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Methods of Microwear Sampling and Imaging. To avoid coating
original material or subjecting it to analysis under vacuum,
high-resolution epoxy replicas were prepared for scanning elec-
tron micrography by using methods known to reproduce mi-
crowear with high fidelity (1, 2). Occlusal surfaces of teeth were
cleaned nonabrasively with a combination of liquid acetone/
ethanol and ethomeen-based solvent gels (3, 4) by using tech-
niques developed at the Natural History Museum Palaeontology
Conservation Unit for cleaning without abrasion. Molds were
prepared by using polyvinylsiloxane impression medium (Spee-
dex Light; Coltene Whaledent). Casts were made by using
Araldite 20/20 epoxy resin. Replicas were coated with gold
(Emitech K500X sputter coater).

Imaging for the main analyses of within- and between-tooth
variation used a Hitachi S-3600N scanning electron microscope
(SEM; secondary electron, topographic mode) with settings
standardized at: accelerating voltage, 15 kV; working distance,
18 mm; and automatic contrast and brightness. Standardization
is important for comparability of datasets (5). For image capture,
the orientation of the occlusal surface of the teeth was stan-
dardized, with the long axis of the tooth row and the flat occlusal
surfaces of the teeth perpendicular to the electron beam. SEM
images were captured at a magnification of 300, providing a
sampling site field of view of 417 � 312 �m, comparable with
that commonly used in analysis of occlusal microwear in mam-
mals (6, 7). Microwear was sampled at 11 different sites on 1

distal tooth of Edmontosaurus right maxilla NHM R3638 (tooth
2) and at 1 central site on each of 9 further teeth from the same
tooth row. Additional data were obtained from 1 central site
from 1 tooth in each of the 3 additional specimens (right maxilla
NHM R3653, left maxilla NHM R3654, and right dentary NHM
R3658). Sampling sites were selected to maximize the chances of
obtaining in vivo microwear and to minimize postmortem arte-
facts. The latter are less problematic than might be supposed,
because physical and chemical postmortem processes tend to
obliterate microwear features rather than create artefacts (8, 9).
To evaluate alternative statistical approaches to testing for
differences in feature orientation between sites, microwear was
also sampled at 7 sites along a vertical transect across Edmon-
tosaurus right maxilla NHM R3638 (tooth 2). Images for this
analysis were acquired by using an Alicona IFM (infinite focus
microscope; an optical, focus variation-based technique). Sam-
pling site field of view was 285 � 216 �m; illumination coaxial.
The 3D surface data acquired during this sampling were also
used for assessments of scratch depth. Digital scanning electron
micrographs and IFM images were downsampled to 900 pixels
wide by 675 pixels high by using Adobe Photoshop 7. Microwear
data were generated by using the custom software package
Microware 4.02 (10), running on a Dell Latitude D505 computer
running Windows XP Professional (Microsoft), with a 15-inch
active matrix TFT display set at a screen resolution of 1024 � 768
pixels, resulting in an onscreen magnification of approximately
630� for SEM and 1000� for IFM.
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Fig. S1. Transect from apex (site 1) to base (site 7) across the functional surface of second tooth from posterior, right maxilla specimen NHM R3638 (see Fig.
1 for locations of sample sites). Class 2 microwear features are marked. Field of view is 285 �m wide.
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Fig. S2. Equal area stereographic projection showing tooth occlusal surface inclined at 50° from horizontal, raking 7.5° from anterior, and containing
microwear classes 1–4 (in vivo orientations). Microwear data were scored in images acquired from horizontally oriented surfaces, and they were reoriented by
using standard sterographic techniques. Arrow shows trend and plunge in tooth surface of pure orthal movement. Pure lateral translation, relative to sagittal
plane, would be along the 90° axis of stereonet.
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