 1 0 8 12| 11 10 51 22 6 1 7 4 4
Spelt glume bases 1 1 7 1 1 2 6 8 10 9 5 20 6 1 7 3 1
Emmer glume bases 3 2 1 2 1 3 4 9 5 8 5 10 5 1 4 1
Glume wheat glume bases 4 7 8 4 1 9 8 13| 121 10 51 22 6 1 7 4 3
Free threshing w heat rachis internode 1
Barley rachis internode 1 1 2 2 3 5 2 9 1 3 1 1
rachis internode indet. 2 1 3 3 4 6 1 3 1 1
Rye rachis internode; cf. Rye rachis 2 1 2 1 1
flax 5 1 2 1
Celtic Bean 4 1 1 2

Pea; cf. Pea 1 3 4 1 1 1 2
Large legume indet.; cf.

underdeveloped legume 1 2 1 6| 15 1 3 1 12 1 1 3 2 3
large culm node 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 5 2 14 2 1 2 2 2
basal culm 4 3 1 2 3 2 9 2 2 3 1
Hazel nutshell 2 4 4 1 3 1 8 7 3 3] 13 1 1 2 2
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Table 5.2 (opposite) Maximum number of crop items in an individual
sample, arranged by period and locality
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Spelt; cf. Spelt grain 1 2 1 6 4 9 6 7 8] 33 5 5 9 6 5
Emmer; cf. Emmer;

Einkorn/Emmer wheat grain 3 2 3 1 11] 23 10 9 5] 28 4 71 10 13 4 12

Free threshing wheat; cf. Free

threshing wheat grain 2 5 1 9 3] 11 14 133
Wheat grain 2 5 2 1 17( 13 5] 14 7| 20| 23| 235 9 34| 37 9
Barley; cf. Barley; cf. naked Barley;

hulled Barley; hulled cf. twisted

Barley; hulled straight Barley grain 1 371 21| 25 5 5] 135| 55| 12| 135| 75| 128 27| 314 35 24| 30| 45| 10
Oat; cf. Oat grain 5 11 3 19 4 15 18 6 4 18
Rye; cf. Rye grain 1 2 17 2| 48 3
Cereal sp. grain 2 44 64| 21 9 71 46| 65| 28| 89 35| 73| 88| 404 33 95| 86| 142 100
Spelt glume bases 1 4 11 11 89 3| 36| 53| 25| 106 42| 684 16| 316| 177| 68 2
Emmer glume bases 52 5 1 3] 16 2 7 17 4| 63 5] 392 4 28| 30 2
Glume wheat glume bases 1 265 40 2] 53 8| 244 7| 85| 364| 85| 433| 226(2676| 94| 2288] 510| 215 9
Free threshing w heat rachis internode 85
Barley rachis internode 81 8 4 6 2 I 17 16 1 15 2 1
rachis internode indet. 2 1 3 2 2 4 8 2 1 1
Rye rachis internode; cf. Rye rachis 3 96| 15 2 7
flax 2 7 157 1 4
Celtic Bean 25 2 1 1

Pea; cf. Pea 2 2 1 6 1 1 3
Large legume indet.; cf.

underdeveloped legume 2 2 1 3 3 1 4 4 6 1 7 5 2l 19
large culm node 4 3 5 2 1 3 8 2 71 10 31| 29 3 4 2 4
basal culm 3 1 3 2 2 5] 20| 18 2 1 2 2
Hazel nutshell 173g 2 2 8 2 2 1 2 4 8 1 18 3 3 6 4
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Table 5.3 (opposite) Total number of crop items, arranged by period and
locality
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Hazel nutshell

Spelt; cf. Spelt grain 1 3 1 6 4 22| 25| 16| 12| 94 12 51 18 6 5
Emmer; cf. Emmer;

Einkorn/Emmer wheat grain 4 4 5 1 11| 29| 13| 19 21| 50 8| 148| 17 13 6] 12

Free threshing wheat; cf. Free

threshing wheat grain 2 7 1 9 71 34 42 197
Wheat grain 4 6 5 1 17 24 16| 39| 28] 50| 39| 338] 18 34| 65| 16
Barley; cf. Barley; cf. naked Barley;

hulled Barley; hulled cf. twisted

Barley; hulled straight Barley grain 55| 63| 25| 12 5] 135] 110| 67| 216| 194| 239| 94(1442( 120 24| 78| 67| 17
Oat; cf. Oat grain 7 13 4] 22 11 86 18 15 6| 23
Rye; cf. Rye grain 1 5 17 3 3
Cereal sp. grain 66| 100| 21| 48| 11| 46| 114 132 25| 235| 270| 189(1453| 100 95| 280| 125( 142
Spelt glume bases 1 4 31 11 89 6| 111]| 165| 107| 308| 112[(1080( 58| 316| 358| 142 2
Emmer glume bases 71 8 1 51 16 4| 16| 44| 13| 123| 43| 428 12 28| 64 2
Glume wheat glume bases 348 77 2| 113| 15| 244 27| 331| 771| 406[1312] 701|4297| 193| 2288|1130 443| 19
Free threshing w heat rachis internode 85
Barley rachis internode 81 8 5 8 4] 16| 28| 45 1 25 2 1
rachis internode indet. 3 1 6 5 51 14 8 3 1 1
Rye rachis internode; cf. Rye rachis 5 96| 25 2 7
flax 22 157 2 4
Celtic Bean 36 2 1 2

Pea; cf. Pea 2 4 4 6 1 1 5
Large legume indet.; cf.

underdeveloped legume 2 4 1 71 15 1 7 4 23 1 7 9 3] 22
large culm node 5 7 2 1 5] 10 41 19| 14| 136] 33 3 8 3 5
basal culm 7 1 3 2 3 8| 27| 48 3 2 4 2
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Table 5.4 Density of the charred plant remains

Weight ot
charcoal in |Density of

(itemsl/litre) |(grams/litre)

MC/1706 0 . 0.00 0.33
MC/1839 15 0 1.00 0.00 0.07
MC/1886 ? 5 1.00 ? ?
MC/1888 48 0 ? 0.00 ?
MC/1889 40 15 4.00 0.38 0.10
MC/2285 1.25 0 2.00 0.00 1.60
MC/2294 1.2 1 2.00 0.83 1.67
MC/2295 ? 1 2.00 ? ?
MC/2347 7.75 6 3.00 0.77 0.39
MC/2362 19 3 4.00 0.16 0.21
MC/1068 7.5 9 0.25 1.20 0.03
MC/1145 10 25 6.00 2.50 0.60
MC/1150 25 71 1.00 2.84 0.04
MC/1168 12.5 53 3.00 4.24 0.24
MC/1301 13 23 2.00 1.77 0.15
MC/1403 6 15 2.00 2.50 0.33
MC/1413 31.5 80 5.00 2.54 0.16
MC/2221 3.5 7 1.00 2.00 0.29
MC/1018 3 17 1.00 5.67 0.33
MC/1202 20 38 1.00 1.90 0.05
MC/1225 10 4 3.00 0.40 0.30
MC/1249 11 4 3.00 0.36 0.27
MC/1295 14 11 4.00 0.79 0.29
MC/1336 9.5 63 1.00 6.63 0.11
MC/1361 4 177 3.00 44.25 0.75
MC/1376 14.5 14 3.00 0.97 0.21
MC/1827 10 23 8.00 2.30 0.80
MC/1867 2.75 0 2.00 0.00 0.73
MC/2259 2.5 11 7.00 4.40 2.80
MC/1106 2 4 1.00 2.00 0.50
MC/1203 7 6 2.00 0.86 0.29
MC/1278 11 98 8.00 8.91 0.73
MC/1319 5 57 1.00 11.40 0.20
MC/1405 5 5 3.00 1.00 0.60
MC/1429 ? 83 5.00 ? ?
MC/1726 1 35 1.00 35.00 1.00
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Table 5.4 cont.

Weight of

Volume charcoal in |Density of

soil Total no. of |4 & 2mm seed & Charcol

processed |seed & sieves chaff density
Sample no. [(litres) chaff items [(grams) (itemsl/litre) |(grams/litre)
HGTP/004 30.5 30 4.00 0.98 0.13
HGTP/006 22 7 2.00 0.32 0.09
HG1/008 23.5 148 2.00 6.30 0.09
HG1/014 49.5 119 ? 2.40 ?
HG1/016 11 319 2.00 29.00 0.18
HG1/019a 26.5 578 6.00 21.81 0.23
HG1/019b 22.5 394 4.00 17.51 0.18
HG1/023 27 373 4.00 13.81 0.15
HG1/025 25 71 1.00 2.84 0.04
HG1/045 12.5 166 2.00 13.28 0.16
HG1/006a 28 141 ? 5.04 ?
HG1/006b 17 171 0.25 10.06 0.01
HG1/006c 65.5 232 4.00 3.54 0.06
HG1/006d 37.5 805 ? 21.47 ?
HG2/003 118 475 ? 4.03 ?
HG2/010 49.5 476 4.00 9.62 0.08
CG/018 53.1 18 12.00 0.34 0.23
CG/016 0.45 0 5.00 0.00 11.11
CG/020 26 442 1.00 17.00 0.04
CG/024 28 277 1.00 9.89 0.04
CG/008 52 25 2.00 0.48 0.04
CG/012 28 11 1.00 0.39 0.04
MO2/012 9 657 1.00 73.00 0.11
MO2/013 2 81 1.00 40.50 0.50
MO2/017 9 590 4.00 65.56 0.44
MO2/020 11 72 1.00 6.55 0.09
MO2/025 10 211 1.00 21.10 0.10
MO3/014 8.5 95 3.00 11.18 0.35
MO3/027 8 59 1.00 7.38 0.13
MO1/014 9 634 2.00 70.44 0.22
MO1/021 7 481 4.00 68.71 0.57
MO3/009 12 77 4.00 6.42 0.33
MO3/015 9 373 1.00 41.44 0.11
MO1/022 21 425 3.00 20.24 0.14
MO1/023 11 272 3.00 24.73 0.27
MO1/006 7 81 1.00 11.57 0.14
MO1/008 10 44 1.00 4.40 0.10
MO2/006 45 481 3.00 10.69 0.07
MO2/011 34.5 865 3.00 25.07 0.09
CF/1004 17 39 2.00 2.29 0.12
CF/1036 16 934 4.00 58.38 0.25
CF/1054 15 78 ? 5.20 ?
CF/1095 30 450 6.00 15.00 0.20
CF/1107 20 364 9.00 18.20 0.45
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Table 5.4 cont.

Weight of

Volume charcoal in |Density of

soil Total no. of |4 & 2mm seed & Charcol

processed |seed & sieves chaff density
Sample no. [(litres) chaff items [(grams) (itemsl/litre) |(gramsl/litre)
SG16/020 2.5 130 0.00 52.00 0.00
SG16/006 9.5 21 26.00 2.21 2.74
SG16/007 10 7 3.00 0.70 0.30
SG10/051 66 69 6.00 1.05 0.09
SG10/053 30 24 2.00 0.80 0.07
SG10/054 167.5 164 14.00 0.98 0.08
SG10/060 59.5 47 13.00 0.79 0.22
SG19/089 65 10 7.00 0.15 0.11
SG19/096 54.5 169 9.00 3.10 0.17
SG19/104 76 10 2.00 0.13 0.03
SG19/132 15 19 32.00 1.27 2.13
SG19/151 9 10 3.00 1.11 0.33
SG19/048 20 22 28.00 1.10 1.40
SG12/101 16 56 0.25 3.50 0.02
SG12/174 13 160 1.00 12.31 0.08
SG12/211 2.5 7 1.00 2.80 0.40
SG12/229 20.5 176 4.00 8.59 0.20
SG12/238 18.5 145 2.00 7.84 0.11
SG12/243 16.5 198 2.00 12.00 0.12
SG12/258 17 123 ? 7.24 ?
SG13/270 37.5 115 26.00 3.07 0.69
SG14/042 ? 134 1.00 ? ?
SG14/044 ? 72 1.00 ? ?
SG14/060 10 136 ? 13.60 ?
SG12/146 15 39 0.25 2.60 0.02
SG12/165 17 183 1.00 10.76 0.06
SG12/220 20 564 7.00 28.20 0.35
SG12/261 35 428 2.00 12.23 0.06
SG13/118 50.5 386 4.00 7.64 0.08
SG13/153 16.5 467 6.00 28.30 0.36
SG13/187 8.5 231 ? 27.18 ?
SG13/263 66 7021 45.00 106.38 0.68
SG12/126 10 167 2.00 16.70 0.20
SG12/207 163.5 1335 5.00 8.17 0.03
SG12/292 19.5 257 1.00 13.18 0.05
SG13/225 22.5 740 3.00 32.89 0.13
SG13/265 21 395 1.00 18.81 0.05
SG14/003 9 60 0.25 6.67 0.03
SG14/032 23 699 5.00 30.39 0.22
SG14/038 10 158 1.00 15.80 0.10
SG14/048 11 64 1.00 5.82 0.09
SG14/050 8.5 54 10.00 6.35 1.18
SG14/056 9.5 145 3.00 15.26 0.32
SG14/058 10 116 3.00 11.60 0.30
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Table 5.4 cont.

