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	Term
	Definition

	Sorting
	Sorting quantifies the variability within particle size distributions (Liu et al. 2016). Inferences on the depositional process and the energy regime of particles can be made from such (McLaren & Bowles 1985; Amireh 2015; Zhang et al. 2015; Sun et al. 2002; Purkait & Majumdar 2014). This is based on the idea that different transport mechanisms have different capacities to mobilise particles of varying sizes (e.g. aeolian and fluvial), thus aiding environmental discrimination (Hartmann 2007; McLaren 1981; McLaren & Bowles 1985).

	Skew
	Skewness is a measure of asymmetry within a distribution and reflects the trace variation of a particle size distribution (Liu et al. 2016; Folk & Ward 1957). An excess of sizes greater than that of the mean is denoted by a negative skew, otherwise suggesting an excess of coarse material in the deposits; a positive skew shows an excess of fine material (Zhang et al. 2015; McLaren & Bowles 1985; Folk & Ward 1957; Clarke et al. 2014; Sun et al. 2002; Zhu & Yu 2014). This allows for invaluable interpretations to be made on the energy regime of a depositional environment (Zhu & Yu 2014; Zhang et al. 2015; Liu et al. 2016; Folk & Ward 1957; McLaren & Bowles 1985). Positive skew generally attests to low energy/variable energy regimes, which results in the settling of fines (McLaren & Bowles 1985; Zhu & Yu 2014); negative skew is suggestive of higher energy conditions, causing fine material to remain in suspension whilst coarser material may remain intact (Purkait & Majumdar 2014; McLaren & Bowles 1985).
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