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SRTM Shuttle Radar Topography Mission

TIP Third Intermediate Period

™ Thematic Mapper

UTM Universal Transverse Mercator

VES Vertical Electrical Sounding
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APPENDIX 1

List of koms and archaeological lands identified by the EES Delta Survey,' EAIS,? and CultNat Atlas® illustra-
ted in figures 3.1 and 3.2. Places are labeled with the toponym given in the original source, with the EES o

number, EAIS name, or CultNat number listed as appropriate.

Name Source Ale. ID Name Source Alt. ID
Abu el-Zarazier CultNat Atlas 100201 Kom Zekrii CultNat Atlas 100257
Abu el-Tubul CultNat Atlas 100202 Kom Ferien CultNat Atlas 100260
el Shahedi CultNat Atlas 100204 Kom Qarttas CultNat Atlas 100262
el Kom el-Ahmer (iv) CultNat Atlas 100206 Kom Qamheh CultNat Atlas 100263
el Magadieb, Khaniezeh CultNat Atlas 100208 Kom el-Bikawiyyah EAIS Ezbet el-
Tell el-Abga’ien CultNat Atlas 100216 Jamal
Tell Saadya CultNat Atlas 100220 Kom Hach EAIS
Tell Umm el-Laben CultNat Atlas 100224 Kom Zileiha EAIS Kom
B Zilikhah
Tell Khatmii CultNat Atlas 100225 K K EES Delia S P
, K. 1
Kadweh el-Zahab CultNat Atlas 100229 ortas cla Sutvey
. Geif, K. EES Delta Survey 17
Kom Abu Ali CultNat Atlas 100232
Sidi Hineish EES Delta Survey 18
Kom el-Barod CultNat Atlas 100233
Dilingat, K. EES Delta Survey 21
Kom el-Baqarch CultNat Atlas 100234
Abiad, El K. el- EES Delta Survey 22
Kom el-Gebel CultNat Atlas 100236
. Kharaz EES Delta Survey 23
Kom el-Hasin CultNat Atlas 100237
Hisn, K. el- EES Delta Survey 24
Kom el-Haeh CultNat Atlas 100239 . S Delta S
, K ez- EES D 2
Kom el-Rekawyeh CultNat Atlas 100240 g B chia Survey - 25
Ibqa, T EES Delta Survey 26
Kom el-Zalat CultNat Atlas 100241 Waidi. K.l BES Dela S
idi, K. el- 2
Kom el-Shamalii CultNat Atlas 100243 . a ; Ke BES Delta Survey 7
ida, K. 28
Kom cl-Sheikh Said Ahmed  CultNat Adas 100244 S‘;WC‘ ab ) elta S“”ey
idi A EES D 2
Kom el-"ashrien CultNat Atlas 100246 KA clta Survey - 29
Ahmar, El K. el- EES Delta Survey 30
Kom el-Ghez CultNat Atlas 100247 Hamada, K EES Delta S
, K. 1
Kom G2'if CultNat Atlas 100253 Amaca clta Survey 3
. Magqadis, K. el- EES Delta Survey 32
Kom Hamrit CultNat Atlas 100254 Sheikh Tbeid. K. <l EES Delta S ‘
Kom Delingeh, Zalikheh CultNat Atlas 100256 < ah e clta Survey 3

1. Spencer 2006.
2. EAIS 2007b.

3. Center for Documentation of Cultural and Natural Heritage 2002.
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Name Source Alt. ID Name Source Alt. ID
Abu el Humar el Kebir, K. EES Delta Survey 292 Kalabt Shafiq EES Delta Survey 457
Abu el Humar es Saghir, K. EES Delta Survey 293 Silvagou EES Delta Survey 459
Firin, K. EES Delta Survey 294 Dahab, K. EES Delta Survey 591
Barud, K. el- EES Delta Survey 295 Khatimi, K. el- EES Delta Survey 602
Abqaein, T el- EES Delta Survey 297 Umm el Laban, K. EES Delta Survey 608
Bagar, K. el- EES Delta Survey 298 Ghuzz, K. el- EES Delta Survey 609
Ahmar, El K. el- EES Delta Survey 440 Abu Ali EES Delta Survey 629
Shimuli, K. el- EES Delta Survey 442 Gebel, K. (Gilla?) EES Delta Survey 630
Ahmar, K. el- EES Delta Survey 443 Zalat, K. el- EES Delta Survey 631
Saadiya, K. es- EES Delta Survey 444 Sheikh Said Ahmed, K. EES Delta Survey 632
Abu ez-Zarazir, T EES Delta Survey 445 Ashrin, K. EES Delta Survey 633
Tubul, K. et- EES Delta Survey 446 Hamrit, K. EES Delta Survey 638
Ityai el Barud EES Delta Survey 456