Weight of
Volume charcoal in |Density of
soil Total no. of |4 & 2mm seed & Charcol
processed |seed & sieves chaff density
Sample no. |(litres) chaff items |(grams) (itemsl/litre) |(grams/litre)
SG21/017 11 565 1.00 51.36 0.09
SG22/024 10 532 1.00 53.20 0.10
SG23/034 10 229 0.25 22.90 0.03
SG23/037 4 203 ? 50.75 ?
SG20/011 9 8 3.00 0.89 0.33
SG21/005 10 332 2.00 33.20 0.20
SG7/043 9.5 555 8.00 58.42 0.84
SG7/046 5 368 0.25 73.60 0.05
DC/005 11 11 1.00 1.00 0.09
SS/231 10 292 23.00 29.20 2.30
SS/003 7 73 1.00 10.43 0.14
SS/024 12 137 127.00 11.42 10.58
SS/125 13 90 53.00 6.92 4.08
SS/138 10 183 3.00 18.30 0.30
SS/175 12.5 140 5.00 11.20 0.40
SS/180 14 225 14.00 16.07 1.00
SSTP/007 12 21 3.00 1.75 0.25
SS/141 1 36 5.00 3.27 0.45
SS/042 54 74 1.00 1.37 0.02
SS/059 11 268 1.00 24.36 0.09
SS/127 27 1008 10.00 37.33 0.37
SS/128 9 266 1.00 29.56 0.11
SS/182 3 107 1.00 35.67 0.33
SS/188 10 235 1.00 23.50 0.10
SS/192 12.5 239 2.00 19.12 0.16
SS/248 24 447 9.00 18.63 0.38
SS/259 6 26 17.00 4.33 2.83
SS/285 1.7 354 2.00 208.24 1.18
SS/011 10 63 5.00 6.30 0.50
SS/072 1M1 243 94.00 22.09 8.55
SS/207 12.5 359 41.00 28.72 3.28
SS/279 2.2 33 6.00 15.00 2.73
SS/166 9 114 2.00 12.67 0.22
SS/276 1.2 99 ? 82.50 ?
[Woolston (Locality ) [ [ [ [ ]
LF1/004 11 66 1.00 6.00 0.09
LF3/14 0.9 431 0.25 478.89 0.28
LF3/16 6 109 0.25 18.17 0.04
RC/039 4 57 13.00 14.25 3.25
RC/049 5 57 1.00 11.40 0.20
Awerages (all 19.88 247.85 6.25 20.17 0.63
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Table 5.5 Results of the three crop processing analyses: principal crop component, crop ratios and weed analysis.
GW = glume wheat; FT = free threshing wheat; F-S by-product = Fine-sieving by-product. Crop components >70% and highlighted.

Period Sample |Principa| crop components - precentages (%) |Interna| Taxa Ratios |Discriminant Weed |Fina| classification
2 &
& o N . ST SIEP S
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a) % % % % % % % % % % % GLW FTW BAR RYE
MBA/LBASG19/096 0O 2 0] 0 0 0 0 0O 0 98 O 1.00 4 0.00fFlax
MIA SG12/174] 10 6 0 0 82 0 1 0O O 0 2] 06 grain 3 0.98 1 0.02]Barley - product
EIA MC/1336 9177 O 0O 74 0 O O O O o0 20 grain Barley - product
RB LF3/16 0 3 88 1 1 0 5 o o o0 2 0.0 FT Wheat - product
MIA MC/1429 0 100 0] 0] 0 0 0 0O O O O]glume 4 0.95 3 0.05GW, F-S by-product
MBA CG/020 0 91 0 0 7 1 1 0O O O O]glume 0.1 3 1.00 4 0.00)GW, F-S by-product
RB NA/007 5 88 0 0O 2 0 1 1 3 0 0]17.4 0.2 5.6 3 0.97 4 0.03)GW, F-S by-product
MIA SS/285 7 88 0 0 5 0 0 0O O 0 0]132 grain 4 0.98 3 0.02]GW, F-S by-product
MIA MO2/017 3 87 0 0 8 1 0 O o0 O 1] 271 0.1 4 1.00 3 0.00]GW, F-S by-product
MIA SS/248 5 86 0 0 9 0 0 0O O O O0}17.9 grain 3 0.95 4 0.05)GW, F-S by-product
RB SG7/046 7 84 0 0 8 0 1 0O O O o0]11.8 0.0 3 0.98 1 0.01}GW, F-S by-product
LBA MC/1413 8 84 0 0 8 0 0 0O o o0 o0}10.7 Mixed
LBA/EIA |SS/180 9 83 0 0 8 0 0 0O O O 0] 95 grain 3 1.00 1 0.00GW, F-S by-product
RB CF/1036 3 83 6 0O 4 1 0 0O 3 0 0]2.8 00 0.1 250 3 0.65 4 0.35)GW, F-S by-product
MIA SS/182 19 81 0 0 0 0 0 0O O 0 0] 43 3 0.96 4 0.04)GW, F-S by-product
LIA? HG1/016 6 81 11 0O 2 0 0 0O O O O] 13.5 grain 3 0.98 4 0.02)GW, F-S by-product
RB MO1/023 6 79 O 0 12 2 1 0O O o0 0139 0.2 4 0.76 3 0.24]GW, F-S by-product
MIA SS/188 11 77 0 0 9 2 0 0O O O 0] 6.8 0.2 3 1.00 4 0.00GW, F-S by-product
LBA/EIA |SS/024 0 77 0 0 23 0 0 0O O 0 Olglume grain 3 0.99 4 0.01)GW, F-S by-product
MIA SG12/238 2 77 0 0O 18 2 0 0O O 0 O0]355 0.1 4 0.96 3 0.04]GW, F-S by-product
VLIA? HG1/006d 3 77 14 0 5 1 0 0O O O O0]27.1grain 0.1 3 0.99 4 0.01)GW, F-S by-product
LIA? HG1/045 0O 77 14 0 5 2 2 0O O 0 Ofpglumegrain 3 1.00 4 0.00JGW, F-S by-product




Table 5.5 cont.

Period Sample |Principa| crop components - precentages (%) |Interna| Taxa Ratios |Discriminant Weed |Fina| classification
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MIA MC/1278 0O 7r 0 0O 23 0 O O O O Ofdglume grain 4 0.99 3 0.01}Mixed
RB MO1/022 6 76 0 0O 15 4 0 0O O 0 0] 136 0.3 4 0.98 3 0.02]GW, F-S by-product
MIA/LIA JMO1/021 6 75 3 o 11 3 1 o o0 O 1] 12.1 grain 0.3 4 0.92 3 0.08]GW, F-S by-product
MIA/LIA |SG13/263) 14 74 2 0 10 0 0 0O O O O] 54grain 0.0 3 0.98 4 0.02)GW, F-S by-product
SAX? MO2/011 7 712 0 0 15 1 2 0O O O 4]10.9 0.1 3 0.92 4 0.08)GW, F-S by-product
VLIA? HG2/010 3 72 5 0 19 0 1 0O O O O0]2.3 0.1grain 3 0.99 4 0.01)GW, F-S by-product
LIA HG1/008 3 71 0 0 21 1 3 0O O 0 2267 0.0 3 0.98 4 0.02)GW, F-S by-product
LBA/EIA |SS/175 9 71 0 0 20 0 0 O O O o0 79 grain 3 0.85 4 0.15)GW, F-S by-product
MIA/LIA §SG13/187) 10/ 71 0 0 17 1 1 0O O O 0] 6.8 0.0 3 0.99 1 0.01}GW, F-S by-product
MIA SG12/229) 23 67 0 0 10 1 0 0O o O 0] 29 0.1 4 0.81 3 0.19]Mixed
MIA SG12/258) 34 49 0 0 16 1 0 0O O O o] 14 0.1 4 0.76 3 0.24}Mixed
MIA MO2/025 | 13 68 0 0O 16 2 0 0O O 0 O] 51 0.1 3 0.97 4 0.03]Mixed
LBA/EIA |SS/138 13 68 0 0O 16 2 0 0O O 0 0] 53 0.1 4 0.96 1 0.03|Mixed
MIA SG12/243) 12 68 0 0 19 1 0 0O O O 0] 5.6 0.1 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
RB CF/1095 15 65 15 0o 2 0 0 0o 2 0O O] 43 0.0 rachig 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
MIA/LIA JSG12/220f 10 69 3 0 14 1 2 0 1 0O O] 7.1grain 0.0 3 0.97 4 0.03JMixed
MIA/LIA JMO3/015 | 11 67 0 0 21 0 1 0O O 0 0] 6.2 0.0 3 0.91 4 0.09]Mixed
MIA SG14/042) 25 52 0 0 22 1 0 0O O o0 0] 20 0.0 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
MIA MO1/014 | 20 57 5 0O 13 4 1 0O O O O] 28grain 0.3 4 0.88 3 0.12]Mixed
LIA SS/166 30 47 0 0 23 0 0 0O O O O] 1.6 grain Mixed
MIA SG13/270) 35 42 0 0 23 0 0 O o o0 o] 12 grain 3 0.79 4 0.21|Mixed
MIA SS/127 11 66 0 0 20 1 2 0O O O 0] 6.2 0.1 3 1.00 4 0.00jMixed
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Table 5.5 cont.

Period Sample |Principa| crop components - precentages (%) |Interna| Taxa Ratios |Discriminant Weed |Fina| classification
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LIA SG14/038] 30 46 O O 23 0 O O O O o0} 15 grain 3 0.81 4 0.19]Mixed
LIA? HG1/019%b] 10 67 12 0 10 O 1 0O O O 0] 7.0grain grain 3 0.83 4 0.17fMixed
LBA/EIA |SS/003 12 63 0 0 25 0 O O O 0 O 51 grain Mixed
MIA SS/128 15 60 0 0 25 1 O O O o0 o 39 0.0 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
MIA/LIA |SG12/207] 12 62 0 0 24 1 0O O O O o 51 0.0 3 0.73 4 0.27]Mixed
MIA SG14/060] 13 61 0O 024 2 0 O 0O O o) 45 0.1 3 097 4 0.03JMixed
LIA SS/207 5 69 0 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 o0f15.3 grain 3 0.96 4 0.03JMixed
LIA SG12/292) 18 56 0 0 25 O 1 0O 0O o0 o0 32 grain 3 0.93 4 0.07JMixed
MIA/LIA |MO3/014 | 30 44 O 0 27 O O O O O 0o 15 grain 3 0.79 4 0.21]Mixed
RB SG21/005 5 69 0 0 26 1 0O O 0O O of15.1 0.0 3 0.99 1 0.00Mixed
MIA MO2/020§ 28 45 0O 0 28 O O O O O o) 1.6 grain 4 0.99 3 0.01}Mixed
LBA/EIA |SS/125 188 54 0 0 28 O O O O O 0O 30 grain 3 0.93 4 0.07fMixed
LIA? HG1/023 7 65 12 0 13 0 2 0 O O O 89grain 0.0 4 1.00 3 0.00]Mixed
RB SG7/043 188 54 0 0 24 O 1 0 1 1 o] 3.0 grain 3 0.98 1 0.01jMixed
MIA SS/192 30 41 0O 033 0 O 0O 0o o0 o 14 grain 3 0.94 4 0.06]Mixed
MIA MQO3/027§ 10 60 O O 30 O O O O O o} 6.0 grain Mixed
RB LF3/14 0O O 63 24 5 0 5 1 2 0 1 0.4 grain 2.3 4 1.00 3 0.00]Mixed
MBA SG16/020 0O 10 O 0 24 e6 0O O O O Ofglume 2.7 Mixed
LIA? HG1/019a 4 66 17 0 12 1 1 0O O 0 0] 16.8 grain 0.1 3 0.94 4 0.06]Mixed
VLIA? HG2/003 8 61 16 0 13 O O O o0 oO 1] 7.6 grain 0.0 3 0.67 4 0.33]Mixed
LBA SS/231 10 59 1 0 29 1 0O O O O o 6.0 0.0 4 1.00 3 0.00]Mixed
SAX MO1/006 § 16 53 0 0 28 0O O O O O 3] 34 grain 3 0.92 4 0.08JMixed
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Period Sample |Principa| crop components - precentages (%) |Interna| Taxa Ratios |Discriminant Weed |Fina| classification
o &
& L o @ ‘ & S S S
\{‘b}{\ \0@0 e‘,&\- Q:‘S,‘Q\ Q_’bo (é}(\ {‘b\ﬁ\ {bp‘{\\g -¢® ' ~Q<b . ‘Qﬁfb . ’Q«{b OQQ \ox?\ QOOQ ~o‘\\‘$
SRR N IR N O g F & & F PO
C')$ C')@ & & F F 3 o2 @ L F Y L o 0 S oS ISR
Q7 Q7 OF & & QY O < < < N p % p

d) Y% % % % % % % % % % % |JGLW FTW BAR RYE
VLIA? HG1/006b 3 66 13 0O 18 1 0 0O O O O0]21.0grain 0.0 3 0.98 4 0.02]Mixed
LIA SG14/056) 12 56 0 0 30 1 1 0O O O 0] 46 0.0 4 0.51 3 0.49]Mixed
SAX MO2/006 7 61 3 0 24 1 2 0O O 0 3] 91grain 0.0 4 0.77 3 0.23]Mixed
MIA/LIA JMO3/009 0O 68 3 0 26 2 0 0O 0 0 2]glume 0.1 3 0.99 4 0.01JMixed
MIA SG21/017) 18 46 0 0O 30 4 3 0O O O O] 26 0.1 3 1.00 1 0.00fMixed
VLIA? HG1/006a] 10 53 33 0O 4 0 0 0O O O O] 5.4 grain 3 1.00 4 0.00jMixed
LIA SG14/003) 45 16 0 0O 36 0O 2 0O O O 0] 04 grain Mixed
LIA SG13/225) 18 42 0 0O 3 2 1 0O O O 0] 23 0.1 3 0.99 4 0.01jMixed
MIA MC/1319 | 49 11 0 0 40 0 0 0O O O 0] 0.2 grain Mixed
MIA SS/059 0 57 9 0 32 0 1 0O O O Olglumegrain 0.0 3 0.95 4 0.05)Mixed
LIA SG12/126 0 57 11 0 31 0 1 0O O O Olglumegrain grain 3 1.00 4 0.00jMixed
MIA SG14/058 6 51 0 0 43 0 0 0O O 0 0] 82 grain 4 0.50 3 0.50]Mixed
LIA SG14/032) 15 40 0 0 41 0 3 O o0 o0 0] 27 grain 3 0.99 1 0.01jMixed
MBA SG10/054) 20 36 6 0 37 1 0 0O ©O 1 o] 1.8 0.0 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
MBA CG/024 7 48 0 0 43 1 1 O o 0 o0 71 0.0 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
LIA SG22/024) 11 44 0 0 41 3 0 1 0O oO 1 4.0 0.1 3 0.99 4 0.01JMixed
RB CF/1107 19 34 23 0 20 0 3 1 0O O 0] 1.8 grain grain 4 0.82 3 0.18}Mixed
MIA MO2/012 12 41 0 0 41 1 0 0O O 0 5] 33 0.0 4 0.96 3 0.04]Mixed
MIA/LIA |SS/072 25 28 0 0 43 0 0 0O O 0 4] 1.2 grain 4 0.94 3 0.06]Mixed
MIA/LIA §SG13/153 3 44 0 0 45 0 8 0O O O 0]14.3 grain 4 0.70 3 0.30jMixed
MIA MO2/013 | 15 32 0 0 31 2 18 0O O 0 3] 22 0.1 4 1.00 3 0.00jMixed
LIA? HG1/025 0 46 29 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 Olglume grain grain Mixed
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Period Sample |Principa| crop components - precentages (%) |Interna| Taxa Ratios |Discriminant Weed |Fina| classification
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VLIA? HG1/006¢ 6 40 32 0 21 0O 2 0 0 0 O] 7.1grain grain 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
LIA SG12/165) 34 9 7 0 47 O 1 1 1 0 O] 0.3 grain grain 4 0.95 3 0.05]Mixed
LIA SS/276 7 366 0O 0 57 0 O O O O o) 55 grain Mixed
LIA SG23/037] 18 23 0 O 56 1 1 0O 0 O 1 1.3 0.0 3 0.99 4 0.01jMixed
MIA/LIA |SG12/261) 25 13 4 0 52 0 5 0 O O Of 05grain 0.0 4 0.96 3 0.04]Mixed
EIA MC/1361 3 2 13 0 50 O O O O O O] 0.1grain grain Mixed
MIA/LIA |SG13/118 2 35 0 0 61 2 0 0 0O 0 o166 0.0 4 0.95 3 0.05]Mixed
LIA? HG1/014 9 2859 0 4 0 O O 0 O 1] 3.3 grain 3 0.99 4 0.01JMixed
LIA SG13/2650 256 5 0 O 65 1 5 0 0 0 o0of 02 0.0 3 1.00 4 0.00fMixed
MIA SG14/044 7 20 0 0O 67 0O 6 O O O O 28 grain 3 0.86 4 0.14]Mixed
LIA SG23/034) 12 9 23 0 57 0O 0O O O O O] 0.8 grain grain 3 0.99 1 0.01]Mixed
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5.6 Classification of weed seed types

