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LYERFRBEINECSARRRELEIRE, PERFRETENI NG EALFE, It 100044;
2. F BOUMF HHT R BT, 4RI 750001
1 E: KIRVAEHESS 7 Hb i 2003~2005 4 A H LA 2000 A F. W10 e AR S B (Equus
hemionus) . #% & J# (Coelodonta antiquitatis) . % [ it ¥ (Procapra przewalskii) . 7K 4+ (Bubalus
sp.) ST ZAENIIEM . AL TS B bR AR D WL B A S IR RE HARAT W A 2SI IR R K
KB MEI G, KX S E ARG N S AR B AR, WA /KIS BRI 0 Nasthik il . dat
HEBPEE 52 Lu] 1 R DI RR B BEARAS I IR W] T N RAEs R & B B ) £ e . 3%
e == G R = PR v U B CHRE 51 N S U NE N S 90 B2t ) UM (NG RRIRN = e L /e S e R £
JHcf . I, 3SR S B 1) 55 12 i sty NS RL/NIW FL ) 4 0 T B B0 G I AR A SR JE B T R
oL RPN R

KR HASRACIEI: AR5 7 Hots Wirlshte s B s da

FREASZES © Q915.86; HAFRIRAY : A; XERS :1000-3193(2014) 03-0343-12
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1 5]

AR B HEES 7 M (LR AR SDGT) AL T BRIk B 6 XA )1 T 2 e £ 28 km
b, ATBUX RS R TTE Z, HBEAAKR 4 38°17'52"N, 106°3021"E, gk 1205m, [
%1 RUR 20 300 m. 2002 4F 5 H,  TRERRE B HES) P NSRBI T )
I B 2 1 BAAE AR VA st bk R AT IR A 2 AR T R A i, Ty il e o2 R R
T ARSI NI . IR, & IRE R, Bz R E
B NS S s, IR Hedy 44 KR VAL 55 7 3 M. 2003~2005 4, Al BA
SHZHL AT TS 3AEM RGR I, WEETA 25m°, H Al S AT BB
Gl NGBS Y) TR ORI E K], I NS 2 S B 1 I TR RBUR
"ELEREA 27 ka ~25 ka BPP? ¥,

$ofs B #: 2013-07-20; 2 4% H 3 2013-10-28

EE&TE: FEMFR PR TREL Y T E (KZICX2-EW-QN110), FEHM 2k E K HFTE (KZZD-EW-15) , #
A2 07 M e b 2k S A & T (XDA05130302) 1 E R & & 36l 3 5 & & 1T %) (2010CB950203)

EHFA: RIAM (1972-) , B, BRERNA, FERFREEFEIDETALARFTAFLR, TEANFEHE SRR
% 5 538 38 ¥ % . Email: zhangshuangquan@ivpp.ac.cn
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2 MRSk

SDG7 {1 = JFE BEET 12m, M B2 Rl or R 12 )2, ARER T 1 SE It i JT 110 b 2 R A
Horpse vty BN R I ES 7~11 )2, S is W LA oRE 1A 8 R 11 2 (X
— YT AR AR E TR .

SDG7 1 B4k A7 (P34 von den Driesch®™ 5 Walker™, {14 BA7 > mm (22K)
TEAEG AW MER 2 AN, AT AATIEL . il 801t T SDGT W5 85 1 HEL K 27
S der @ v .

3 AT fa Ik

HFL4N Mammalia Linnaeus, 1758
% ZH Lagomorpha Brandt,1855
%R (GREF) Lepus sp.
MR Il (SDG7-7828) (& 1.1) .
R B i ST A, WA A PN SO o T4 ALK, ot BAL. W
{78 K 60.1mm. BD( izt f: A %% )8.9mm, 1t i A JE 6.8mm.

PR (GREF) Ochotonoides sp.

BB 47 RO, {75047 dp3-dp4 (SDG7-7915) (& 1.2) .