APPENDIX 2

AOIs visited during the Fall 2007 cultural inventory (fig. 3.16). Preliminary dating of unsystematically col-
lected surface sherds after Simony n.d. Recommendations for future work are coded as follows: CO = Core, CC
= Ceramic Collection, TP = Topographic Survey, GP = Geophysical Survey, EX = Excavation. Y=Yes, N=No,
P=Possible.
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APPENDIX 3

List of collection units (CUs) identified by CU ID. Information on AOI, visibility (expressed as % visible),
main ground cover, surface salinity, count of sherds collected, weight of sherds collected, and density by count
and weight is provided.

Weight Count/ Kg/

CU AOI Vis. GroundCover Salinity Count (ke) 100m> 100 m?

100 KHMR 30 Straw little 58 1.4 18 0.4
101 KHMR 20 Halfa grass some 22 0.4 7 0.1
102 KHMR 90 Plowed earth none 143 2.4 46 0.8
103 KHMR 70 Clover none 37 0.7 12 0.2
104 KHMR 50 Straw none 77 1.7 25 0.5
105 KHMR 75 0 0 0 0.0
106 KHMR 50 Weeds some 4 0.1 1 0.0
107 KHMR 25 Clover none 0 0 0 0.0
108 KHMR 25 Halfa grass some 0 0 0 0.0
109 KHMR 75 Halfa grass little 41 0.5 13 0.2
110 KHMR 50 Unknowncrop  none 25 0.3 8 0.1
111 KSHM 50 Clover none 115 3.8 37 1.2
112 KSHM 50 Clover none 56 2.5 18 0.8
113 KSHM 50 Clover none 19 1 6 0.3
114 KSHM 75 Weeds some 17 1 5 0.3
115 KSHM 75 Weeds some 34 3.5 11 1.1
116 KSHM 50 Weeds some 38 2 12 0.6
117 KSHM 75 Weeds some 58 4.5 18 1.4
118 KSHM 100  Plowed earth none 44 1.7 14 0.5
119 KSHM 100  Plowed earth none 17 3.2 5 1.0
120 KSHM 75 Clover none 226 7.7 72 2.5
121 KSHM 95 Plowed earth none 52 1.3 17 0.4
122 KSHM 70 Clover none 53 1.5 17 0.5
123 KSHM 50 Clover little 46 2.8 15 0.9
124 KSHM 50 Halfa grass some 36 2.2 11 0.7
125 KATU 75 Halfa grass none 2 0.2 1 0.1
126 KATU 100  Plowed earth none 89 1.8 28 0.6
127  KATU 50 Halfa grass some 26 1.9 8 0.6
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CU AOI Vis. GroundCover Salinity Count V\:(ig)ht (1:((;(;1 111:2/ léi)gr/nz
128 KATU 75 Halfa grass little 7 0.2 2 0.1
129 KATU 50 Halfa grass 0.1 1 0.0
130 KATU 75 Straw 34 1.4 11 0.4
131 KATU 90 Straw none 175 6.6 56 2.1
132 KATU 75 Straw some 8 0.2 3 0.1
133 KATU 50 Straw little 18 1 6 0.3
134 KATU 75 Straw little 21 0.9 7 0.3
135 KATU 50 Straw much 35 1.8 11 0.6
136 KABA 100 Straw little 400 111 127 3.5
137 KABA 75 Straw little 125 4.2 40 1.3
138  KABA 75 Straw little 94 3.4 30 1.1
139 KABA 100 Straw 39 0.8 12 0.3
140 KABA 100 Straw little 75 3.5 24 1.1
141  KABA 100 Straw 120 3.5 38 1.1
142 KABA 100  Plowed earth none 22 0.3
143 KABA 25 Clover none 0 0 0.0
144 KABA 100 None none 134 35 43 1.1
145 KABA 100 Clover none 110 2.5 35 0.8
146 KABA 100 None none 62 1.1 20 0.4
147 KABA 100 None none 138 3 44 1.0
148 KSSA 75 Straw some 155 5 49 1.6
149  KSSA 75 Straw some 45 1 14 0.3
150 KSSA 75 Clover some 377 11.6 120 3.7
151  KSSA 50 Plastic none 108 8 108 8.0
152 KSSA 75 Plowed earth none 500 11.5 159 3.7