(+) = taxon where some items have been proportionately assigned

Biq, Free, Heavy

Fumaria L. sp.,

Ranunculus L. pitted surface type,
Ranunculus parviflorus L.,

Ranunculus L. sp.,

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray,
VicialLathyrus L. sp.Type 1,

>1mm Vicia L. sp./Lathyrus L. sp.; Vicia
cf. tetrasperma (L.) Schreb.,

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve,
Polygonaceae Large indet.,
Polygonaceae,

Galium aparine L.,

Galium L. indet.; Galium cf. verum L.,
Veronica hederifolia L.; cf. Veronica L. sp.,
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.
hordeaceus/secalinus,

Bromus L. sp.,

Large grass,

Big, Headed, Heavy
Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod,
Anthemis cotula L.,

Small, Free, Light

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.,

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch.
Bip.,

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich.,
Juncus L. sp.

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski.; cf.
Anisantha sterilis,

Small, Headed, Light

Papaver L. sp.; Papaver rhoeas
L./dubium L./hybridum L./lecoqii
Lamotte,

Lolium L. sp.,

Small, Headed, Heavy
Malva L. sp.

Small, Free, Heavy

<1mm Vicia L. sp./Lathyrus L. sp.; Vicia
cf. tetrasperma (L.) Schreb.,
Trifolium L. sp.; Trifolium cf. dubium
Sibth,

Small Legume indet.; Medicago L. sp.,
Potentilla L. type,

Brassica/Sinapis sp.,

cf. Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.,
Brassicaceae indet.; Thlaspi arvense L.,
Persicaria maculosa Gray,
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre,
Polygonum aviculare agg. X2,
Persicaria L. sp.,

Polygonaceae small indet.; (Rumex B),
Rumex L .sp. A type+,

Rumex L. sp.+,

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.,
Caryophyllaceae indet.+; Stelaria cf.
graminea L.; Arenaria serpyllifolia L.,
Caryophyllaceae /Malva L. sp.,
Caryophyllaceae Indet. Small,
Chenopodium album L. group,
Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L.,
Chenopodium L. indet.+,

Atriplex L. spp.,

Montia fontana L.,

Sherardia arvensis L.,

Hyoscyamus niger L.,

Solanum nigrum L.,

Veronica cf. arvensis L.,

Plantago lanceolata L.,

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.,
Bicovex Carex L. A spp.,

Carex L. sp.,

Small Carex L. sp.,

Poa annua L.,

Phleum pratense L.,

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.,
Medium grass,

Small grass; grass B; C,
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Table 5.7 Codes for crop taxa/items used in the crop correspondence

analyses. (+) = taxon where some items have been proportionately assigned

Crop items CODE
Glume wheat+ wheat sp. + assigned

cereal sp. GLWGR+
Free threshing wheat + Wheat sp. +

assigned cereal sp. FTWGR+
Barley+ assigned cereal sp. HORDGR+
QOat; cf. Oat grain AVENAGR
Rye; cf. Rye grain SECGR
Spelt glume bases+; assigned glume

wheat glume bases SPELTGB+
Emmer glume bases+ assigned glume

wheat glume bases DICOGB+
Free threshing wheat rachis + FTWRA+
Barley rachis + HORDRA+
Rye rachis; cf. Rye rachis SECRA
Flax FLAX
Celtic bean VICFAB
Pea; cf. Pea PEA
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Table 5.8 Codes for weed/wild taxa/items used in correspondence analyses

(+) = taxon where some items have been proportionately assigned

Weed Taxa CODE Weed Taxa CODE
Chenopodium rubrum

Fumaria L. sp. FUMARIA |L./glaucum L. CHENOR

Ranunculus L. pitted

surface type RANUN1 Chenopodium indet.+ CHENOIn

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray |VICHIR Atriplex spp. ATRIPLEX

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Type 1 VIC/LATA Montia fontana MONTIAF

Vicia L./Lathyrus L.sp. |VIC/LATsp |Sherardia arvensis SHERARV

Trifolium L. sp.; Trifolium

cf. dubium Sibth. TRIFOLI Galium aparine L. GALLIUA

Small Legume indet; Galium L. indet.; Galium

Medicago L. sp. SLEGS cf. verum L. GALLIUin

Potentilla L. type POTENIL |Plantago lanceolata L. PLANLAN
Lamiaceae indet.;
Lamiaceae small indet;

Malva L. sp. MALVA Galeopsis sp. LAMIAIn
Euphrasia L.

Raphanus raphanistrum sp./Odontites vernu s

L. pod RAPH (Bellardi) Dumort. EUPH/ODO

Brassicaceae indet; Tripleurospermum

Thlaspi arvense L. BRASINn inodorum (L.) Sch.Bip. [TRIPINOD

Persicaria spp. group

(Persicaria maculosa

Gray, Persicaria

lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre,

Persicaria L. spp.) PERSspp. |Asteraceae indet.small |ASTERSIin

Polygonum aviculare L. Valerianella dentata (L.)

agg. POLYGAYV |Pollich VALDENT
Bromus hordeaceus L.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) ssp.

A Love FALCON hordeaceus/secalinus BROMHO
Anisantha sterilis (L.)

Polygonaceae Large Nevski; cf. Anisantha

indet., Polygonaceae POLYGL sterilis ANISSTER

Polygonaceae Small

indet.; (Rumex B) POLYGS Bromus L. sp. BROMsp

Rumex L.sp. Atype+ RUMEXA |Lolium L.sp. LOLIUM

Rumex L.sp.+ RUMEX2 Phleum pratense L. PHLEUM

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.|STELLME |Large Grass GRASSL

Caryophyllaceae indet.+;

Stelaria cf. graminea L.;

Arenaria serpyllifolia L.;

Caryophyllaceae/Malva

L.sp. CARYin Medium Grass GRASSM

Caryophyllaceae indet. Small grass; small grass

small CARYSin B; small grass C GRASSS

Chenopodium album L.

group CHENOA Small legume D type TYPED
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Table 5.9 Weed taxa classifications used in correspondence analyses of basic
habitat preferences and taxonomic groups. (+) = taxon where some items have
been proportionately assigned

Taxonomic | Weed Taxa in group
group
Arable/ Fumaria L. sp.
Ruderal Malva L. sp.
Raphanus raphanistrum L.
Persicaria maculosa Gray
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve
Polygonaceae Large indet.
Polygonaceae Small indet.
Rumex L. sp. A type+
Rumex L. sp.+
Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.
Chenopodium album L.group
Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L.
Chenopodium L.indet.+
Atriplex L. spp.
Sherardia arvensis L.
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch. Bip.
Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich
Galium Gallium aparine L.
Gallium L. indet.; Gallium cf. verum L.
Large Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. hordeaceus/secalinus
seeded Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski; cf. Anisantha sterilis
Grasses Bromus L. sp.
Large Grass
Medium Lolium L. sp.
seeded Phleum pratense L.
Grasses Medium Grass
Small Small grass
seeded
Grasses
Vicia/ Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray
Lathyrus Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. Type 1
spp. Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.
Small Trifolium L. sp.; Trifolium cf. dubium Sibth.
seeded small Legume indet.; Medicago L. sp.
legumes
Not Ranunculus L. pitted surface type
classified Potentilla L. type

Caryophyllaceae indet.+; Stellaria cf. graminea; Arenaria serpyllifolia;
Caryophyllaceae/Malva sp.

Caryophyllaceae indet. Small

Montia fontana L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus (Bellardi) Dumort.

Asteraceae indet. Small

Small Legume? D type
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Table 5.10 Median pH preferences of weed taxa found growing following
revised Grime et al. (2007), shaded taxa shows possible species results for

identifications not to species level.

Median pH pH Inter-

(surface quartile
Weed taxa soil) range
Malva sp. (cf. slyvestris L.) 7
M. Slyvestris L. 7 6.5-7.5
M. Neglecta Wallr. 7 6.5-7.5
Fumaria sp. (cf. officinalis L.) 7 6.5-7.5
Sherardia arvensis L. 7 6.5-7.5
Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski 7 6.5-7.5
Euphrasia sp./Odontites vernus 7
Euphrasia officinalis L. 7 6.5-7.5
Odontites verna (Bellardi) Dumort. 7 6.5-7.5
Chenopodium album L. group 7 6.5-7.5
Chenopodium rubrumLl/glaucum 7
Chenopodium glaucum L.
Chenopodium rubrum L. 7 6.5-7.5
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch. Bip. 7 6.5-7.5
Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 7 6.0-8.0
Plantago lanceolata L. 7 6.0-8.0
Galium aparine L. 6.5 6.0-7.0
Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray 6.5 6.0-7.0
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. hordeaceus/secalinus 6.5 6.0-7.0
Stellaria cf. media L. Vill. 6.5 5.5-7.5
Ranunculus L.pitted surface type 6.5
R. Bulbosus L. 6.5| 5.5-7.5
R. Repens L. 6.5 5.5-7.5
R. Sardous Crantz 6.5
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre 6.5 5.5-7.5
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve 6.5 5.5-7.5
Persicaria maculosa Gray 6.5 5.5-7.5
Phleum pratense L. 6.5 5.5-7.5
Montia fontana L. 6 5.5-6.5
Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod 6 5.0-7.0
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Table 5.11 Life history and flowering periods. A= Annual, P=Perennial, s= summer, w=winter.

Flowering Months

Life Flower
Weed taxa Weed Code [History [onset MI|J |[J |A [S |O |IN |D |Flowering onset/length
Galium aparine L. GALLIUA Aws April x |x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Ranunculus L. sp. RANUN1 P May X [x 10 [() [0 1) [(¥) |(x)|?
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.
hordeaceus/secalinus BROMHO [Aw May X |x |x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Anisantha sterilis (L.) NevsKki ANISSTER |Aws May X |x |x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich |VALDENT |As June X [x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Phleum pratense L. PHLEUM P June X [x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray VICHIR Aw June X [x [x short-flowering, early-intermediate onset
Plantago lanceolata L. PLANLAN |P April X |x |x |x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod |RAPH As May x |x |x [x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort. EUPH/ODO |As June X [x [x |x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Malva sp. (cf. slyvestris L.) MALVA P/A June X |x |x [|x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Atriplex L. spp. ATRIPLEX |A June X |x Ix Ix [(X medium flowering, intermediate onset
Persicaria maculosa Gray PERSMAC |As June X X [x |x |x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Polygonum aviculare L. agg. POLYGAV |As July X [x |x |x |x medium flowering, intermediate onset
Chenopodium rubrumL./glaucum L.|CHENOR As July X I|x [x late flowering
Chenopodium album L. group |CHENOA As July x |x [x [x late flowering
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve |FALCON As July x Ix [x [x late flowering
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.)
Sch. Bip. TRIPINOD [Aws July X [x |x [x late flowering
Fumaria sp. (cf. officinalis L.) FUMARIA |As May X [x |x Ix [|x |x long-flowering
Montia fontana L. MONTIAF P/A May x |x [x [x |x [x long-flowering
Sherardia arvensis L. SHERARV [Aw May x |x [x |x [x |x long-flowering
Stellaria cf. media L. STELLME [Aws March x |Ix |x [x |x [x [x |x [|long-flowering
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Table 5.12 Overall proportions of oat (4vena sp.) and brome (Bromus sp.) in
samples with 50 cereal items or more.

