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a b s t r a c t
The speculative method and data suggested by Lario et al. [J. Lario, C.J. Dabrio, C. Zazo, J.L. Goy, F. Borja, A.
Cabero, T. Bardají, P.G. Silva, 2010, Comment on “Formation of chenier plain of the Doñana marshland (SW
Spain): Observations and geomorphic model” by A. Rodríguez-Ramírez and C.M. Yáñez-Camacho [Marine
Geology 254 (2008) 187–196], Marine Geology, this Issue] and other researchers in their papers and
comments about the marine radiocarbon reservoir effect in the Gulf of Cádiz are unreliable. The previous
regional investigations (Soares's comment [A.M.M. Soares, 2010, Comment on “Formation of chenier plain of
the Doñana marshland (SW Spain): Observations and geomorphic model” by A. Rodríguez-Ramírez and C.M.
Yáñez-Camacho [Marine Geology 254 (2008) 187–196], Marine Geology, this Issue] and others papers)
about the calibration of radiocarbon marine samples cannot be ignored or undervalued. At present, accurate
and reliable ΔR values exist and must be used when building up chronological frameworks for the
interpretation of Holocene marine environments. During the interval 2000–200 BP or circa 4500 BP ΔR
values from the Andalusian coast of the Gulf of Cádiz are invariably lower than those from the Algarvian
coast. Its calculated weighted mean is − 135 ± 20 14C yr. Between 4000 BP and 2000 BP ΔR data are still
lacking but a conservative ΔR value of 100 ± 100 14C yr can be adopted.
© 2010 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction
Radiocarbon dates on marine samples have not been used as
extensively as terrestrial biosphere (charcoal or bone) dates for the
setting up of absolute chronologies because interpreting those dates is
complicated by oceanographic factors. To set up chronologies for a
particular coastal area using marine samples, previous research
concerning the oceanographic conditions and the marine reservoir
effect for that coastal area is needed in order to obtain accurate and
reliable results. Lario et al. (2010-this issue), like other recent papers
(Morales et al., 2008; Rodríguez-Ramírez and Yáñez-Camacho, 2008;
Rodríguez-Ramírez et al., 2009; Gutiérrez-Mas et al., 2009a,b), forgot
the oceanographic conditions in the Gulf of Cádiz in their publications
with the consequences that will be mentioned straight forwards.
Lario et al. (2010-this issue) talk about “an ongoing discussion
about the validity of radiocarbon ages”. We think that the discussion
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is more about the misuse of radiocarbon dates of marine samples as it
is also explained ahead.
2. The mistaken use of R versus ΔR in the former regional papers
As Lario et al. (2010-this issue) comment in their manuscript we
also believe that “… the erroneous values used by us [Lario, Dabrio
and other collaborators] to correct the reservoir effect in 14C dating
from the Gulf of Cadiz derive from a misunderstanding of the terms:
global average R, regional R and ΔR”. This misunderstanding of the
terms, namely those of regional R and ΔR continues in the Lario et al.
(2010-this issue) comment. It is clear that regional methodological
work, previously published on this topic (Soares, 2005, 2008; Soares
and Dias, 2006a,b, 2007; Soares and Martins, 2009), have not been
applied to the research of coastal evolution and Lario et al. (2010-this
issue) have failed to understand how radiocarbon ages of marine
samples must be correctly calibrated.
Stuiver et al. (1986) modeled the response of the world's oceans
to atmospheric 14C variations. The marine calibration curve (Marine09 and also the previous curve Marine04) is based in this model
(Reimer et al., 2009; Hughen et al., 2004). Regional differences in
radiocarbon content between the sea surface water of a speciﬁc region
and the average world sea surface water are due to several causes and
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anomalies, namely the upwelling of deep water. A parameter, denoted
