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The locationmap of Wong Tei Tung site at Sham Chung, Hong Kong SAR
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The stratigraphy of T3-T4 northern section of Wong Tei Tung site
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(L3), ; 0.80~ 1.20m 4 (L4), : 1.20~ 1.58m
5 (L), . 1.58m 6 (L6), : 2.20m
(OSL) ,
(D
1
Correlation between OSL dating result and Hong Kong quatemary stratigraphy
OSL
( )| (m) (a BP) (a BP)
T4 L1 010 193864
22200300~ 1400200 (TL)
T4 1.2 0 30 2848126
T4 1.3 0 70 6 800600 6 760130~ 520112 (1C)
T4 1.4 1 00 39 000E1 320
33 575£3 186~ 16 289831 ('“C)
T4 L5 120 35 000E1 350 29 3002 300~ 23 8002 000 (TL)
157 500£36 300~ 126 100£10 100 (OSL)
T4 1.6 > 158
* The Quatemary Geology of Hong Kong ( € » 2000)
, 120 000 ,
4m~ 6m, ’
75 000 R , TTm,
H , 28000 ,
25000 18 000~ 17 000 , 120~ 130m ,
7 000~ 6000 , ,
) 1~ 3m [13 ”»” s
75000
, , , T3T4 14 L5 ,
40 000 T4L4 T4L5 OSL 39000%1 320 BP 35 000
*1350 BP, T4L5 T44 L5 ,
L4 L5
, TAL4 T4L5 T4.2

95% , , , L4 (Aporasa) , 15
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(Mdlotus), 1.2 ( Ewphoorbiaceae)
(Pinus) , T413 ,
, 7000~ 6 500 , ,
2
5, 10m’
) T1
T2, Tl ( 2. 5m) , T2 , 1% 1. 5m
, 0.3~
0.5m, 15m ,
T3 T4,
, 1% 2m
3
( SDh1 5 x 10m,
SD2  4x 8m, SD3 10
x 10m),
130
T3-T4 6 \Q
™ A
0”7 10~ 2om)
£
L1, 10. 53 ;
~ 8 35m, 0-04~ The Wong Tei Tung site tapography and test pits location
0.15m ( dark

gray 10YR4/1) (
{Munsell Soil Color Charts), Munsell Color, Gretag Macbeth Year

2000 Revised, ) , 90%,
10%
L2, 10. 42~ 8.31m 0. 06~ 0. 35m (dark grayish brown
10YR4/2) , 10% , ,
L3, 10. 06~ 8 2m 0. 06~ 0.29m (light gray 10YR7/2)
95%, 5% , , T4 ,
L3 ,