EBA/MBA |LBA/EIA |MIA MIA/LIA |LIA RB
Total no. Avena sp. 7 0 52 59 65 58
Total no. Bromus spp. 7 3 349 912 213 85
% Avena sp. 50.00 0.00| 12.97 6.08| 23.38| 40.56
% Bromus sp. 50.00{ 100.00( 87.03| 93.92| 76.62( 59.44
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Figure 5.21 Correspondence analysis of weeds from glume wheat fine
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Figure 5.22 Correspondence analysis of weeds from glume wheat fine sieving
by-products (excluding indeterminate Lamiaceae). Sample points showing
median soil pH (Grime et al. 2007; table 5.10)
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Figure 5.23 Correspondence analysis of weeds from glume wheat fine sieving
by-product (excluding indeterminate Lamiaceae). Sample points showing life
history (table 5.11). A=annual; P=perennial; s=summer; w=winter; NC=not
classified
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Figure 5.24 Correspondence analysis of weeds from glume wheat fine sieving

by-product (excluding indeterminate Lamiaceae). Sample points showing
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6 The Wood charcoal results: tables
and figures
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Key to tables 5.1-5.12

Locality:

CEN = Central area (Locality 2);
SG = Sigwells Field (Locality 3);
SS = Sheepslait (Locality 4);
WO = Woolston (Locality 5).
Periods:

EN = Early Neolithic;

EBA = Early Bronze Age;

MBA = Middle Bronze Age;
LBA = Late Bronze Age;

EIA = Early Iron Age;

MIA = Middle Iron Age;

LIA = Late Iron Age;

VLIA = Very Late Iron Age

RB = Romano-British Period;
SAX = Saxon.
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Table 6.1 Summary of wood taxa identified: number of SCEP samples in which taxa present
T

No. of sites
Alnus
Fraxinus
Acer
Populus/Salix
Ulmus

Rosa
Softwood
Vibunum

Period/Locality

Ilex

Betula
Frangula alnus
Hedra

Rubus

Taxus

o Quercus decid
o|Corylus/Alnus

-—
—_—
—

EN - Central (Loc2)

-—
—_—

EBA - Sigwells (Loc3)
EBA - Sheepslait (Loc4)

MBA - Central (Loc2)
MBA - Sigwells (Loc3)

W W W -

LBA - Central (Loc2)
LBA - Sigwells (Loc3)
LBA - Woolston (Loc5)

w
= MO H=
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N
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MIA - Central (Loc2)
MIA - Sigwells (Loc3)
MIA - Sheepslait (Loc4)

= Al WlIN
N
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—
-—

LIA - Central (Loc2)
LIA - Sigwells (Loc3)
LIA - Sheepslait (Loc4)
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Nf= =N

VLIA - Central (Loc2)

NfW= 0 WWw WwN==ROO-= W

RB - Central (Loc2)
RB - Sigwells (Loc3)
RB - Woolston (Loc5)

o B~ oo m e oo m N~ oo s o o s|Prunus spp.
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©
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total 14 64 47 19 19 10 3 3




Table 6.2 Summary of wood taxa identified:

percentage of taxa

2 X 2 :

< 8 = s |

2 3 B R a |3

o S 3 S ) = = S o 5

9 = IS Q = > > = € a by <
Period/Locality S & S & < S S a & & < 5
Central (Loc2)
EN - Central 62.03 0.19 0.00 0.19 0.19 12.97 8.46 3.76 12.22 0.00 0.00 0.00
MBA - Central 64.44 1.27 0.63 0.00 0.00 1.27 0.95| 24.13 6.67 0.32 0.32 0.00
LBA - Central 48.92 5.73 2.32 0.77 0.00 4.33 1.55 12.69 13.93 0.00 0.62 9.13
EIA - Central 43.99 6.55 0.31 0.78 0.00 5.15 1.40| 27.61 9.83 0.00 2.50 1.87
MIA - Central 59.13 2.32 0.72 0.43 0.00 3.48 1.01] 22.32 7.68 0.29 2.61 0.00
M/LIA - Central 71.96 1.48 0.37 0.37 0.00 4.80 0.37 10.70 4.43 0.00 3.69 1.85
LIA - Central 29.60 4.00 1.20 0.80 2.00 4.00 1.60| 36.80 12.80 0.80 6.40 0.00
VLIA - Central 28.64 9.55 4.55 1.36 0.00 5.00 0.00] 27.73 16.36 0.00 5.91 0.91
RB - Central 29.19| 25.68 0.00 0.54 0.27 8.65 1.35| 20.00 10.54 0.00 2.70 1.08
Sigwells( Loc3)
MBA - Sigwells 38.76| 45.49 0.18 0.00 2.65 4.07 0.71 1.59 6.55 0.00 0.00 0.00
MIA - Sigwells 61.73 4.69 0.00 1.81 0.00 3.25 1.81 17.33 7.22 0.00 2.17 0.00
M/LIA - Sigwells 39.37 5.57 0.00 3.14 0.00 7.67 3.14| 23.34 6.27 0.00] 11.50 0.00
LIA - Sigwells 55.27 4.67 0.60 0.90 0.30 6.78 4.07 11.60 6.93 1.51 6.63 0.75
RB - Sigwells 25.75] 55.79 0.43 0.00 0.00 4.29 2.58 3.86 6.44 0.86 0.00 0.00
Sheepslait (Loc4)
LBA/EIA - Sheepslait| 54.69 11.98 0.15 1.08 2.00f 13.67 3.69 2.92 5.99 0.31 3.38 0.15
MIA - Sheepslait 41.64( 20.82 0.00 0.00 0.91 10.64 8.66 2.43 0.91 0.00] 13.98 0.00
M/LIA - Sheepslait 45.43 7.31 0.00 0.26 0.52 5.48 12.01 11.75 9.40 0.00 7.57 0.26
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Table 6.3 Wood taxa identified in each sample: Locality 2, Central area, percentages > 70 highlighted

Central (Loc2)

MC/1706
MC/1889
MC/2285
MC/2294
MC/2347
MC/2362

Period Sample
E-MBA CG/018

EN
EN
EN
EN
EN
EN

CG/016

MBA
MBA
MBA

CG/020

CG/024
M-LBA CG/008

MC/1145

LBA

MC/1168

LBA

MC/1301

LBA

MC/1403
MC/1413

LBA

LBA

MC/2221

LBA

MC/1295
MC/2259
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Table 6.4 Wood taxa identified in each sample: Locality 3, Sigwells, percentages > 70 highlighted
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% of fragment counts
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Table 6.6 Wood taxa identified in each sample: Locality 5, Woolston, percentages > 70 highlighted

Woolston (Loc5) [Abbsolute fragment counts

LF1/004
RC/039

Period Sample

MBA
RB
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Table 6.7 Summary: species richness and Shannon-Weiner
diversity index (H)

>

5 2 o 4 ﬁ @‘
238 28| g8£| g~
28 28] a8 &
EN- CEN 1 8 1.19
MBA-CEN 3 9 1.03
LBA-CEN 4 11 1.63
EIA-CEN 5 10 1.56
MIA-CEN 6 10 1.26
LIA-CEN 7 14 1.64
RB-CEN 8 10 1.73
MBA-SG 3 9 1.51
MIA-SG 6 8 1.27
LIA-SG 7 13 1.66
RB-SG 8 8 1.27
EIA-SS 4 12 1.53
MIA-SS 6 8 1.59
LIA-SS 7 11 1.74
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Table 6.8 Species richness and Shannon-Weiner diversity index (H)

> >

. 218 2|5 3 218 2%

o O o O

5 5252 ¢ 5 5|85|2 ¢

a n|lo2|lal a nlo2lal
EN MC/1706 5] 1.27[MBA SG16/020 6| 1.33
EN MC/1889 4] 0.75|MBA SG10/051 7] 1.39
EN MC/2285 4] 0.44]\MBA SG10/054 5] 1.27
EN MC/2294 4] 0.73|MBA SG10/060 4] 0.83
EN MC/2347 3] 0.47{MBA SG19/096 6| 1.07
EN MC/2362 7] 1.48[MBA SG19/132 4] 0.50
E-MBA [CG/018 4] 0.25|MBA SG19/151 2| 0.07
MBA CG/016 11 0.00|LBA SG16/006 7] 1.23
MBA CG/020 71 1.31[MIA SG12/229 6| 1.36
MBA CG/024 7] 0.85[MIA SG13/270 4] 0.61
M-LBA [CG/008 7] 1.64[{MIA SG14/058 71 1.19
LBA MC/1145 7] 1.30[{M-LIA SG12/220 8] 1.64
LBA MC/1168 6| 0.66(M-LIA SG12/261 71 1.45
LBA MC/1301 6| 1.21(M-LIA SG13/263 7] 1.46
LBA MC/1403 4] 0.73]|LIA SG12/126 111 1.93
LBA MC/1413 6| 1.21[LIA SG12/207 9] 1.56
LBA MC/2221 6| 1.22[LIA SG12/292 7] 1.41
EIA MC/1225 71 1.50[LIA SG13/225 9] 1.53
EIA MC/1249 8] 1.58|[LIA SG14/032 51 1.07
EIA MC/1295 8] 1.41[LIA SG14/048 6] 1.42
EIA MC/1361 4] 0.33]|LIA SG14/050 4] 0.53
EIA MC/1376 71 1.36(RB SG20/011 7] 1.41
EIA MC/1827 8] 1.61(RB SG21/005 5] 0.98
EIA MC/2259 8] 1.56(RB SG7/043 4] 0.84
MIA MC/1203 5] 0.74{EBA DC/005 6| 1.39
MIA MC/1278 9] 1.84|LBA SS/231 7] 0.65
MIA MC/1405 4] 0.37|LBAJ/EIA |SS/003 101 1.79
MIA MC/1429 8] 1.51(LBA/EIA |SS/024 3] 0.50
MIA MO2/012 4] 1.12|LBA/EIA [|SS/125 5] 0.60
MIA MO2/017 4] 0.84|LBA/EIA [|SS/175 7] 1.44
MIA MO2/025 5] 0.96(LBA/EIA [SS/180 6| 1.10
MIA MO3/014 4] 0.27|EIA SS/141 8] 1.51
M-LIA MO 1/021 7] 1.48[MIA SS/042 4] 0.17
M-LIA MO3/009 3] 0.20[{MIA SS/127 6| 1.00
M-LIA MO3/015 9] 1.16[MIA SS/182 2| 0.69
LIA HG1/016 7] 1.55[MIA SS/192 4] 0.91
LIA HG1/019b 9] 1.55[MIA SS/248 6] 1.33
LIA HG1/023 8] 1.41(MIA SS/259 2| 0.06
VLIA HG1/006b 71 1.72[MIA SS/285 6| 1.36
VLIA HG1/006¢c 9] 1.85(M-LIA SS/011 7] 1.62
VLIA HG2/010 8] 1.61({M-LIA SS/072 8] 1.00
RB MO1/022 9] 1.72[{M-LIA SS/207 6| 1.34
RB MO1/023 7] 1.40{M-LIA SS/279 3] 0.16
RB CF/1107 6] 0.94[LIA SS/166 7] 1.57
RB CF/1036 71 1.50[MBA LF1/004 6] 1.09
SAX MO2/006 5] 0.94(LRB RC/039 3] 0.11
SAX MO2/011 4] 0.66
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Table 6.9 Ecology and ‘use’ information for the wood taxa. Shading showing
species that more general taxon values are based on. (nat = naturalised,
arch= archeophyte) (Fuel value 1=low, S=high; Hardness 1= hard, 5= soft)

Med-
Max. ian  |Fuel |Hard-
canopy |Most Common Moist- [soil [value |ness
Taxa hight Terminal Habitat |ure pH score [score
Grime et al 2007 Keepax 1989
Quercus agg. >15m |WOOD (acid) |damp-dry 4 4 2
Quercus agg. juvenile PLANTATION broadleaf 4
Quercus petraea (nat) |>15m WOOD acid 4
Quercus robur >15m |WOOD acid 5
Prunus spp. damp-dry 3 3
Prunus avium >15m [WOOD acid 6
Prunus padus 6.1-15m |HEDGE 6.5
Prunus spinosa 3.1-6m |SCRUB 6.5
Fraxinus excelior >15m WOOD lime damp 7 5 3
Fraxinus excelior juvenile WOOD lime 7
Pomoideae damp-dry 4 3
Crataegus monogyna |(6.1-15m |HEDGE 7
Crataegus monogyna juvenile PASTURE lime 7
Malus sylvestris 3.1-6m |HEDGE 7
Sorbus aucuparia (nat)(6.1-15m |WOOD acid 4
Acer campestre 6.1-15m |SCRUB dry 5 3 2
Corylus avellana 3.1-6m |SCRUB damp-dry 7 3 4
Alnus glutinosa >15m MIRE shaded wet 6 2 5
Alnus glutinosa juvenile RIVERBANK unshaded 6
Populus/Salix wet 2 5
Populus tremula >15m SCRUB 6.5
Salix alba (arch) RIVERBANK unshaded 6.5
Salix aurita (nat) MIRE shaded 5
Salix caprea (nat) 6.1-15m |SCRUB 6.5
Salix cinerea (nat) 6.1-15m |SCRUB 6.5
Salix fragilis (arch) >15m MIRE shaded 7
Salix purpurea (nat) 1-3m MIRE shaded 6.5
Salix viminalis (arch) |3.1-6m |MIRE shaded 6.5
Ulmus >15m damp 2 3
Ulmus glabra (nat) >15m WOOD lime 7
Ulmus glabra juvenile QUARY Limestone 7
Ulmus procera (nat) >15m WOOD acid 6.5
Rosa 1-3m damp-dry - -
Rosa arvensis 1-3m SCRUB 6.5
Rosa canina 1-3m HEDGE 7
Rosa mollis 1-3m SCRUB 6.5
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Table 6.10 Preservation features recorded in wood charcoal fragments — Central area, Locality 2