as ΔR, can be deﬁned as the difference between the reservoir age of
the mixed layer of the regional ocean and the reservoir age of the
mixed layer of the average world ocean in AD 1950. ΔR values are
often determined for a particular geographical region by radiocarbon
dating of pairs of samples of the same age but of different reservoir
origins (terrestrial and marine) and converting the terrestrial
biosphere sample radiocarbon age into a marine model age; this
marine model age is then deducted from the radiocarbon age of the
associated marine sample to yield ΔR (Stuiver and Braziunas, 1993).
Upwelled waters are depleted in 14C relative to surface sea water. Since
rates of regional upwelling can vary in the course of time and the intensity
of radiocarbon depletion in the mixed layer depends upon the upwelling
activity, it is likely that values of ΔR can also vary in the course of time in
those regions where this phenomenon exists. Positive high ΔR values can
be correlated with a strong upwelling, while low or negative ΔR values
correspond with a weak, or even nonexistent, upwelling.
3. The regional reservoir value of Lario et al. (2010-this issue) and
their former papers
The value of 440 ± 85 14C yr for R(t) at 2490 ± 60 BP published in
1996 by Lario (see Comment by Lario et al., 2010-this issue), which
corresponds to a value of 35 ± 85 14C yr for ΔR (following the same
Comment) has little reliability. This value of ΔR that appears in the
Comment of Lario et al. (2010-this issue) is mentioned for the ﬁrst
time in this paper, never before. The way followed by those authors
was to deduct from the marine radiocarbon date the apparent age R
(t), that was considered as a constant, and then the resulting date was
calibrated using a calibration curve for terrestrial samples.
Following Dabrio et al. (1999, p. 269; 2000, p. 384) the calculation of
this value of the marine reservoir effect was done “by means of two
accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS) ablation probes carried out on
organic material and on a shell collected in the same layer of a core drilled
in the lower reaches of the Guadalquivir River”. The organic material is
twigs (Dabrio et al., 1999, Table 1; Dabrio et al., 2000, Table 1) or peat
following the Comment of Lario et al. (2010-this issue). Twigs or peat must
never be used for the determination of a radiocarbon reservoir effect, since
it will be very doubtful to be certain of the contemporaneity between this
kind of sample and an associated marine sample. On the other hand, Lario
et al. (2010-this issue) say, and we partially agree, that “estuarine mollusc
shells cannot be calibrated directly using the marine reservoir effect” and
for the same and better reason that an estuarine mollusc shell cannot be
used for the determination of a marine radiocarbon reservoir effect. Was
the shell dated by Lario (1996) a marine shell? From what mollusc species
was it? These questions are not clariﬁed in any place. Its isotopic
composition (−2.9‰) is in the threshold between marine and brackish
waters. 21 shell samples from the eastern zone of the Gulf of Cádiz were
radiocarbon dated till now (Soares, 2005, 142–149; Soares and Martins,
2009). The most part of the samples have a positive δ13C, while −2.0‰ is
the most negative value determined for a sample of Venerupis decussatus
collected in an archaeological site near El Puerto de Santa María, Cádiz
(Soares, 2005, 143). We doubt that the radiocarbon dated shell by Lario
(1996) was a marine shell; otherwise, it must be noted that it was “a shell
collected in the lower reaches of the Guadalquivir River”.
Besides the doubts mentioned above about the accuracy and
reliability of the value calculated by Lario (−440 ± 85 14C yr: Lario,
1996, p. 172, Table 4.4), it must be noted that the ﬁrst value published
by Lario is a negative value instead of the correct positive value of R(t)
440 ± 85 14C yr (1), according to the deﬁnition of Stuiver et al. (1986).
Rðt Þ = 2930−2490 

qﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃ
2
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ð602 + 60 Þ = 440  85 Cyr

ð1Þ

However, this incorrect negative value of R(t) was published in the
subsequent papers of Dabrio et al. (1999, 2000) and none of their
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marine radiocarbon dates was converted into calendar dates using
any ΔR value. Since then, several regional publications about Holocene
coastal evolution (e.g. Borja et al., 1999; Lario et al., 2002) have used
that roughly approach to carry out the calibration of sea shell samples
or re-used the Lario's (1996) calibrated dates.
4. The need to review ΔR for the area: what reservoir effect
correction should be used in the Gulf of Cádiz?
Research concerning the variability of the marine radiocarbon
reservoir effect in the Gulf of Cádiz, and consequently of the upwelling
phenomenon in the same region, during the Holocene, has been and is
under way (Soares and Dias, 2006b). Results were presented during
the IGCP#495 Annual Conference (2008) that took place at Faro
(Portugal) and where at least some of Lario's collaborators were
present. For these reasons the comments by Lario et al. (2010-this
issue) about this research, namely about “location of particular
samples, radiocarbon ages, ΔR values, sample material, laboratory
code, etc.” do not seem elegant. Meanwhile, these results were
published (Soares and Martins, 2009). In Fig. 1 ΔR data determined for
the Gulf of Cádiz are plotted against time. Besides the variability of the
marine reservoir effect shown in the plot, two interesting and
important features can be easily identiﬁed, comparing the results
from the southern Portuguese coast (northwestern zone of the Gulf of
Cádiz) with those from the eastern zone of the Gulf of Cádiz
(Andalusian coast): (i) during the last three Millennia the ΔR values
from the Andalusian coast are invariably lower than those from the
Algarvian coast; (ii) positive ΔR values were determined for the time
interval 4500–4000 BP for the entire Gulf of Cádiz.
As referred to above, due to the conﬁguration of the eastern
coastline of the Gulf of Cádiz wind-driven coastal upwelling is
nonexistent in this coastal region, and the negative ΔR values
determined for the interval 2000–200 BP or circa 4500 BP are in
accordance with this fact. Conversely, for the southern Portuguese
coast the ΔR values are positive implying the existence of an active
upwelling off the coast. A weighted mean value for ΔR can be
calculated for this coast taking into account all the values determined
for the last three Millennia with three exceptions—the modern value,
the peak at 1140 ± 45 BP and the negative value at 1280 ± 40 BP (see
Soares and Martins, 2009, Table 1)—since the remaining seven values
are statistically the same at 95.4% level. The calculated mean for ΔR
will be 65 ± 20 14C yr. On the other hand, using the six negative values
for the eastern coast of the Gulf of Cádiz and the same statistical
criteria the calculated weighted mean for ΔR will be −135 ± 20 14C yr.
Before and after the time interval 4500–4000 BP the eastern coast
seems to be characterized by the absence of an active upwelling as is
the case today, while the southern Portuguese coast seems to have
been subject to an active and variable wind-driven upwelling. ΔR data
are still lacking between 4000 BP and 2000 BP but a conservative ΔR
value of 100 ± 100 14C yr can be adopted and applied (RodríguezVidal et al., 2009).
5. Final considerations
Soares (2005) was the ﬁrst to determine an accurate marine
radiocarbon reservoir effect ΔR for the eastern coast of the Gulf of
Cádiz, which was published 1 year later (Soares and Dias, 2006b).
From this date, and until 2009 (Rodríguez-Vidal et al., 2009), several
publications concerning the Gulf of Cádiz have not used the available
values of ΔR (e.g. Morales et al., 2008; Gutiérrez-Mas et al., 2009a, b;
Zazo et al., 2009). The successive Comments and Replies published in
Marine Geology during 2009 and 2010 indicate an evident persistence
of certain teams in not recognizing the new contributions on this
matter (see Soares, 2010-this issue). This was the principal circumstance that led us to recommending that “all published works in the
Atlantic Iberian Spanish coast from the year 1996 have an incorrect
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Fig. 1. ΔR (± 1σ) values for the Gulf of Cádiz plotted versus terrestrial

value of regional reservoir (ΔR) and, therefore, all calibrated ages and
obtained conclusions must be kept in quarantine, until new revision”
(Rodríguez-Vidal et al., 2009), which is now criticized by Lario et al.
(2010-this issue).
The ﬁnal conclusion of Lario et al. (2010-this issue) estimates
that “the more reliable values of ΔR in the Gulf of Cádiz for middlelate Holocene samples seem to range between ΔR = 35 ± 85 yr and
ΔR = 95±15 yr”. This last value was determined for the Portuguese
coast, which is characterized by an active and variable upwelling
conversely to what happens in the Andalusian coast of the Gulf of
Cádiz. Consequently this value is meaningless concerning its
application to marine radiocarbon dates of samples collected at
this location. The values of 35 ± 85 14C yr, 80 ± 110 14C yr (Lario
et al., 2010-this issue, Fig. 2) or 75 ± 100 14C yr (Soares, 2010-this
issue) determined with the pair of samples from Lucio del Pescador
must be discarded taking into consideration the kind of terrestrial
sample and the doubts about the shell sample that were
radiocarbon dated, as discussed above. On the other hand, we
cannot foresee what meaningful conclusion can be drawn for the
Fig. 2 presented by Lario et al. (2010-this issue). What they did only
was to play with numbers or with statistics. The calibration of
marine radiocarbon dates using anyone of the following ΔR values
35 ± 85, 80 ± 110, 95 ± 15, or 100 ± 100 14C yr, due to their mean
values and large associated errors, will lead to statistically not
distinct calendar ages. Nevertheless, for several reasons mentioned and
explained above, the ﬁrst three values would have an inadequate use,
due to their inaccuracy or unreliability, if they were applied on the
calibration of marine radiocarbon dates.
Of course, further research is needed to obtain more ΔR data in
order to reliably calibrate conventional radiocarbon dates from
marine shell samples with ages ascribed to Holocene time intervals
badly sampled or not sampled at all. Nevertheless, scientiﬁc
evidence points out that, during Late Holocene, the eastern coast
of the Gulf of Cádiz is characterized by the absence of an active
upwelling as is the case today. A mean ΔR value of − 135 ± 20 14C yr
has been calculated for this last situation.
Therefore, and in contrary of Lario et al.'s (2010-this issue)
opinion, in their ﬁnal paragraph, there are now reliable values of ΔR to
calibrate Mid–Late Holocene marine samples in the Gulf de Cádiz, and
were so applied by Rodríguez-Vidal et al. (2009).

14

C ages (± 1σ) (Soares and Martins, 2009).

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by the Spanish–FEDER Projects
CGL2006-01412 and CTM2006-06722. It is a contribution to IGCP
Projects 526 and 588 (former 495).
References
Borja, F., Zazo, C., Dabrio, C.J., Díaz del Olmo, F., Goy, J.L., Lario, J., 1999. Holocene aeolian
phases and human settlements along the Atlantic coast of southern Spain. The
Holocene 9, 337–339.
Dabrio, C.J., Zazo, C., Lario, J., Goy, J.L., Sierro, F.J., Borja, F., González, J.A., Flores, J.A.,
1999. Sequence stratigraphy of Holocene incised-valley ﬁlls and coastal
evolution in the Gulf of Cádiz (southern Spain). Geologie en Mijnbouw 77,
263–281.
Dabrio, C.J., Zazo, C., Goy, J.L., Sierro, F.J., Borja, F., Lario, J., González, J.A., Flores, J.A.,
2000. Depositional history of estuarine inﬁll during the last postglacial transgression (Gulf of Cadiz, Southern Spain). Marine Geology 162, 381–404.
Gutiérrez-Mas, J.M., Juan, C., Morales, J.A., 2009a. Evidence of high energy events in
shelly layers interbedded in coastal Holocene sands in Cadiz Bay (south-west
Spain). Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 34, 810–823.
Gutiérrez-Mas, J.M., López-Arroyo, J., Morales, J.A., 2009b. Recent marine lithofacies in
Cadiz Bay (SW Spain). Sedimentary Geology 218, 31–47.
Hughen, K.A., Baillie, M.G., Bard, E., Beck, J.W., Bertrand, C.J.H., Blackwell, P.G., Buck, C.E.,
Burr, G.S., Cutler, K.B., Damon, P.E., Edwards, R.L., Faibanks, R.G., Friedrich, M.,
Guilderson, T.P., Kromer, B., McCormac, G., Manning, S., Bronk Ramsey, C., Reimer,
P.J., Reimer, R.W., Remmele, S., Southon, J.R., Stuiver, M., Talamo, S., Taylor, F.W.,
Van der Plicht, J., Weyhenmeyer, C.E., 2004. Marine04: marine radiocarbon age
calibration, 0–26 cal kyr BP. Radiocarbon 46 (3), 1059–1086.
Lario, J., 1996. Último y Presente Interglacial en el área de conexión Atlántico–
Mediterráneo: Variaciones del nivel del mar, paleoclima y paleoambientes.
Unpublished Ph.D.Thesis. Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 269 pp.
Lario, J., Zazo, C., Goy, J.L., Dabrio, C.J., Borja, F., Silva, P.G., Sierro, A., González, A., Soler,
V., Yll, E., 2002. Changes in sedimentation trends in SW Iberia Holocene estuaries
(Spain). Quaternary International 93–94, 171–176.
Lario, J., Dabrio, C.J., Zazo, C., Goy, J.L., Borja, F., Cabero, A., Bardají, T., Silva, P.G., 2010.
Comment on “Formation of chenier plain of the Doñana marshland (SW Spain):
Observations and geomorphic model” by A. Rodríguez-Ramírez and C.M. YáñezCamacho [Marine Geology 254 (2008) 187–196]. Marine Geology 275, 290–291
(this issue).
Morales, J.A., Borrego, J., San Miguel, E.G., López-González, N., Carro, B., 2008.
Sedimentary record of recent tsunamis in the Huelva Estuary (southwestern
Spain). Quaternary Science Reviews 27, 734–746.
Reimer, P.J., Baillie, M.G.L., Bard, E., Bayliss, A., Beck, J.W., Blackwell, P.G., Bronk
Ramsey, C., Buck, C.E., Burr, G.S., Edwards, R.L., Friedrich, M., Grootes, P.M.,
Guilderson, T.P., Hajdas, I., Heaton, T.J., Hogg, A.G., Hughen, K.A., Kaiser, K.F.,
Kromer, B., McCormac, F.G., Manning, S.W., Reimer, R.W., Richards, D.A., Southon,
J.R., Talamo, S., Turney, C.S.M., van der Plicht, J., Weyhenmeyer, C.E., 2009.
IntCal09 and Marine09 radiocarbon age calibration curves, 0–50,000 years cal BP.
Radiocarbon 51 (4), 1111–1150.

J. Rodríguez-Vidal et al. / Marine Geology 275 (2010) 292–295
Rodríguez-Ramírez, A., Yáñez-Camacho, C.M., 2008. Formation of chenier plain of the
Doñana marshland (SW Spain): observations and geomorphic model. Marine
Geology 254, 187–196.
Rodríguez-Ramírez, A., Morales, J.A., Borrego, J., San Miguel, E.G., 2009. “Formation of
Chenier plain of the Doñana marshland (SW Spain): Observations and geomorphic
model” by A. Rodríguez-Ramírez and C. M. Yáñez-Camacho [Marine Geology 254
(2008) 187–196]. Marine Geology 263, 123–125.
Rodríguez-Vidal, J., Ruiz, F., Cáceres, L.M., 2009. Comment on “Formation of chenier
plain of the Doñana marshland (SW Spain): Observations and geomorphic model”
by A. Rodríguez-Ramírez and C.M. Yáñez-Camacho [Marine Geology 254 (2008)
187–196]. Marine Geology 263, 120–122.
Soares, A.M.M., 2005. Variabilidade do “Upwelling” Costeiro durante o Holocénico nas
Margens Atlânticas Ocidental e Meridional da Península Ibérica. Unpublished PhD
dissertation. Faculdade de Ciências do Mar e do Ambiente, Universidade do Algarve.
Soares, A.M.M., 2008. Radiocarbon dating of marine samples from Gulf of Cádiz.
Abstracts Annual Conference IGCP 495, Faro, Portugal, pp. 6–7.
Soares, A.M.M., 2010, Comment on “Formation of chenier plain of the Doñana
marshland (SW Spain): Observations and geomorphic model” by A. RodríguezRamírez and C.M. Yáñez-Camacho [Marine Geology 254 (2008) 187–196], Marine
Geology, this issue. doi:10.1016/j.margeo.2009.07.017.

295

Soares, A.M.M., Dias, J.M.A., 2006a. Coastal upwelling and radiocarbon-evidence for
temporal ﬂuctuations in ocean reservoir effect off Portugal during the Holocene.
Radiocarbon 48, 45–60.
Soares, A.M.M., Dias, J.M.A., 2006b. Once upon a time … the Azores Front penetrated into the
Gulf of Cadiz. Abstracts 5th Symposium on the Iberian Atlantic Margin. 3 pp.
Soares, A.M.M., Dias, J.M.A., 2007. Reservoir effect of coastal waters off western and
Northwestern Galicia. Radiocarbon 49, 925–936.
Soares, A.M.M., Martins, J.M.M., 2009. Radiocarbon dating of marine samples from Gulf of
Cádiz: the reservoir effect. Quaternary International. doi:10.1016/j.quaint.2009.10.012.
Stuiver, M., Braziunas, T.F., 1993. Modeling atmospheric 14C inﬂuences and 14C ages of
marine samples to 10,000 BC. Radiocarbon 35, 137–189.
Stuiver, M., Pearson, G.W., Braziunas, T.F., 1986. Radiocarbon age calibration of marine
samples back to 9000 cal yr BP. Radiocarbon 28, 980–1021.
Zazo, C., Dabrio, C.J., Goy, J.L., Lario, J., Cabero, A., Silva, P.G., Bardají, T., Mercier, N., Borja,
F., Roquero, E., 2009. The coastal archives of the last 15 ka in the Atlantic–
Mediterranean Spanish linkage area: sea level and climate changes. Quaternary
International 181, 72–87.

