Figure 6 Figures 4,5

> > 0
£ | | £§ =
s [
2 23 g
w s T 2
£ 45234 1805736 1798 664 1766 669 1734684 1719670 £8%
8 2o 5
s sE2 °
E & xw GR . RES GR . RES GR . RES GR . RES GR . RES £8&3 t
i i, log. lin.  log. lin.  log. i, log. i, log. t
o in.lin
s L
2
o] L
g
& © L
=
HE t
H
=z L
< x| m .
H PIS|El
e 2|Fle
B gl r
5 2| |5 Lioo
]
3 L
= L
=
~ L
=
5 L
« <" gl |
2 2 =
: B
g HHEER
z P L
- 2 = [
. o 200
z| 0l § = .
= ] | z sl L
z z S
s - 1 S2E 0
2 2 —oo Slz| &+
gl - b= 858 |
g HEE
B Soe L
H N
— L300
) m
I 4.5 I 14 I 1.6 I 1.8 I 1.0 I Distance [km]
4523-A J-805736 J-798 664 J-766 669 J-734684 J-719670
sand-dominated offshore and chronostratigraphic marginal-marine 1..45

and fluvial siliciclastics
(Upper Cenomanian)

]

shoreface siliclastics hemipelagic fines boundaries

donwlap/truncation

correlation markers

Figure S2. Well-log correlation of key boreholes discussed in this study.