153  KSSA 75 Plowed earth none 349 7 111 2.2
154  KSSA 75 Plowed earth none 954 22.4 304 7.1
155  KSSA 75 Plowed earth little 1209 33.1 385 10.5
156 KGHZ 50 Straw little 320 18 102 5.7
157 KGHZ 75 Straw little 306 6.5 97 2.1
158 KGHZ 75 Plowed earth none 150 6 48 1.9
159 KGHZ 75 Plowed earth none 343 15 109 4.8
160 KGHZ 100 None none 248 9 79 2.9
161 KGHZ 100 None none 86 1.5 27 0.5
162 KGHZ 100 None none 299 8 95 2.5
163 KGHZ 100 None none 459 7 146 2.2
164 KGHZ 75 Weeds none 465 8.5 148 2.7
165 KGHZ 50 Unknowncrop little 29 0.5 9 0.2
166 KGHZ 50 Salt some 61 2 19 0.6
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CU AOI Vis. GroundCover Salinity Count V\:(ig)ht (1:((;(;1 111:2/ léi)gr/nz
167 KHMR 75 Plowed earth none 118 2 38 0.6
168 KHMR 75 Plowed earth little 65 1 21 0.3
169 KHMR 75 Plowed earth some 52 0.5 17 0.2
170 KHMR 50 Onion none 89 1 28 0.3
171 KHMR 75 Plowed earth some 91 1 29 0.3
172 KHMR 75 Plowed earth none 21 0.5 7 0.2
173 KSHM 75 Plowed earth little 88 2 28 0.6
174 KSHM 25 Clover none 3 0.1 1 0.0
175 KSHM 50 Onion none 38 0.5 12 0.2
176 KSHM 75 Plowed earth none 59 0.8 19 0.3
177 KSHM 75 Onion little 44 0.5 14 0.2
178 KSHM 75 Plowed earth none 85 1 27 0.3
179 KSHM 75 Plowed earth none 1447 36.3 461 11.6
180 QMHA 75 Halfa grass none 506 11.5 161 3.7
181 QMHA 50 Halfa grass none 404 9 129 2.9
182 QMHA 75 Plowed earth none 99 1 32 0.3
183 QMHA 50 Plastic none 31 0.5 31 0.5
184 QMHA 50 Plastic none 354 354 8.0
185 QMHA 25 Clover none 0 0 0 0.0
186 QMHA 50 Plastic none 204 2.5 204 2.5
187 QMHA 50 Plastic none 9 0.1 3 0.0
188 QMHA 50 Plastic none 33 0.5 33 0.5
189 QMHA 50 Plastic none 70 1 70 1.0
190 QMHA 50 Plastic none 84 1 84 1.0
191 QMHA 50 Plastic none 14 0.5 14 0.5
192 QMHA 50 Plastic none 17 0.5 17 0.5
193 QMHA 50 Halfa grass some 198 8 63 2.5
194 QMHA 50 Plastic none 56 0.5 56 0.5
195 KBAR 50 Halfa grass none 13 0.2 4 0.1
196 KBAR 50 Halfa grass little 456 16.5 145 5.3
197 KBAR 75 Halfa grass little 771 24.5 246 7.8
198 KBAR 75 Halfa grass some 1264 46 403 14.6
199 KBAR 75 Plowed earth none 353 7 112 2.2
200 KBAR 75 Plowed earth none 690 19.5 220 6.2
201 KBAR 75 Salt much 43 0.3 14 0.1
202 KBAR 75 Plowed earth little 193 4.5 61 1.4
203 KBAR 75 Plowed earth little 134 2 43 0.6
204 KABQ. 75  Animal dung much 423 135 2.5
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CU AOI Vis. GroundCover Salinity Count V‘:{ig)}‘t Sgg 2:2/ léi,g,’nz
205 KABQ. 75 Plowed earth none 36 0.5 11 0.2
206 KABQ. 75 Weeds none 47 1 15 0.3
207 KABQ. 50 Halfa grass some 67 3 21 1.0
208 KABQ_ 50 Halfa grass some 41 0.5 13 0.2
209 KABQ_. 50 Plowed earth some 162 4 52 1.3
210 KBAR 75 Plowed earth little 317 35 101 1.1
211 KBAR 75 Plowed earth little 178 1.5 57 0.5
212 KBAR 75 Plowed earth none 98 1.5 31 0.5
213  KABQ_. 50 Leaves none 75 1 24 0.3
214 KABQ. 75 Weeds some 355 13 113 4.1
215 KABQ. 50 Salt much 0 0 0 0.0
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APPENDIX 4