) 2

L4, 9.77~ 8.22m 0. 12~ 0. 40m (yellow 10YR7/6) ,
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0.2cm  6¢cm, 6cm  20cm, 20 )
LS, 9.37~ 8.49m 0.11~ 0. 7lm (yellow 10YR7/8)
L4 , L4 ,
L6, ) , 0.10
~ 1. 20m, ,
4
: (
) ( ), 3261 ,
, T3 T4 156 48
18 3261 9
(2
) , /
’ ) ) o
2
Preliminary examination of the tool types and quantity
(%)
(‘adze-like lihic) 90 57. M
('scraper) 25 16. 02
(point) 14 8. 97
(hand axe) 9 5. 76
( chopper) 8 512
(arrow-like lithic) 3 1. %2
(awk-like lithic) 3 1. 2
( pick) 2 1. 28
( burin) 2 1. 28
156 100
T3 T4
, 9
(1) (arrow-like tool) (SCO4 SCO8)
45mm, 38mm, Smm, 84. 44, 13, 62.5 10g
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, 20 , ,
; ( [, 3)
(2) (handaxe) (SC04 T1SSC17  SC04 T414 SF1)
SC04 T1S SC17 T1
104mm, ( ) 61lmm, (
) 28mm, 58.65, 45. 90, 50.08 150¢
, 9mm 8mm
, S ( I, 1
SC04T4L4 SF1, T4L4 , ,
2mm 114nm 74mm 30mm 64.91,
38. 18 150g , ;
: ( [,
5)
(3) (pick) (SCO04 T4L5 SF1)
T4L5 , , (
) , 0. 5mm, 112mm 59mm 29mm,
52. 67, 49. 15, 44. 06 210g
) , 13mm, 9mm 95 ,
; ( I, 4
(4) (double edges saraper) (SC04 T3L1 SF27)
T3L1, , 132mm
76mm 23. 5Smm 33. 04, 30.92 160g
35°
( I.9
(5) (adze-like tool) (SCO4 T4L3 SKF7)
, 0 57. 69%, T4L3
( I, 6) , , 92mm (
) 52mm ( ) 32mm ( )
56. 52, 34.78, 39.13 160g ,
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Xom Trai (Sai Yok)
“ 7 (short axe) , e
(6) (side and end edge chopper) (SC04 T4L3 SFK2)
T41.3 , , 129mm
80mm 5%mm, 62.50, 73.75 470g ,
2 2 S 2
60°, 50%
, ( I,7
(7) (tortoise core) (SCO04 T4L2 SF8)
T412 , , 81lmm
85mm 32mm 260g ,
( [, 3
, T41.2 (blade) (SC04 T4L2 SF3),
) ) , 88mm 27mm 12 nm
30. 68, 44. 44 30g , 10mm, 16mm
( I, 2 , ( blade- core)
5
( ) ; ; ( )
, , ( 1) «
+ + + 2 ; (2) <« + + 2

- - » 79

[10]
2

(Long Rongrien)
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Partial stone implements from Wong Tei Tung Sie
1 (Handaxe SCO4 T1S SC17); 2. (Blade SC04 T412 SF3) 3. (Arrow-like tool SC04 SCOB); 4.
(Pick SC04T4L5 SF1); 5. (Handaxe SCO4 T4LA SF1); 6. (Adze-like tool SCO4T4L3 SF7); 7.
(Side and end-edge chopper SC04T4L3 SF2); 8. ( Tortoise Core SC04 T4L2 SF8); 9. ( Double edge
saaper SC04 TAL3 SC17)
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(3) :

(4) e (Arubon)
[13]

\ (5.76%),

40000 , ; 6800 ,

(6) ; (35000 ) ;
7 000~ 6500 , . :
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Preliminary Report on Trial Excavation at Wong Tei Tung
Archaeological Site, Sham Chung, Hong Kong SAR

WU Wei-hong', WANG Hong®, TAN Hu- zhong™®, ZHANG Zher hong’

(1. Hong Kong Archaeological Society; 2. Centrefor Lingnan Archaeology of Zhongshan University
Guangzhow  510275; 3 Guanghou Insitute f Geography, Guangzhou 510070)

Abstract: The Wong Tei Tung (Huangditong) archaeological site of Sham Chung (Shengchong) was
discovered by Mr. Huang Hu and Mr. Wu Weihong in spring, 2003. The site is situated at the
northern shore of the Sai King Peninsula, on the eastern part of the Hong Kong SAR, China. To the
east to the site, there is a hill named Wong Tei Tung ( 154 m height) . The site faces to a bay, namely
Three Fathoms Cover to the west. Hong Kong Archaeology Society and the Centre for Lingnan
Archaeology of Zhongshan University in Guangzhou conducted a trial excavation at the site during late
2004 to early 2005, funded by the Hong Kong SAR Government.

Large quantities of lithic artifacts are exposed both at the surface on the pebble beach and the
western slope, the extent of lithic exposing area on the pebble beach is about 300 m long and at height
of 15 m up the slope. Many lithics found at underwater also indicate the site was much larger than
before, sea reached the present level since 6000 BP.

The bedrock of the site is mudstone and siltstone observed at soil profile of test pits and auger
holes. The bedrock is overlaid by the silicon tuff in dark grey to black colour; an outcrop stands at
western slope at height of 40 m to 50 m, facing the sea. Such silicon tuff provides sufficient and high-
quality rav materials for lithic manufacturing.