R FRUE R, dp3 e N TR Py, AN TR AR . s, S
MK, PIMHEEK T B . B MU & — R84, Ja M — KR, B w8
T Z R M. 5K 2.0mm; JiH5E 1.0mm, JEHGE 1.6mm. dpd TS AL, 45
e 5

Y& 4 B BT 0L B A A R I —Fh——% i LB % (Ochotonoides complicidens) ,
FEH TR B RS T ALK IR B s T e B
SDG7 (il R e tb A7 S izftAi b, i sE ok, MK, WHEMRAEIR, Bk
AR S S T B S oA e, BT AN AT R — R e

B H Carnivora Bodwich,1821
? EIBIN Vulpes vulgaris Oken, 1816

ML 4 m2 (SDG7-L26) (& 1.3) .

IR A m2 (7.6x5.4mm) F N, KMEEE, —MEemiv TeRpe: FRAREZE KR
TR, A AR, B2 BT AN, TR AR, 5 AR
SR, FRRRKT FHNR. XEHHIE S S IK (Vulpes vulgaris) —2, Wl S50 {E 1035 4
HWRIR TIX— 5. HIERIM BB A IR, 2R AS IR % B I A7 5E
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A& (BFskE) Canidae gen. et sp. indet.
MR MBS T (SDG7-9641) (18] 1.4)
IR WBSER G, BREPRERIE. Bk S N&ESm EAHE, 5
H N RS ) SR TSRMRL SO B s B NSk A S AMIN S AR FE AR Y, Hog e
MTERRE T CH RO TS ) N B MR A i, Rad%y sl AT ) T 8RR sh Py .
(R 139.7mm. BSH /N 3k f K 5E 24.6mm, 5 TR B 16.4mm, S5IR4:0R (Canis
lupus) FEHT A 2 K TN (Vulpes vulpes) .

Fr e Felis chinensis (=microtis) Gray, 1837

MRE RAF R0 5238 004 PR (SDG7-9235) (4] 1: 5a; 1:5b)

Ei::p N NI N N T W RS R (8T S NP AN T R A 17 1576 17 CO w5/, A B N 0 125 4738
P A AT DA LA PR ey B DI i 1) S S 22 12 1K N, T ml R4 5T T
IS Fo ARAS PBANRLAE T FIATR R AT A AL, K/ANIERSE . BIILSS ORI -

U A1) p3. pd A ml 41 El, AN p3 T S B mL 1 JE g A A K R R
22.1mm. p3 WML R =B, pd 2“7 FIE, ERTGM . p3 ikt 5.3, i 2.8,
p4 R 7.0mm, % 3.5mm. p3 JFHAIRGY, ATFIARA KR RAALAR. R ml
T R, RS, G R EREE, REAEA . ml it 8.6mm, i 4.1mm.

Z3 55 H Perissodactyla Owen, 1848
5 EF 9P Equus hemionus Pallas, 1774

M#E 7c il DP3/4 (SDG7-9407) , %5 —fi5 15 B (SDG7-7010) , A {l it & 12 i
(SDG7-9241) , JiEME 3 1 (SDG7-9441, SDG7-9290, SDG7-8684) (& 1:7; 1:8) .

R 2o DP3/4: eI T e, Hfiligss. BRI, miGum i, MM ek Ak
RIWN, BRI, ToISMHIE, T a2 1§y A7 WA . w5 0 BE A — 40 /NRl SRS 4
Ja BRI, RS . SRR, JUIEHTRE . ARRIM LG, RIS %, MIE:
1 27mmx 55 24mm  CBRUF A R B A, 58 BE I O I UED 5 J5i A 8.9mm. SDG7
(R IX A SRR A Sl 389 o 08 RO 5 SR A BE B/ SR ik T 5 5l B 9P (Equus
hemionus) —3{(,

BFR N E N W B AT, fha, Bl e B o R AL, 5 5N BF Y (Equus
hemionus) — &My B & X 51 1% [CEF 5 (Equus przewalskii) o & f/NGE 23mm, ok
K 78mm, HHBREAREE 29.5 (S EF 5 (G 5 0K — Ul — My Jl A 30 R 40 ) .

AR B e OGS T AR AR, U S I A . I Bd Gz KD -
56mm; Dd iz KJ5E) : 39.4mm.