= = = =
- 3 § z - 3 x z &z Q .5 é (2
2 5 |2 |82|55|85|82| =3 |8 |S

2 [} E o | €E -|E <|E Z|E &S| £ = E= ©

S £ o O 3 b Ofob Ot o|bd Of ¥ = = =

o a0 O & | C o0|® 0|8 |8 0| © = = =
2 - |5 SIS0 = - -1 -1 - - - N R O~
o = g [+~ 215 & |- =»|S o|c o|o ol | w = = —
S = S 88l 28lx<8ls 8|lc 8| |c 8| = = g g
3 & S SZ=zS5|ER|l=z5|]=z8|=z5|]=z8| ¢ |3 | & | &
MC/1706 EN Hearth pit fill 100 7] 0.08 1 16 10
MC/1889 EN Pit fill 99 6| 0.06 1 5 24 45
MC/2285 EN Pit Fill 68 1| 0.01 1 1 6 38 12
MC/2294 EN Posthole 100 15| 0.18 2 3 39 15
MC/2347 EN Pit Fill 100 5| 0.05 2 18 15
MC/2362 EN Pit fill 100 1| 0.01 1 1 2 1 16 4
CG/018 E-MBA |Ditch fill - lower/mid. (ringditcH 100 2| 0.02 7 24 18
CG/016 MBA Ditch fill - Middle (ringditch) 100 0.00 1
CG/020 MBA ditch fill (scoop cutting) 60 15| 0.33 4 7 5
CG/024 MBA posthole (spread) 100 28| 0.39] 3 3 1 1 4 25 12
CG/008 M-LBA |ditch fill -scoop cutting 100 22| 0.28 7 4 1 3 7 10
MC/1168 LBA Ditch fill (middle to upper) 100 0.00 2 13 3
MC/1145 LBA Vessel Pit 100 6| 0.06 1 I 19 7
MC/1301 LBA Posthole 100 7] 0.08 1 5 30 2 5
MC/1403 LBA Burnt mound 100 8| 0.09] 1 2 17 11
MC/1413 LBA Posthole 100 7] 0.08 2 9 25 10
MC/2221 LBA Industrial deposit 100 4 0.04 1 1 14 7
MC/1249 EIA Posthole 100 6| 0.06 1 5 27 9
MC/1295 EIA Posthole 100 13| 0.15 1 2 4 2 10 11
MC/1361 EIA Posthole 100 2| 0.02 2 6 4
MC/1376 EIA Gully 100 10| 0.11 3 14 14
MC/1225 EIA Industrial deposit 100 18| 0.22
MC/1827 EIA Pit fill 100 8| 0.09 5 2 1 17 8
MC/2259 EIA Hearth 100 2] 0.02 2 16 19
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Table 6.10 cont.
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MC/1203 MIA Posthole 100 3| 0.03 1 40 12 1
MC/1278 MIA Pit fill (vessel) 100 8| 0.09 1 8 11
MC/1405 MIA Posthole 100 0.00 1 1
MC/1429 MIA Gully 100 4] 0.04 1 9 7
MO2/012 MIA ditch deposit (upper) 80 9] 0.13 1 1 11 6
MO2/017 MIA Ditch deposit (upper) 100 16| 0.19 3 1 18 4
MO3/014 MIA Ditch fill (upper) 100 10| 0.11 6 11 6
MO2/025 MIA Pit fill 76 16| 0.27 2 8 12 9 1
MO1/021 M-LIA Ditch silt (lower) 100 15| 0.18 6 5 1 2 16 11 2
MO3/009 M-LIA Layer 100 1 0.01 1 38 6
MO3/015 M-LIA Posthole 100 13| 0.15 1 1 5 14 3
HG1/016 LIA? Gully Fill 100 14| 0.16 2 1 8 6 4
HG1/019b [LIA? Gully Fill 100 241 0.32 4 3 9 12 19
HG1/023 LIA? Gully Fill 100 12| 0.14 1 1 2 13 11 12
HG1/006b |VLIA? floor/abandonment lewvel 100 28| 0.39 4 1 1 7 8 13
HG1/006¢c VLIA? floor/abandonment lewel 100 30| 0.43 2 2 4 11 5 23
HG2/010 VLIA? Ditch fill 100 22| 0.28 3 3 3 12 8
MO1/022 RB Ditch silt (lower) 100 4] 0.04 3 2 2 3 1
MO1/023 RB Ditch silt (middle) 100 8| 0.09 2 1 3 20 10
CF/1107 RB Ditch fill - Lower/middle 100 5] 0.05 1 8 6 1
CF/1036 RB Midden deposit 100 13| 0.15 5 3 2 6 7
MO2/006 SAX cultivation horizon 100 18| 0.22 1 3 1 9 12 19
MO2/011 SAX ditch deposit (upper) 100 12 0.74 2 i 2 i 9 19 16 i
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Table 6.11 Preservation features recorded in wood charcoal fragments — Sigwells, Locality 3
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SG16/020 |MBA ditch (basal depositin linear) 100 6| 0.06 2 1 2 2 2
SG10/051 ([MBA cooking pit fill 100 8| 0.09 1 2 4 6 6
SG10/054 MBA cooking pit fill 100 9| 0.10 1 1 1 9 16 10
SG10/060 MBA cooking pit fill 100 0.00 2 4 12 2
SG19/096 |[MBA Posthole fill 100 1| 0.01 1
SG19/132 [MBA Posthole (closure deposit) 100 0.00 4 2
SG19/151 MBA Ditch fill enclosure 100 17| 0.20 1 25 49 3
SG16/006 |LBA ditch (silt over ring ditch fills) 100 0.00 1 2 1
SG12/126 [LIA Pit fill (upper FO44) 100 6/ 0.06 4 4 9 4
SG12/207 LIA Pit fill (low. human burial FO46) 100 10| 0.11 1 6 18 2
SG12/229 MIA Pit fill (loer FO17) 100 14| 0.16 2 1 3 12 12 1
SG13/270 [MIA Pit silt (lower middle FO58) 100 8| 0.09 2 2 2 22 36 11
SG14/058 |MIA Pit silt (Lower middle FO04) 100 1| 0.01 1 1 6 9 5
SG12/220 M-LIA Pit fill (upper FO17) 100 1] 0.01 3 3 7 1
SG12/261 M-LIA Pit fill (Lower FO57) 100 10| 0.11 4 3 1 24 17 1
SG13/263 |M-LIA |Pitfill (middle FO58) 100 2[ 0.02 2 27 9
SG12/292 LIA Pit fill (lower FO04) 100 7] 0.08 1 19 5
SG13/225 LIA Pit fill (upper FO31) 100 5] 0.05 1 11 4
SG14/032 [LIA Pit fill (middle FOO3) 100 2| 0.02 2 3 1 1 1 2
SG14/048 [LIA Pit fill (upper middle F010) 100 6/ 0.06 3 3 1 9 3
SG14/050 LIA Gully/timbers 100 0.00 3 1 1
SG20/011 RB Scoop 100 4| 0.04 2 8
SG21/005 |RB upper scoop fill 68 25 0.58 4 1 11 10 9 1
SG7/043 RB Hearth 100 6| 0.06 8 23 S
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Table 6.12 Preservation features recorded in wood charcoal fragments — Shee

slait, Locality 4 & Woolston, Locality 5
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DC/005 EBA Ditch silt (upper barrow) 100 19] 0.23 1 13 9
SS/231 LBA Ditch (ringwork south terminal)] 100 0.00 8 52 20
SS/003 LBA/EIA |Palisade trench 84 19| 0.29] 3 2 1 4 12 12
SS/024 LBA-EIA |Posthole 100 0.00 2 13
SS/125 LBA-EIA |Posthole 100 1] 0.01 1 5 6
SS/175 LBA-EIA |Posthole 100 4] 0.04 2 12 10
SS/180 LBA-EIA |Ditch fill 100 2| 0.02 1 5 1 1
SS/141 EIA Ditch fill 100 7|1 0.08 1 1 4 8
SS/042 MIA Hearth 100 5] 0.05 2 1 5 2
SS/127 MIA Pit fill 100 3] 0.03 1 1 3 15 6
SS/182 MIA Hearth/Floor 100 0.00
SS/192 MIA Pit fill (upper) 70 1| 0.01 1 20 3 9 4
SS/248 MIA Pit fill (Middle) 100 0.00 1 4 5
SS/259 MIA Posthole 100 1] 0.01 9 2
SS/285 MIA Pit fill 100 2| 0.02 2 4 1 5 4
SS/011 M-LIA |Posthole 100 0.00 1 2 1
SS/072 M-LIA Pit fill 100 2| 0.02 2 1 1 14
SS/207 M-LIA Pit fill (basal) 100 13| 0.15 13 11 1 8 8
SS/279 M-LIA__|Pit fill (upper) 100 2| 0.02 68| 13
SS/166 LIA Pit fill (Rapid lower and middle 100 7] 0.08 12 11
LF1/004 MBA floor/abandonment level 84 10| 0.14 p) 5 14 4
RC/039 [RB ditch AT (middle) 100 2] 0.02 T35 T
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Figure 6.1 Percentage of wood taxa (for periods with at least 3 identified samples): Locality 2, Central area
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Figure 6.2 Percentage of wood taxa (for periods with at least 3 identified samples): Locality 3, Sigwells
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6.9 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa form all samples excluding
SS/042, with sample points showing wood taxa composition. Plot of axis 1
against axis 2.
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6.12 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa form all samples excluding SS/042. A) sample points showing most common terminal habitat
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Figure 6.13 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa form all samples excluding SS/042. A) sample points showing median soil pH of taxa,
B) with sample points showing maximum height of taxa (Grime et al 2007)
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Figure 6.16 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples from the Central area (Locality 2). All samples excluding CF/1107. A)

plot of taxa, B) plot of samples.
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Figure 6.18 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples from the Central area (Locality 2). All samples excluding CF/1107.
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Figure 6.19 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples

from the Central area (Locality 2). All samples excluding
CF/1107, with sample points showing depositional context.
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Figure 6.22 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples from Sigwells (Locality 3). A) sample points showing site, B) sample
points showing chronological period.
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6.23 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples
from Sigwells (Locality 3), with sample points coded
according to depositional context.
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6.25 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for
samples from Sheepslait (Locality 4), with sample
® points showing wood taxa composition.
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6.26 Correspondence analysis of wood taxa for samples from the Sheepslait (Locality 4). A) Sample points showing chronological period,

B) sample points showing depositional context.
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Figure 6.27 Summary of ring curvature results: Central, locality 2, Neolithic
to Early Iron Age
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Figure 6.28 Summary of ring curvature results: Central, Locality 2, Middle

Iron Age to Romano-British period.
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Figure 6.29 Summary of ring curvature results: Sigwells, Locality 3, Early to
Late Bronze Age (shaded graphs based on a single sample).
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Figure 6.30 Summary of ring curvature results: Sigwells, Locality 3, Middle
Iron Age to Romano-British.
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Figure 6.31 Summary of ring curvature results: Sheepslait, Locality 4, Early
Bronze Age to Late Iron Age (shaded graphs based on a single sample).
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Figure 6.32 Summary of ring curvature results: Woolston, Locality 5,
Middle Bronze Age and Romano-British (shaded graphs based on a single
sample).
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Appendix: crop/weed/wild herbaceous
plant counts
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Tables A.1-A.12 contain the transformed and proportionally assigned counts of the

crop, weed and herbaceous plant parts used in chapter 5.

Samples where the sample numbers and context information are shaded at the top of the

table indicate samples containing 50 crop items or greater (excluding culms).
Shaded sections at the bottom of each table include counts for unidentified but

potentially identifiable items, non-seed items, rare items excluded from calculations and

counts or estimates for culms, nutshell and tuberous material.
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Table A.1 Nine Acres, Clay (Locality 1)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 cereal [NA
items) /007
Chronological period RB
Soil voulme (litres) 17
=
%
=
Taxa 2
Gume w heats grain+ 151
Barley grain+ 54
Oat grain 18
Rye grain 17
Spelt glume bases+ 2418
Emmer glume bases+ 214
Barley rachis internodes+ 9
Rye rachis internodes 96
Large legume indet. 7
Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray 2
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1 2
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 51
Trifolium L. sp. 1
Small Legume indet. 10
Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod 2
Brassicaceae indet. 2
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Love 1
Polygonaceae Large indet. 1
Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 42
Atriplex L. spp. 5
Galium aparine L. 2
Galium L. indet. 2
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch. Bip. 12
Asteraceae Small intdet. 6
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 15
Bromus L. spp. 2
Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski 2
Lolium L. sp. 20
Medium Grass 234
Small Grass 12
Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed 21
cf. Raphanus L. seed 1
Unassigned Chenopodium L./
Caryophyllaceae indet. 7
Large culm node 3
Small culm node
Culm frag. (wide) 5
Culm frag. (thin) 3
Nutshell frags (Corylus) 3
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Table A.2 Milsoms Corner, Central (Locality 2)

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

MC
/1018

MC
/1068

MC
/110

6

MC
/1145

MC
/1150

MC [MC
/1168]/1202

MC
/120

3

/1225

MC
/1249

MC
/1278

Chronological period

EIA

M-LBA

E-MIA

LBA

LBA

L

BA |BIA

MIA

EIA

MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

3

7.5

2

10

25

N

0

7

10

11

1

Taxa

indust. area

Ditch fill

Posthole

(vessel)

Vessel

Ditch T R
(mid/upper) g

Posthole

Industrial
deposit

Posthole

Pit fill (vessel)

Gume w heats grain+

N

N

=|Pit

—|contents

N

n|Posthole

w

N

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+

N
N

Spelt glume bases+

28

Emmer glume bases+

Flax

Celtic Bean

Papaver L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

21

Small Legume indet.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Persicaria Mill. spp.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.)
Sch.Bip.

Juncus L. spp.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L.spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

Potentially identifiable weed/wild seed

cf. Fruit

Unassigned Chenopodium L./
Caryophyllaceae indet.

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

Tuber frags.

Tuber

146



Table A.2 Milsoms Corner, Central (Locality 2

) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

MC
/1295

MC
/1301

MC
/1319

MC
/1336

MC
/1361

MC
/1376

MC
/140

3

MC
/1405

MC
/1413

MC
/1429

/1706

Chronological period

EIA

LBA

MIA

EIA

EIA

EIA

LBA

MIA

LBA

MIA

m
P4

Soil voulme (litres)

14

13

5

9.5

4

14.5

6

5

31.5

/

W

Taxa

Posthole

Posthole

Posthole

Gully

Posthole

Posthole

Gully

Hearth pit fill

Gume w heats grain+

N |Posthole

~

1

w

=|Burnt mound

[}

Free threshing w heat grain+

N | o |Posthole

N

Barley grain+

N
N

©
-

Spelt glume bases+

ENEN
o|w

Emmer glume bases+

[}

N

Flax

Celtic Bean

Papaver L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

N

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

10

Small Legume indet.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Persicaria Mill. spp.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.)
Sch. Bip.

Juncus L. spp.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L.spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

P otentially identifiable weed/wild seed

cf. Fruit

Unassigned Chenopodium L./
Caryophyllaceae indet.

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

67

Tuber frags.

Tuber
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Table A.2 Milsoms Corner, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

MC
/1726

MC
/1827

MC
/1839

MC
/1867

MC
/1886

MC
/1888

MC
/1889

MC
12221

MC
/2285

MC
/2294

Chronological period

MIA

EIA

EN

EIA

EN

EN

EN

LBA

EN

Soil voulme (litres)

N

10

15

2.75

~

48

40

3.5

1.25

N

2

Taxa

Pit fill

Pit il

General layer

Pit fill

Pit il

Pit il

Industrial
deposit

Hearth

Pit fill

Posthole

Gume w heats grain+

= |Ditch fill

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+

N

Spelt glume bases+

Emmer glume bases+

Flax

Celtic Bean

Papaver L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Persicaria Mill. spp.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.)
Sch.Bip.