Around 75 000 BP, a glacial maximum had reached and sea level had fallen to about 77 m lower
than at present. The last glaciation at Late Pleistocene commenced about 25 000 BP, reaching a
maximum at about 18 000 BP to 17 000 BP , with the sea level at its lowest a this time, falling to
around — 120 m or — 130 m. Three Fathoms Cover became a river valley and it is presumed that
ancient people inhabited in the site during this time. The site is situated at an undemwater river terrace
of at least 40 meters to 100 meters wide that face a river branch running into Tolo Hatbour and Mirs
Bay of northeastern Hong Kong SAR. Acwrding to marine chart, an undemwater terrace was found in
front of the site at present depth of less than S m. It is a hint that ancient people had occupied the
terrace before the sea reached present level since 6 000 BP.

Three squares (two 5 m* 10 m and one 10 mx 10 m) were enclosed both a pebble beach and
slope for surface artifacts density counting. A total of five test pits had been dug both on pebble beach
(T1 and T2) and hill slope (T3 to TS) . The lithics are unearthed in four test pits (T1 to T4) except
T5. TS5 is located at a slope terrace not far from a stream, because the ancient people could have
chosen that terrace. No pottery had been found in test pits (T3 to T5) of slope. Five strata ( LEFL5)
are identified containing substantial quantity of chucks, core, flakes, debitages, and lithic tools both
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in T3 and T4 at slope. L6 is a weathered bedrock without lithics.

Over 3 600 lithics were found both in pebble beach and test pits. A total of 156 pieces of lithic
are classified into nine categories artifacts after preliminary examination, these are adze- like lithic (or
short axe, 57.69%), scraper (16. % ), pont (8.97%), hand-axe ( biface 5.76% ), chopper
(5. 12%) , arrow-like lithic ( 1.92% ), awtlike lithic (1.92%), pick (1.28%) and burin
(L.28%).

Almost all lithics were made on thick transverse flakes ( used as blanks) and are identified as
flake tools. The techniques adopted were bifacally sophisticated retouch at edges of flakes (Mousterian-
like), few cores being identified as prepared platform cores indicating Levalloisian techmology. In
terms of morphology, afew lithics have Sumatralith core’ s traits. According to blades or flake- blades
identified in the Wong Tei Tung assemblage, we suggest that the techniques of Late Paleolithic Age to
Early Neolithic Age have been adopted for the assemblage.

Debitages, waste flakes, blades, cores, nodules and chucks were also discovered both on surface
and test pits which help to re- construct the entire lithic manufacture progress. Such finding provides a
clue and indicates Wong Tei Tung was an ancient lithic manufacturing workshop.

L1 to L3 of T4 at slope had been daed to 1938BP, 2848 BP and 6 800 BP respectively, 1.4 and
L5 dated to 39000 BP and 35000 BP respectively by the OSL dating; such datings and stratum are
correlating to Fanling Formation of Holocene and Chek Lap Kok Formatiion of late Pleistocene
stratigraphy respectively.

According to the lithic techniques, morphology, OSL dating and stratigraphy, a preliminary
conclusion can be drawn on the finds. There are two periods, the early period dating back to 40 000
BP and later period to 7000 BP.

Although, few traits of Wong Tei Tung assemblage were found similar to Southeast Asia lithics,
especially, according to morphology, short axe and Sumatralith cores. We couldn’ t simply trace them
to Hoabinhian, because a lithic assemblage resulted in interaction between environment and human
adaptation, Wong Tei Tung offers a glimpse lithic manufacturing in adaptation of a certain
environment. In the initial stage, we suggest that the assemblage is a lithic cluster of certain “ techne-

complex” rather than an archaeological culture.

Key words: Wong Tei Tung site; Lithic workshop; Late Paleolithic Age; Sham Chung of Hong
Kong; Southern China



