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Figure S1:  Sensitivity analysis of EWS rolling window metrics of benthic 5'80 (left) and
813C (right) in the run-up to the PETM. ‘Default’ results (black) are compared with non-

interpolated (blue), 25 % rolling window (red), and 75 % rolling window (green) results.
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Figure S2:  Sensitivity analysis of EWS rolling window metrics of benthic $'30 (left) and

813C (right) across the PETM and ETM2. ‘Default’ results (black) are compared with non-

interpolated (blue), 25 % rolling window (red), and 75 % rolling window (green) results.