Juncus L. spp.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L.spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

Potentially identifiable weed/wild seed

cf. Fruit

Unassigned Chenopodium L./
Caryophyllaceae indet.

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

94

2.1g

10.9g

72.79

45

19

Tuber frags.

Tuber
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Table A.2 Milsoms Corner, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

MC

/2295

MC
12347

MC
/2362

Chronological period

EN

EN

EN

Soil voulme (litres)

/

7.75

19

Taxa

Pit fill

Pit il

Pit il

Gume w heats grain+

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+

Spelt glume bases+

Emmer glume bases+

Flax

Celtic Bean

Papaver L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Persicaria Mill. spp.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.)
Sch.Bip.

Juncus L. spp.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L.spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

P otentially identifiable weed/wild seed

cf. Fruit

Unassigned Chenopodium L./
Caryophyllaceae indet.

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

1.5g

5.99

Tuber frags.

Tuber
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Table A.3 Homeground, Central (Locality 2)

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

HGTP
/006

HGTP
/004

HG1 |HG1
/006a(/006b

HG1
/006¢

HG1 |HG1
/006d (/008

HG1
/014

HG1
/016

HG1
/019a

HG1
/019b

Chronological period

MBA

MBA

VLIAYVLIA7

VLIAY

VLIAYLIA

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

Soil voulme (litres)

N

2

30.5

28 17

65.5

37.5| 23.5

49.5

11

26.5

22.5

Taxa

Depresion fil

Burnt mound
floor/aban.

floor/aban.

floor/aban.
level

floor/aban.
level

Gully Tl

Floor fill

 fill

y Fill

v fil

Gume w heats grain+

N
N

.,|(wppen)

~

©

Free threshing w heat grain+

w|=|level

52

N
©

w|~|Gull

o

oo| = |Gull

N

Barley grain+

34

56

w| & w|Gull
]

N

Oat grain

3

IN

Spelt glume bases+

41 49

38

392 42

w
-

Emmer glume bases+

18 35

26

150 38

194

Free threshing w heat rachis
internodes+

Barley rachis internodes+

Celtic Bean

Pea

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

18

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

Potentilla L. type

=lalalo

Malva L. sp.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

N

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

48 7

32

NIESEESES

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Caryophyllaceae Small L. indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L.

N

Chenopodium L. indet.+

N

Atriplex L. spp.

W= D]~

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

alalalN

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Juncus L. spp.

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult/uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Small Carex L. spp.
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Table A.3 Homeground, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

HGTP
/006

HGTP
/004

HG1
/006a

HG1
/006b

HG1
/006¢

HG1

/006d

HG1
/008

HG1
/014

HG1
/016

HG1
/019a

HG1
/019b

Chronological period

MBA

MBA

VLIAT

VLIA7

VLIA7

VLIAY

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

Soil voulme (litres)

N

2

30.5

28

17

65.5

37.5

23.5

49.5

1

26.5

22.5

Taxa

Depresion fill

Burnt mound
floor/aban.
level

floor/aban.
level

floor/aban.
level

floor/aban.

Gully fill

Floor fill

Gully fil

Gully fil

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

N

~|Gully Fill

©

Bromus L. spp.

| = flevel

ol | (upPED)

(&)

-
N

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

alalolw

Poa annua L.

Phleum pratense L.

~

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

IN

Medium Grass

N

w

Small Grass

11

EN] N

Type D

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

N

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (wide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

N

W

Tuber frags.

>25

Tuber
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Table A.3 Homeground, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

HG1
/023

HG1
/025

HG1
/045

HG2
/010

HG2
/003

Chronological period

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

VLIAY

VLIA?

Soil voulme (litres)

27

25

12.5

49.5

118

Taxa

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Gume w heats grain+

N

e

Free threshing w heat grain+

w| | Gully fill

©

-
[$2] Ko

&)

Barley grain+

N
N

(&)
(22}

»| on| n|Ditch fill

4]

Oat grain

~

N

N

Spelt glume bases+

-
-
o0

140

-
(&)}
[

Emmer glume bases+

©
()

70

a
oo

Free threshing w heat rachis
internodes+

Barley rachis internodes+

N

Celtic Bean

Pea

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

[N 2N ES

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

43

Trifolium L. sp.

2| W[N]|O| =

Small Legume indet.

w

Potentilla L. type

Malva L. sp.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

17

11

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Caryophyllaceae Small L. indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L.

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

ENENI N N

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Juncus L. spp.

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult /uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Small Carex L. spp.
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Table A.3 Homeground, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

HG1
/023

HG1
/025

HG1
/045

HG2
/010

HG2
/003

Chronological period

LIA?

LIA?

LIA?

VLIAY

VLIA?

Soil voulme (litres)

27

25

12.5

49.5

118

Taxa

y fill

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

= (Gull

N

Bromus L. spp.

®| O

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

16

16

Poa annua L.

Phleumn pratense L.

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

23

Small Grass

Type D

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned w heat grain+

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (wide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

10

Tuber frags.

>50

>25

Tuber

N

>50
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Table A.4 Castle Farm, Central (Locality 2)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 cereal items)

CF |CF
/1004]/1036

CF
/1095

CF
/1107

Chronological period

RB |RB

RB

RB

Soil voulme (litres)

17 16

30

20

Taxa

Ovenfill

Gume w heats grain+

63

Ditch fill
»[(lower/mid)
W

Free threshing w heat grain+

N
N

62

Barley grain+

Oat grain

Rye grain

Spelt glume bases+

14| 662

268

Emmer glume bases+

Free threshing w heat rachis internodes+

Barley rachis internodes+

Rye rachis internodes

10

Pea

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

11

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Brassicaceae indet.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

20

Rumex L. sp.+

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus (Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch. Bip.

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem. Schult/uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

24

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

HlO|D|O| =

Type D

Sambucus nigra L.

Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed

PR\ QRN B ) =N Neb)

()

cf. Apiaceae

cf. Rosaceae sp. >2mm

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

Thorn

Tuber
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Table A.5 The Moor, Central (Locality 2)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50
cereal items)

MO1
/006

MO1
/008

MO1
/014

MO1
/021

MO1
/022

MO1
/023

MO2
/006

MO2 |MO2
/011 /012

MO2
/013

Chronological period

SAX

SAX

M-LIA

M-LIA

SAX

MA? |MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

7

10

21

45

34.5 9

Taxa

Cultiva.
horizon

Plough mark

fill

Ditch silt

Ditch silt

Ditch sift

Ditch silt

Cultivation
horizon

Ditch fill
(upper)
Ditch fill
(upper)
Ditch fill

Gume w heats grain+

N

5

)]

3

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+

100| 207

Oat grain

NENES (upper/mid)

Rye grain

Spelt glume bases+

31

198

190

202

103

282 179

Emmer glume bases+

57

89

97

91

210 28

Barley rachis internodes+

17

13

15

Rye rachis internodes

Celtic Bean

26 25

Pea

Fumaria L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus parviflorus L.

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

25

11

22 1

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

NN N =] =N

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

N[O =

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

23

©

31 19

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

N

Galium aparine L.

N

gl =20
N

Galium L. indet.

Hyoscyamus niger L.

a2l —~

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Lamiaceae indet.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch.

Bip.

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Carex L. spp.
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Table A.5 The Moor, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 MO1 |[MO1 |MO1 |MO1 |[MO1 |[MO1 |[MO2 [MO2 [MO2 |[MO2
cereal items) /006 |/008 |/014 /021 |/022 |/023 |/006 [/011 |/012 |/013
Chronological period SAX |SAX |M-LIA|M-LIA|[RB |RB [|SAX |[MA? [MA |MA
Soil voulme (litres) 7 10 9 7 21 11 45| 34.5 9 2
= —
© 8 c
mgg %%%C%C%E%g%f%f%’:
= NS 88l SissisBEENIKi i &
SsB_[gslesleseEBEsleslese e
Taxa OCOcph EpbZzph=phh=2=phEflbcecphZ2bhz2p =
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 23 7 3 16 21 31 3
Bromus L. spp. 2 23 20 6 5 7 14 25 1
Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski 3 1 1 2 1
Lolium L. sp. 1 7 6
Phleum pratense L. 1
Large Grass 19 7 3
Medium Grass 4 3 21 15 3 5 5
Small Grass 2 1 2 1 17 26 24
Type D 1 1
Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed 3 2
cf. Fruit
Unassigned Rumex L. sp. 2 1
Basal culm node 20 7 1 2
Large culm node 10 4 4 1 4 8
Small culm node 1 S 2 1 2 1 2 S 1
Culm frag. (wide) 7 1 2
Culm frag. (thin) 5 4 1
Nutshell frags (Corylus) 1 1 1 3 1 1 1
Thorn 1
Tuber frags. 3 1 7 6 30 22 3
Tuber 2 2 1 2 2 1
Parencyma
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Table A.5 The Moor, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded sanmples >50
cereal items)

MO2
/017

MO2
/020

MO2
/025

MO3 |MO3
/009 [/014

MO3

/015

MO3
1027

Chronological period

MIA

MIA

MIA

M-LIA|MIA

M-LIA

Soil voulme (litres)

11

10

Taxa

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Ditch fill

Posthole

Ditch fill
(middle)

Gume w heats grain+

= |(lower)

N[ Pit fill

w
N

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+

(]
2

Oat grain

N

Rye grain

Spelt glume bases+

329

24

87

31

31

170

Emmer glume bases+

105

30

13

28

30

Barley rachis internodes+

Rye rachis internodes

Celtic Bean

Pea

Fumaria L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus parviflorus L.

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

N

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

10

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Chenopodium album group

Chenopodium L. indet.+

=N

Atriplex L. spp.

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

N

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Lamiaceae indet.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch.

Bip.

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Carex L. spp.
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Table A.5 The Moor, Central (Locality 2) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples >50
cereal items)

MO2
/017

MO2
/020

MO2
/025

MO3 |[MO3
/009 [/014

MO3
/015

MO3
1027

Chronological period

MIA

MIA

MIA

M-LIA|MIA

M-LIA

Soil voulme (litres)

9

11

10

12

Taxa

Ditch fill
(upper)
Ditch fill

(lower)

Pit fill

Layer
Ditch fill

Posthole
Ditch fill

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

25

Bromus L. spp.

21

N

N

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

N

Lolium L. sp.

Phleum pratense L.

Alw|[=2]u]©

Large Grass

Medium Grass

18

Small Grass

Type D

Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed

cf. Fruit

Unassigned Rumex L. sp.

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (w ide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

N =

Thorn

Tuber frags.

13

Tuber

Parencyma
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Table A.6 Crissells Green, Central (Locality 2)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 CG CG CG CG CG CG
cereal items) /008 [|/012 [/016 /018 |/020 |/024
Chronological period M-LBA|M-LBA [MBA |E-MBA|MBA |MBA
Soil voulme (litres) 52 28| 0.45| 53.1 26 28

S )

3 Slces|lc® sl @

o o o 8 o = o » 5
Taxa o= B|BE|IEL A
Gume w heats grain+ 9 1 3 12
Free threshing w heat grain+ 5
Barley grain+ 23 76
Oat grain 5 2
Spelt glume bases+ 4 5
Emmer glume bases+ 4 317 80
Barley rachis internodes+ 2 1
Ranunculus L. pitted surface 1
Vicia L. /Lathyrus L. sp. 4 2 4 13 8
Small Legume indet. 1
Brassicaceae indet. 5
Persicaria maculosa Gray 1
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre 3
Persicaria L. spp. 5 3
Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 1
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve 4 6
Polygonaceae Large indet. 2 3
Polygonaceae Small indet 1
Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 8 2 5
Chenopodium album L. group 14 30
Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L. 8 4
Chenopodium L. indet.+ 1
Atriplex L. spp. 1 1
Galium aparine L. 1
Hyoscyamus niger L. 2
Solanum nigrum L. 1 4
Veronica cf. arvensis L. 1
Lamiaceae indet. 8
Small Carex L. spp. 2
Bromus L. spp. 7
Large Grass 14
Medium Grass 3 2
Small Grass 4 4
Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed 1 7 13
Unassigned glume w heat glume bases 4
Large culm node 2 2 3
Culm frag. (w ide) 1
Nutshell frags (Corylus) 1 1 2
Tuber frags. 10 2 14(>25 5
Tuber 2
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Table A.7 Bronze Age Tr16, Sigwells (Locality 3)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 cereal items)

SG16
/020

SG16
/007

SG16
/006

Chronological period

MBA

LBA

LBA

Soil voulme (litres)

2.5

10

9.5

Taxa

Ditch fill
(basal)

Ditch fil

Ditch silt

Gume w heats grain+

-

D

Barley grain+

w

0

Spelt glume bases+

Emmer glume bases+

Barley rachis internodes+

81

Small Legume indet.

Persicaria L. spp.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Love

Rumex sL. p. (typeA)+

Chenopodium album L. group

Sherardia arvensis L.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus (Bellardi) Dumort.

O] Y N BN

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Bromus L. spp.

Large Grass

Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed

cf. Nutlet

Unassigned glume w heat glume bases

Basal culm node

Small culm node

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

N

Tuber frags.

alalwl =N
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Table A.8 Bronze Age Enclosure (Tr10/19), Sigwells (Locality 3)

Sample no. (shadded samples |SG10|SG10{SG10|SG10|SG19|SG19|SG19|SG19|SG19|SG19|SG19
>50 cereal items) /051 [/053 |/060 |/054 |/048 (/052 |/089 |/104 /151 |/096

—~
N
w
N

Chronological period MBA |MBA |MBA |MBA |M-LBAMBA |MBA |MBA MBA |M-LBA

<
>

B.

Soil voulme (litres) 66 30| 59.5| 168 20 18 65 9| 54.5

[
)]

Posthole | w
closure | =
Posthole

Posthole
fill

Pit fill
(cooking
Scoop
fill

Post
trench

(

Ditch fill

Pit fill
Pit fi

Taxa T

Gume w heats grain+ 4 26 5

Free threshing w heat grain+ 1" 8

-
w
-
N
©
-
o
N
w

Barley grain+ 12

Spelt glume bases+ 27 8

Emmer glume bases+ 8 7 20 4

Barley rachis internodes+ 1

Flax 1 5 3 6 7 157

Papaver L. sp. 1

Ranunculus L. pitted surface 1

Large legume indet.