Sums of period indices for each CU. The period index value is calculated by adding the (fractional) counts of
diagnostics for each period. The total number of datable diagnostics in the CU is noted (Diag Count), as is the
number of tentatively dated diagnostics (Tent Count) and diagnostics that overlap more than one period (Multi
Count).

Diag Tent Multi
CU AOI NK TIP LDyn Pto EPto LPto Ro ERo LRo Count Count Count

100 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
101 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
102  KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
103 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
104 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
105 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 1 6 1 0
106 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
107  KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
108  KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
109  KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
110 KHMR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
111  KSHM 0 0 0 2 0 1 3 2 1 5 0 2
112 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 0 0
113 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 0 0
114 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
115 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 3 3 0
116 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0
117 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 4 0 0
118  KSHM 0 0 0 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 1 0 1
119 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
120 KSHM 0 0 0 0.5 0 0 8.5 6 1 9 2 1
121  KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
122 KSHM 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 0 0
123 KSHM 0 0 0 2 0 1 3 1 2 5 0 2
124 KSHM 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0
125 KATU 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0
126  KATU 0 0 0.5 1.5 0 1 1 1 0 3 0 3
127  KATU 0 0 0.5 0.5 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 1
128  KATU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
129 KATU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
130 KATU 0 0 0 1.5 0 0.5 1 0.5 1 3 1 2
131  KATU 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 2 5 1 0

236



237

APPENDICES

Diag Tent Multi
EPto LPto Ro ERo LRo Count Count Count
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NK TIP LDyn
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Multi

Count Count Count

Diag  Tent

EPto LPto Ro ERo LRo
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APPENDIX 5

Sums of period indices for all AOIs. Total counts by AOI of datable diagnostics, tentatively dated diagnostics,
and multiple period diagnostics are shown.

AOI NK TIP IDyn Pto EPto LPto
KABA 0 0 0 1 0 0
KABQ 23 0 1 6 1 3
KATU 0 0 2 7.5 2 25
KBAR 0 0 0 245 45 15
KGHZ 1 0 55 505 105 205
KHMR 2 0 0 15 0 15
KSHM 0 0 0 11.5 1 7
KSSA 0 0 0 14 35 6.5
QMHA 0 0 0 31 75 9.5

Diag Tent Multi

AOI Ro ERo LRo Count Count Count
KABA 89 2 83 92 11 4
KABQ_ 21.5 4 9 52 3 7
KATU 15 4.5 5 25 5 8
KBAR 166.5 59 68.5 192 28 26
KGHZ 49 23 10 108 18 33
KHMR 12 5 5 16 2 4
KSHM 77.5 32 38 89 11 13
KSSA 95 21 50 109 14 9

QMHA 56 22 19 88 23 13
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