O HMEME, MEARRS ST, BESEE BN R BIBOR, BTE K. RS RN A O R O
T LA A AT A5 A WA PL CHEAREKS) « 43.4mm; BFer CHip OGS I WE)
43.6mm; BFdr (5o fies) « 40.9mm; HFcr (RIS THE) « 23.6mm; HFdr (J5%
A : 20.0mm,

SENIEME (SN BY IR — ok 6 AMIEAE, B4 53D, MEARTH i~ , RS pi (7] 25 T AT
R S A O [ DG 15 1h0 LA 56 O REMEAH 255, 2 000 O [0 D45 T ARG B A, S 3F
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WSS A, W PL CHEARK : 39.2mm; BFer (FUCHHE%E) : 39.8mm; BFdr (5%
W E) « 36.2mm; HFcr (FiSSHiiE) « 18.6mm; HFdr (J5XI5M ) : 18.4mm,
SDG7 SRR S F . B /S IEHER B [/ — A3 M.
JEEME: AR =R, RIS, N RTINEAE (L1 8 L2) o RS 5 B R HR AN -

1% E B Coelodonta antiquitatis Blumenbach, 1807
ARE SN ER = E sy (SDG7-0001) (& 1.11)
IR AR, BRI T, AU SR FE DR SR A, T Sy G [ A V]
Ba o 28 Sy DT T S KT e, S B . M. e G 98 (distal maximal articular
breadth): 51mm; 12 i < 5 J5 (distal maximal articular depth): 46mm. 5598 ] 25 7 b o JL Ay 40
BRSO N ESE (55mm, 46mm) LT85 M, WX LR R IR AT, A
SR R M B I Je 45 6 R ) B =

{855 8 Artiodactyla Owen, 1848
I X R ¥4 Procapra przewalskii Buichner, 1891
(=Gazella przewalskii Biichner, 1891)

R} 5L MO br A (SDG7-8603) (& 1.6) &

IR O e, A5, BEU) TR ok A, R HER KB e
Pz, XLVGBAEATMHR R G FIAOKIBIA, B4 20.1mm, {542 28.4mm, i
SRR 71, SH7EEE T Boule™ %5 B ik [ Procapra przewalskii — 3. 3% [ & b
J7 DX W ST B A b ) WRN S, Hm W) A < GRS (Gazella przewalskii) 7.
oy U S B, AR AR AR A S ISR R AR % IR T AN A,
ANEFATH B R RN CEE T4

BETR (BFAE) Antilopinae gen. et sp. indet.
ML IR (SDG7-9999) (14 1.10) .
R AHLE TR S, AR A P R 2 (K 47.6) « WEA. K/AETS
HRE, T5RETREGHY (Prodorcas gutturosa) - %% (Gazella subgutturosa) 2
NI —HRATE RO — 8, MK T RS (Procapra przewalskii ) (1 4H S I i £ o

K& (ZRZEFH) Bubalus sp.

MR A fsk T (SDG7-9131) 5 MMk (SDG7-9280) ; Mk 2 {4 (SDG7-8085,
SDG7-8736) (& 1.9; 1.12) .

IR SDG7-9131: /KA A7 bk, AR 2RI 5 AT R T4 f . BRI %K B,
AURIAGY, HY5 FRIMCOE HAMAAHR, 5848 (Bison) . FJE (Bos) A=V F}
S A O X W I

SDG7-9280: /el ki, B AN AN T 1) 1o 48.3mm — 2t i Vi 45 2 FVIR VA B
AN BARIEYNK A2 37mm, 35/t 33.5mm; BP( A KW ): 134.6mm; BD( 1L ¥
R OK % ):121.3mm. B:105.2mm (i Sk MR K 58 ), ILARAESIK ;24 85.5mm,
# ok 63.5mm.
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1 SDG7 BEMMkA
Fig.1 Mammal species at SDG7
1. % (Lepussp.) ALE; 2. #L 5 % (Ochotonoides sp.) # T#1; 3. & @A (Vulpes vulgaris) 7 m2; 4. X+ (Canidae
gen. et sp. indet.) