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\ Mako Shark, Isurus hastalis

(Approximately 4%

sresent but, the most common

. Isurus hastalis, has teeth that lack serrations and

e

iypically take the shape of an isosceles iria
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A barbed stingray tail spine.
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Y Actobatus sp.

Myliohatis sp.

Stingrays, Aetobatus sp. and Myliobatis sp.
ntage data unavailable)
ki plates form the large

srays. Complete dental batterie v
likely those of Myliobatis, whereas chevion ¢

ght segments a

Colrormiy o et e ents are from Aetobatus. The roots of the tooth correspond to the corrugated surfaces.

Tiger Sharks, Galeocerdo contortus and Galeocerdo aduncus

. (Approximately 20% combined)
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Sand Tiger Sharks, Carcharias spp.

(Approimately 5%)

Cusple ¥
Slender roots and crown characterize these graceful weeth
Well-preserved teeth exhibit at least one tiny, sharply
pointed cusplet on each shoulder of the 0oth's root
The slender cutting edges of these teeth are unserrated
i

Lemon Shark, Negaprion eurybathrodon

) Approximately
Tooth crowns are narrow and unserrated. The tooth shoulde

may be weakly serrated. Worn, lower g

ay shark teeth look

very much like those of the lemon shark
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Snaggletooth Shark, Hemipristis serra
Approximately 159
T'he upper teeth are coarsely serrated. Upper lateral teeth have a

long

base and a gentle laterally curving erown. Although the lower

anterior teeth are superficially similar (0 those of the sand tiger, they

are more robust and lack the slender clongate root lobes.

Both species exhibit an evenly serrated asymmetrical crown
The teeth of ¢

and are not as flatened as are the teeth of Galeocerdo aduncus

jocerdo contortus exhibit a gently sinuous (twisted) crown,

ect, slender crown of each tooth lacks serrations. The enamele

K wting
edges extend out onto the wide shoulders of these bilaterally symmetric
teeth. Angel shark teeth also exhibit a so-called apror on each woth - ventral
tongue-like extension of the enamel on the ooth's labial (lip) side. On the inside
—_— — ) of each tooth (as seen in a side view shown above), a long projection of the root

gives the woth a tiradiate oot structure
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Hammerhead Sharks, Sphyrna laevissima /
Approximately 1%) ) ¢
The low crown of these smootheedged teeth _&‘ -— ) P

with the root lobes

orms an acute ang|

esulting in a strongly notched distal margin.
Thresher Sharks, Alopias spp.
(Approximately 1%)
/ The widely spaced, rounded root lobes are separated
_ N sy a broadly arching basal margin. The low, unserrated
- i curves smoothly to the side in all teeth except those
- R car the symphysis.
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Cow Shark, Notorynchus primigenius
Approximately 1%

Gray Sharks, Carcharhinus spp

In spite of their rarity, their distinctive multicusped morphol

ailitates identification. Upper teeth usually have far fewer (Over 4
Gt e Modern gray sharks are the most successful nearshore sharks
oth in numbers of individuals and specics. Five species have been
dentified in Miocene sediments from the Chesapeake Bay area
Unfortunately, isolated and water-worn teeth are difficult to identify
0 species. Unlike lemon shark tecth, those of Miocene gray sharks
¥
are almost always serrated.
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Diskshaped shark vertebral centra from gray sharks, Carcharhinus spp.
are far more common than those of any other shark. Large paired dorsal
o and ventral openings (foramina) characterize this type of backbone segment
S Wy

Giant White Shark, Carcharodon megalodon
Approxinately 8

Many shark-tooth experts prefer the name Garcharocles mega
believing that this shark is not closely related 1o the living Great White

Shark. A dark-colored chevronshaped area on the inside surface of the 4

tooth marks the boundary betwes

the massive root and the enameled,

crown. Small, evensized serrations also characterize these et

Large, well-preserved teeth are exceedingly rarc