2
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 6 1 1 1
Small Legume indet. 2

Persicaria maculosa Gray 1

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 1

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. 4 4

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet 2 1

W NN N =] =
A
A

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 1

Rumex L. sp.+ 1

Caryophyllaceae indet. 2

Chenopodium album L. group 4

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L. 1

Chenopodium L. indet.+ 1 2

Atriplex L. spp. 1

Montia fontana L. 1 2

Sherardia arvensis L. 4

Galium aparine L. 3 4 1

Galium L. indet. 1

Solanum nigrum L. 1

Veronica cf. arvensis L. 3 1 4

Plantago lanceolata L. 1 1

Euphrasia L.sp./Odontites vernus 1 8 1

Asteraceae Large intdet. 1

Asteraceae Small intdet. 1 4

Small Carex L. spp. 1 1

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 2

Phleum pratense L. 2

Medium Grass

BN N

Small Grass 2 1

P otentially identifiable weed/wild seed 3

little tw ist' type 1

=SIN BN

Rubus L. sp.

cf. Malus sylvestris (L) Mill. 2 1

cf. Malus sylvestris (L.) Mill. 5

N

cf. Fruit

cf. Nutlet 1 4

Caryophyllaceae indet. 1

Unassigned cereal grain 3

Unassigned w heat grain+ 3

Unassigned glume w heat glume 5 3 7

Basal culm node 3 2 1

Large culm node 5 1 1

Small culm node 2

Culm frag. (thin) 8

Nutshell frags (Corylus) 1 2 2

Tuber frags. 10 9 6 3 6 4 3[>25

Tuber 9
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3)

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

SG12
/101

SG12
/126

SG12
/146

SG12
/165

SG12
174

SG12
1207

SG12
/211

SG12
/220

SG12
/229

SG12
/238

SG12
/243

Chronological period

MIA

LIA

M-LIA

M-LIA

MIA

LIA

MIA

M-LIA

-

MIA

MIA

MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

16

10

15

13

164

2.5

N

0

20.5

18.5

16.5

Taxa

Ditch fill

(lower)

Pit fil (upper)

Ditch fill

(basal)

Ditch fill

Pit fill (burial)

Pit il

Pit fil (upper)

fill (lower)

Pit fil (middle)

fill (lower)

Gume w heats grain+

N
N
()]

N | Pit

N | Pit

Free threshing w heat grain+

11

Barley grain+

252

N

Oat grain

Rye grain

Spelt glume bases+

59

614

72

57

104

Emmer glume bases+

34

10

14

Barley rachis internodes+

Rye rachis internodes

Celtic Bean

Pea

Papaver L. sp.

Fumaria L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus parviflorus L.

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

24

12

Potentilla L. type

Malva sp.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Brassicaceae indet.

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

N

~

Polygonaceae Large indet.

N

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

10

29

[JIN S

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Caryophyllaceae Small indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

14

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L.

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

2]

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

18

Galium L. indet.

=] O] W|N|

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Solanum nigrum L.

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Lamiaceae indet.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites
vernus (Bellardi) Dumort.

14
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

SG12
/101

SG12
/126

SG12
/146

SG12
/165

SG12
174

SG12
1207

SG12
/211

SG12
/220

SG12
/229

SG12
/238

SG12
/243

Chronological period

MIA

LIA

M-LIA

M-LIA

MIA

LIA

MIA

M-LIA

MIA

MIA

MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

16

10

15

17

13

164

2.5

N

0

20.5

18.5

16.5

Taxa

Ditch fill
(lower)

Pit fill (upper)

Ditch fill

(basal)

Ditch fill
(basal)

Pit fill (lower)

Pit fil (burial)

Pit fill

Pit fill (upper)

Pit fill (lower)

Pit fill (middle)

Pit fill (lower)

Tripleurospermum inodorum
(L.) Sch. Bip.

N

N

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L. spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

38

17

Bromus L. spp.

29

23

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

Poa annua L.

N

Phleum pratense L.

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

22

Small Grass

38

Type D

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

little tw ist' type

Euphorbia exigua L.

Cyperaceae indet.

Lithospermum arvense L.(mineral.)

Aphanes cf. australis Rydb.

cf. Fruit

cf. Nutlet

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

N

Culm frag. (wide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

N

N

Tuber frags.

W

>50

Tuber

>10
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples [SG12|SG12|SG12[(SG13|SG13|SG13[(SG13|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG14

>50 cereal items) /258 |/261 |/292 (/118a|/153 |/187 |/225 |/263 |/265 |[/270 |/003

Chronological period MA  |M-LIA|LIA [M-LIA|M-LIA|M-LIA|LIA [M-LIA[LIA |[MA |LIA

Soil voulme (litres) 17 35| 19.5| 50.5| 16.5| 8.5| 22.5 66 21| 37.5 9
g 8| B T| 2| 3| T| 2| 8| 5| B
5| 5| 5| &| E| E| 2| E| ELE| 2

Taxa |l gl &| &| &| 5| E| &| &gs| &

Gume w heats grain+ 27 80 36 5 6 19 76| 697 37 29 25

Free threshing w heat grain+ 13 84

Barley grain+ 13| 165 51| 147 89 32| 146| 509 96 19 20

Oat grain 15 2 15 2 6 11 7 1

Rye grain 1 P

Spelt glume bases+ 39 43 95 72 86 80| 158] 2385 7 35 9

Emmer glume bases+ 19 11 50 16| 1367

Barley rachis internodes+ 1 1 4 1 10 16 1

Rye rachis internodes

Celtic Bean 1

Pea 1 1

Papaver L. sp.

Fumaria L. sp. 4

Ranunculus L. pitted surface 1 1 2 8

Ranunculus parviflorus L.

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet. 1 2 2 1 1 6

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 1 29

Trifolium L. sp. 2 16 1

Small Legume indet. 6 7 3 27 24 5 6| 248 20 2

Potentilla L. type 1 8 8 2

Malva L. sp. 1 6

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp. 28 1 1

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Brassicaceae indet.

Persicaria maculosa Gray 1 8 1 1

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) 1 20

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 1 20 2

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. 2 7 1 6 2 3 77 5 1

Polygonaceae Large indet. 2 5 4 5 32 1 1

Polygonaceae Small indet 5 2 4 4 7

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 6 11 9 12 24 12 541 320 20 1

Rumex L. sp.+ 1

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill. 2 1 1 2 24 1

Caryophyllaceae indet. 1 4 1 12

Caryophyllaceae Small indet. 2

Chenopodium album L. group 2 1 56 4

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L.

Chenopodium L. indet.+ 1 8 8 16 2

Atriplex L. spp. 4 11 1 2 32| 196 30

Montia fontana L. 2 2 6 12 1

Sherardia arvensis L. 1 6 1 2 4 2 2

Galium aparine L. 10 9 6 10 36 4 29 60 8 5 1

Galium L. indet. 3 2

Hyoscyamus niger L. 1 2 4 3 1

Solanum nigrum L.

Veronica cf. arvensis L. 4 2

Veronica hederifolia L. 1

Plantago lanceolata L. 4 16 1

Lamiaceae indet. 2 1

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites

vernus (Bellardi) Dumort. 4 3 10 16 9
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples |SG12|SG12|SG12|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG13|SG14

>50 cereal items) /258 /261 |/292 (/118a|/153 |/187 |/225 |/263 |/265 |/270 |/003

Chronological period MA |M-LIA|LIA |M-LIA|M-LIA[M-LIA|LIA |M-LIA|LIA |MAA |LIA

Soil voulme (litres) 17 35| 19.5| 50.5| 16.5| 8.5| 22.5 66 21| 37.5 9
5| 5| 5| T| &| | E| &| &| o| &
S| S| 8| 8| E| &| 5| E| ELE| S

Taxa gl gl &| &| &| &| & &| &S| &

Tripleurospermum inodorum

(L.) Sch. Bip. 1 1 4 1 2 24 1

Asteraceae Large intdet. 2

Asteraceae Small intdet. 1 2

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich 2 2 3 4 3 4 2 2

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.

Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L. spp. 1 1

Carex L. spp. 1

Small Carex L.spp. 2 16 5

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 8 48 4 11 40 1 55| 247 31 5

Bromus L. spp. 3 10 6 47 24 22| 330 36 6 2

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski 1 2 1 1 16 1

Lolium L. sp. 1 1

Poa annua L. 2

Phleum pratense L. 6 16 2

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC. 1 1

Large Grass 6 14 24 3

Medium Grass 1 5 4 4 3 13 88 8 4

Small Grass 1 1 3 8 6 12 56 24

Type D 2 10 2 16 8

Potentially identifiable

w eed/w ild seed 2 8 2 10 1 5 8 2

little tw ist' type

Euphorbia exigua L. 2

Cyperaceae indet.

Litho spermum arvense L.(mineral.) 13

Aphanes cf. australis Rydb.

cf. Fruit 1

cf. Nutlet

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Ditached cereal embryo 1 4 16 1

Basal culm node 3 2 18

Large culm node 2 17 1 22 31 7

Small culm node 1 1 2 8 1

Culm frag. (wide) 3 3

Culm frag. (thin) 1 6 1 3 14 2

Nutshell frags (Corylus) 2 1 1 1 18 3

Tuber frags. 11 29 4 34 2|>25 |>100 15 29 7

Tuber >25 2 16
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples |SG14|SG14|SG14(SG14|SG14|SG14|SG14|SG14|SG14
>50 cereal items) /032 |/042 |/044 |[/048 |/050 |/058 [|/060 |/038 |/056
Chronological period LIA° |[MA |MA |LIA |LIA |MA |[MA |LIA |LIA
Soil voulme (litres) 23| / / 11 8.5 10 10 10| 9.5
m ) 5 [ =
3| &| &| 5| 8| =| =| §
E|l 2| 2| g| E| E| E| &
= = = = ST 5 =
E| 5| sES| =@ 2 E el =] &
Taxa E| | saFE| opSEs| &| &
Gume w heats grain+ 22 27 4 11 5 13 38 12
Free threshing w heat grain+
Barley grain+ 60 23 36 34 20 35 23 29 29
Oat grain 5 3 1
Rye grain
Spelt glume bases+ 37 42 11 13 9 41 59 52 55
Emmer glume bases+ 22 13 4 6
Barley rachis internodes+ 1 2 1
Rye rachis internodes
Celtic Bean
Pea
Papaver L. sp. 1
Fumaria L. sp.
Ranunculus L. pitted surface
Ranunculus parviflorus L. 1
Ranunculus L.sp. 3
Large legume indet. 2 1
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 1 1 1 2
Trifolium L. sp. 2
Small Legume indet. 2 2 2 1 2 3 1
Potentilla L. type 2
Malva sp. 1 1
Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp. 78 1 1 1
Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod
Brassicaceae indet. 2
Persicaria maculosa Gray 2 1
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)
Persicaria L. spp. 1 1
Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 30 1
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. 9 3 1 2 1
Polygonaceae Large indet. 49 2 5 3 1
Polygonaceae Small indet 7 1
Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 14 6 2 3 9 3 3 5
Rumex L. sp.+ 1 1 2
Stellaria cf. media L. Vill. 1
Caryophyllaceae indet. 2
Caryophyllaceae Small indet.
Chenopodium album L. group 2 1
Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L. 1
Chenopodium L. indet.+ 1 3 3
Atriplex L. spp. 5 3 1 3 2
Montia fontana L. 1 1
Sherardia arvensis L. 8 1
Galium aparine L. 4 2 1 2 4 5
Galium L. indet. 1
Hyoscyamus niger L. 1
Solanum nigrum L.
Veronica cf. arvensis L.
Veronica hederifolia L.
Plantago lanceolata L. 3 1
Lamiaceae indet. 2
Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites
vernus (Bellardi) Dumort. 16 2
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Table A.9 Sigwells West (Tr12,13,14), Sigwells (Locality 3) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

SG14
/032

SG14
/042

SG14
/044

SG14

/048

SG14
/050

SG14
/058

SG14
/060

SG14
/038

SG14
/056

Chronological period

LIA

MIA

MIA

LIA

LIA

MIA

MIA

LIA

LIA

Soil voulme (litres)

N
W

~

11

«
&l

10

10

10

9.5

Taxa

Pit silt (upper)

Pit silt (upper) |

Pit il

(mid/upper)

Gully/timbers

Pit silt

(lower/mid)

(lower/mid)

Pit fill (basal)

Pit il

Tripleurospermum inodorum
(L.) Sch. Bip.

N

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

[\S] =N

Valerianella dentata (L.) Pollich

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.

Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L. spp.

Carex L. spp.

Small Carex L.spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

N

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

N

Lolium L. sp.

Poa annua L.

Phleum pratense L.

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

Small Grass

N = O] =N

Type D

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

10

little tw ist' type

44

Euphorbia exigua L.

Cyperaceae indet.

Lithospermum arvense L. (mineral.)

Aphanes cf. australis Rydb.

cf. Fruit

cf. Nutlet

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (wide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

N

Tuber frags.

11

13

Tuber
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Table A.10 Sigwells South/Roman (Tr20,21,22,23,7), Sigwells (Locality 3)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50
cereal items)

SG20
/011

SG21
/005

SG21
/017

SG22
/024

SG23
/034

SG23
/037

SG7
/043

SG7
/046

Chronological period

RB

RB

LIA

LIA

LIA

LIA

RB

Soil voulme (litres)

9

10

10

N

Taxa

Scoop

Scoop il

Deposit under

Ditch fill

Pit fill (middle)

(middle)

Gume w heats grain+

N | (upper/mid)

~ [Pit fill

[}

PN

Free threshing w heat grain+

31

Barley grain+

~
[e2)

a
a

Oat grain

N

Rye grain

Spelt glume bases+

151

12

142

Emmer glume bases+

10

Barley rachis internodes+

Rye rachis internodes

Flax

Celtic Bean

Pea

Papaver L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus parviflorus L.

Ranunculus L.sp.

N

Large legume indet.

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

N =N

17

Trifolium L. sp.

N

Small Legume indet.

42

16

Potentilla L. type

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

Brassicaceae indet.

