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7% (Kench et al., 2006, 2008)

Furthermore, while overwash sedimen-
tation represents a net addition 1o island buil the sand
sheets and lobes are not likely to be preserved as
recognizable tsunamite lavers because: the sand sheets
are very thin (average of .01 m); pedogenic processes and
bioturbation are likely to vertically mix the sediments; and,
the sand sheets will be difficult to recognize owing 1o their
composition of homogenous medium-sands with no
“| distinet bedding.
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