21: Baby girl names in 1880

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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21: Baby girl names in 1885

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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Ly §l2: Baby girl names in 1935
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1: Baby girl names in 1890 NMary  $o: Baby girl names in 1940 Divergence contribution 5D50,T(%)
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21: Baby girl names in 1895

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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Nary 220 Baby girl names in 1945
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21: Baby girl names in 1900

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 1950
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21: Baby girl names in 1905 Nary 220 Baby girl names in 1955 Divergence contribution 5D50,T(%)
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21: Baby girl names in 1910

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(25: Baby girl names in 1960
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21: Baby girl names in 1915

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 1965
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21: Baby girl names in 1920

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 1970
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21: Baby girl names in 1925

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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21: Baby girl names in 1930
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(29: Baby girl names in 1980
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21: Baby girl names in 1935
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(29: Baby girl names in 1985
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21: Baby girl names in 1940

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 1990
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Divergence contribution DY, (%)
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21: Baby girl names in 1945

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 1995
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49.3%—50.7%



21: Baby girl names in 1950 (29: Baby girl names in 2000
Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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21: Baby girl names in 1955

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(2: Baby girl names in 2005
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21: Baby girl names in 1960

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence

| | | | |
I I

] ]
I I I I
0 1/4 1/2 3/4 1 3/22 3 5

DY (9,1 Q2) = 0.926

X Z (1 o 57%.1#%,2)
i Karen <

xmax{ ! ! } usan"
bl

rr1 7 rr2 Cy
NS

Donna <

Debora

Pamela &0

Debrag> & <O
eryl s O

Robin >
Debbigd & ’:
Rhofida ~<$

O

K 10
O

1,000 %)

10,000 Ko
Counts per cell %

100,000

< Elxabeth

100,000

(25: Baby girl names in 2010
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21: Baby girl names in 1965

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(25: Baby girl names in 2015
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21: Baby girl names in 1970

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(25: Baby girl names in 2020

L $tant
4.98x10 /5ﬁ\
_ 5.02x10~4 x '5.02x10-4
Elizabeth
> Olivig, o '5.00x10~°
S <>Em 9a
O Ava
Abigail
Ella
& Isabells
& fanna
Jarper 1
10
s
Q
SRS
Q
NG
S
,Q
\17& Q
& V
T Q%Q
~
G&O&’ &@%
T &
%9%
‘b Balances:
\Q)%o"&;b'& 52.1% total counts 47.9%
v S 40.7% all names 75.8%
100,000 Q

59.4% exclusive names 78.2%

Divergence contribution DY, (%)

0

4.98x10-2

Jennifer 1-—430.5
Olivia
Lisa 2—1.,038
Emma
Kimberly 3184
Ava
Michelle 4335
Charlotte
Amy 5—215
Sophia
Angela 6-—251
Amelia
Melissa 7348
Isabella
Tammy 84,111
Mia
Mary 9123
Evelyn
Tracy 102,302
Harper >
Julie 11—0612
Camila
Karen 12-—827
Abigail
Laura 13+—356.5
Gianna
Christine 141,017
Luna
Susan 15—977
Ella
Dawn 16—2,177
Elizabeth
Stephanie 17438
Sofia
Emily
Heather 191,444
Avery
Kelly 20-—=746.5
Mila
Tina 212,156

49.3%—50.7%



21: Baby girl names in 1971

Instrument: Rank-Turbulence Divergence
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(29: Baby girl names in 2021
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