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. Léve

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

QO =2 W[ =] =

QN O BN

Rumex L, sp. (typeA)+

40

)

[

WIN[INN

N

Rumex L. sp.+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

W

Caryophyllaceae indet.

-

Caryophyllaceae Small indet.

Nl=]N]| -

Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L.

Chenopodium L. indet.+

Atriplex L. spp.

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Veronica cf. arvensis L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

10

Lamiaceae indet.

2IN[WW[ =200 2N =2 2|W]W]A] 20| R|W[W[N|N] 2] 2] 2|N]RO] 2] a]WIN]=2]N]|w] == =2|uaN]o]| =2 AN -]

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Sch.Bip.

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

WIN|N| D

| =N~
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

DC

/005

SS

/003

SS
/011

SS
/024

SS

/042

SS
/059

SS
/072

SS
/125

SS
127

Chronological period

EBA

LBA-EIA

M-LIA

LBA-EIA

MIA

MIA

M-LIA

LBA-EIA

MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

7

10

12

54

11

11

13

Taxa

Ditch silt

Palisade
trench

Posthole

Posthole

Hearth

Pit fill (upper)

Pit fill

Posthole

Pit fill

Valerianella dentata

N

N

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L.spp.

Carex L. spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

43

Bromus L. spp.

17

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

Poa annua L.

Phleum pratense L.

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

17

Small Grass

124

Type D

Sambucus nigra L.

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

16

Aphanes cf. australis L.

cf. Rosaceae sp. >2mm

Prunus spinosa L. stone

cf. Fruit

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Oat floet

Lema indet.

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

29

IS B S

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

-

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

Tuber frags.

N

>100

>25

Tuber
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4)

Sample no. (shadded samples |DC SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS
>50 cereal items) /005 /003 |/011 /024 |/042 |/059 |/072 |/125 |/127
Chronological period EBA LBA-EIA [M-LIA [LBA-EIA | MIA MIA M-LIA |BA-EIA [MIA
Soil voulme (litres) 11 7 10 12 54 11 11 13 27
®
= () <@ Q@ g <@
2%l8s| 2| 2| €| = =| 2| =
S 8L ¢ ® @ © = = @ =
Taxa 83|88 £ & T T T & T
Gume w heats grain+ 9 7 2 33 11 97
Free threshing w heat grain+ 19
Barley grain+ 18 14 18 13 65 57 17 179
Oat grain 3 19
Spelt glume bases+ 46 11 42 19 50 29 33 378
Emmer glume bases+ 19 68 9 224
Barley rachis internodes+ 1 1 11
Pea 6
Papaver L. sp.
Fumaria L. sp. 1
Ranunculus L. pitted surface 3
Ranunculus L.sp.
Large legume indet. 3 1 1 4
Vicia cf. hirsuta L. 6 2
Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 4 6 1 6 56 3 18
Trifolium L. sp. 12
Small Legume indet. 6 8 2 2 55
Potentilla L. type 2 4
Malva L. sp. 3 3 2
Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.
Brassicaceae indet.
Persicaria maculosa Gray 2 2
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) 1 1
Persicaria L. spp. 6
Polygonum aviculare L. agg. 2 22 3
Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. 2 7 3 30 3 17
Polygonaceae Large indet. 1 6 14 7 6 38 17
Polygonaceae Small indet 4 4
Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 2 5 4 10 44 125
Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.
Caryophyllaceae indet. 4 4 2 8 29
Caryophyllaceae Small indet. 1 1
Chenopodium album L. group 5 26 2 4 4 5 13
Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L. 2 2 2
Chenopodium L. indet.+ 15 1
Atriplex L. spp. 1 3 2 8 8 9
Montia fontana L.
Sherardia arvensis L. 2 1 1
Galium aparine L. 3 7 1 2 4 8
Galium L. indet. 1 2 3
Hyoscyamus niger L. 2
Solanum nigrum L. 1 2
Veronica hederifolia L. 2
Plantago lanceolata L. 1
Lamiaceae indet. 2
Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites
vernus (Bellardi) Dumort. 1 8
Tripleurospermum inodorum
(L.) Sch. Bip. 1 12
Asteraceae Large intdet. 8
Asteraceae Small intdet.
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

DC

/005

SS

/003

SS
/011

SS
/024

SS

/042

SS
/059

SS
/072

SS
/125

SS
127

Chronological period

EBA

LBA-EIA

M-LIA

LBA-EIA

MIA

MIA

M-LIA

LBA-EIA

MIA

Soil voulme (litres)

7

10

12

54

11

11

13

Taxa

Ditch silt

Palisade
trench

Posthole

Posthole

Hearth

Pit fill (upper)

Pit fill

Posthole

Pit fill

Valerianella dentata

N

N

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.

Bicovex Carex L.spp.

Carex L. spp.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

43

Bromus L. spp.

17

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski

Lolium L. sp.

Poa annua L.

Phleum pratense L.

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.

Large Grass

Medium Grass

17

Small Grass

124

Type D

Sambucus nigra L.

Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed

16

Aphanes cf. australis L.

cf. Rosaceae sp. >2mm

Prunus spinosa L. stone

cf. Fruit

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Oat floet

Lema indet.

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

29

IS B S

Small culm node

Culm frag. (thin)

-

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

Tuber frags.

N

>100

>25

Tuber
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples |SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS
>50 cereal items) /128 |/138 |/141 |/166 |/175 |/180 |/182 |/188 |/192

Chronological period MIA LBA-EIA |EIA LIA LBA-EIA |LBA-EIAqMIA MIA MIA

Soil voulme (litres) 10 11 12.5 14 3 10 12.5

©
©

Ditch fill

(lower/mid)
fill (middle)
fill (upper)

Pit il
Pit il

Taxa

—~|Hearth /Floor

n|(lower/mid)
N

oo

—|Posthole

N

= |Ditch il
~|Pit

»|Pit

N
N
w
&)
o

Gume w heats grain+

Free threshing w heat grain+

Barley grain+ 45 28 18

N
<
N

5 10 9 40

Oat grain

Spelt glume bases+ 54 114 47 87 68 28 44 41

Emmer glume bases+ 55 3 8 9 37 24 31 14

Barley rachis internodes+ 1 4 1 2

Pea

Papaver L. sp. 1

Fumaria L. sp. 1

Ranunculus L. pitted surface 1 1 1

Ranunculus L.sp. 1

Large legume indet. 1 1 1

Vicia cf. hirsuta L.

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. 1 6 4 3 7

Trifolium L. sp. 1

Small Legume indet. 6 10 6 12

Potentilla L. type 2

Malva L. sp. 1 1

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp. 1 20

Brassicaceae indet. 1

Persicaria maculosa Gray 1

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

N
N

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

| s
QI

24

1
3

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A. 1 1 7

Polygonaceae Large indet. 4

Polygonaceae Small indet 1

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+ 13 1 6 30 12

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill. 1

Caryophyllaceae indet. 1 2

Caryophyllaceae Small indet.

-

Chenopodium album L. group 8 1

Chenopodium rubrum L./glaucum L. 2 2

Chenopodium L. indet.+ 1

Atriplex L. spp. 2

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L. 1

QW[ =2]O|NIN|[O| 2N =20 >
-

Galium aparine L. 1

Galium L. indet. 3 1 1 1 1

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Solanum nigrum L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L. 1 3 7

Lamiaceae indet. 1

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites
vernus (Bellardi) Dumort. 1 1 3 1 16

Tripleurospermum inodorum
(L.) Sch. Bip. 1 1 1

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet. 1 2 5 1 4
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples |SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SS

>50 cereal items) /128 |/138 |/141 /166 |/175 |/180 |/182 |/188 |/192

Chronological period MIA LBA-EIA |EIA LIA LBA-EIA |LBA-EIA7 MIA MIA MIA

Soil voulme (litres) 9 10 11 9] 125 14 3 10 12.5

o] ) =
=) k<) = 3 a
E =| E| g| =| | E| =
= 9 = §|& ¢ = § 3 = =

Taxa T2 O a|lE =2 & a £ T T

Valerianella dentata 9 2

Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.

Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult. 4

Bicovex Carex L.spp.

Carex L. spp. 4

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 15 1 1 3 8

Bromus L. spp. 10

Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski 1

Lolium L. sp. 3

Poa annua L. 1 1

Phleum pratense L. 4

Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC. 4

Large Grass 2 1

Medium Grass 2 1 2 4 2 1 2

Small Grass 4 1 4 2 10 44

Type D 3 2

Sambucus nigra L. 1

Potentially identifiable

w eed/w ild seed 1 3 1 1 4 8 4

Aphanes cf. australis L.

cf. Rosaceae sp. >2mm

Prunus spinosa L. stone

cf. Fruit

Unassigned cereal grain

Unassigned glume w heat glume

Oat floet

Lema indet.

Ditached cereal embryo 2 1

Basal culm node 1 1 1 5

Large culm node 3 2 3

Small culm node 1 2 2 2

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus) S

Tuber frags. 4 4 1 11]1>25 >25 2 9

Tuber 1 3 1 1
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples
>50 cereal items)

SS
1207

SS
/231

SS
/248

SS

/276

SS
1279

SS
/285

SS

/259  1/007

SSTP

Chronological period

M-LIA

LBA

MIA

LIA

M-LIA

MIA

MIA

LBA-EIA

Soil voulme (litres)

12.5

10

N

4

1.2

2.2

1.7

6 12

Taxa

Pit fill (basal)

Pit fill (Middle)

Floor

(leveling)

Pit fill (upper)

Posthole
Ditch fill

Gume w heats grain+

o Ditch fill

oo

N

A

)

[Pt fil

Free threshing w heat grain+

w

Barley grain+

—
~
N

N

)

Oat grain

Spelt glume bases+

99

296

406

26

14

270

Emmer glume bases+

53

23

Barley rachis internodes+

Pea

Papaver L. sp.

Fumaria L. sp.

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Ranunculus L.sp.

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta L.

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

12

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

20

Potentilla L. type

Malva L. sp.

Brassica L./Sinapis L. sp.

Brassicaceae indet.

Persicaria maculosa Gray

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.)

Persicaria L. spp.

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Fallopia convolvulus (L.) A.

12

Polygonaceae Large indet.

SIS

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

Stellaria cf. media L. Vill.

Caryophyllaceae indet.

Caryophyllaceae Small indet.

Chenopodium album L. group

12

52

Chenopodium rubrum L. /glaucum L.

Chenopodium L. indet.+

14

12

Atriplex L. spp.

19

12

Montia fontana L.

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium aparine L.

Galium L. indet.

Hyoscyamus niger L.

Solanum nigrum L.

Veronica hederifolia L.

Plantago lanceolata L.

Lamiaceae indet.

Al

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites
vernus (Bellardi) Dumort.

Tripleurospermum inodorum
(L.) Sch. Bip.

10

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.
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Table A.11 Sheepslait & Down Close, Sheepslait (Locality 4) cont.

Sample no. (shadded samples |SS SS SS SS SS SS SS SSTP
>50 cereal items) /207 |/231 /248 |/276 |/279 |/285 |/259 |/007
Chronological period M-LIA |[LBA MIA LIA M-LIA [MIA MIA LBA-EIA
Soil voulme (litres) 12.5 10 24 1.2 2.2 1.7 12
3 = g
(2] Q.
gl =| 2| 2| %= 8| =
= 5 =g = = Z 5
Taxa fa [a) Tl T T £ a
Valerianella dentata
Eleocharis palustris (L.) Roem.
Schult./uniglumis (Link) Schult.
Bicovex Carex L.spp.
Carex L. spp.
Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp. 4 1
Bromus L. spp. 3 1 3
Anisantha sterilis (L.) Nevski
Lolium L. sp.
Poa annua L.
Phleum pratense L.
Danthonia decumbens (L.) DC.
Large Grass 4 2
Medium Grass 1
Small Grass 4 4 1 1
Type D 1
Sambucus nigra L. 1
Potentially identifiable
w eed/w ild seed 23 5 2
Aphanes cf. australis L.
cf. Rosaceae sp. >2mm 1
Prunus spinosa L. stone 1
cf. Fruit 2
Unassigned cereal grain
Unassigned glume w heat glume 1
Oat floet
Lema indet.
Ditached cereal embryo 1
Basal culm node
Large culm node 4 S 5
Small culm node 8
Culm frag. (thin)
Nutshell frags (Corylus) 8
Tuber frags. >25 8 3 4 5
Tuber >25 1
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Table A.12 Ladyfield 1, 3 & Rye Close, Woolston (Locality 5)

Sample no. (shadded samples >50 cereal
items)

LF1
/004

LF3
114

LF3
/16

RC
/039

RC
/049

Chronological period

MBA

RB

RB

RB

RB

Soil voulme (litres)

1

o

.9

)

P

Taxa

Floor/aban.

level

Posthole

General layer
Ditch Tl
(middle)

Ditch fill

Gume w heats grain+

N
N

Free threshing w heat grain+

N
N
[

e}
[

Barley grain+

46

-
~

-

Oat grain

-
g

(9]

Rye grain

W

Spelt glume bases+

Free threshing w heat rachis internodes+

85

Barley rachis internodes+

Rye rachis internodes

Pea

Ranunculus L. pitted surface

Large legume indet.

Vicia cf. hirsuta (L.) Gray

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp. type1

Vicia L./Lathyrus L. sp.

Trifolium L. sp.

Small Legume indet.

Raphanus raphanistrum L. pod

BN NS

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Delarbre

Polygonum aviculare L. agg.

Polygonaceae Large indet.

Polygonaceae Small indet

Rumex L. sp. (typeA)+

WlW[H|W

Chenopodium album L. group

Montia fontana L.

alalw] oo

Sherardia arvensis L.

Galium L. indet.

Euphrasia L. sp./Odontites vernus
(Bellardi) Dumort.

Asteraceae Large intdet.

Asteraceae Small intdet.

Bromus hordeaceus L. ssp.

Bromus L. spp.

Lolium L. sp.

Phleum pratense L.

WIN| O] W

Large Grass

Medium Grass

()

Small Grass

Type D

N =

Potentially identifiable w eed/w ild seed

Unassigned glume w heat glume bases

W

Ditached cereal embryo

Basal culm node

Large culm node

Small culm node

Culm frag. (wide)

Culm frag. (thin)

Nutshell frags (Corylus)

Thorn

M FN ISR ES
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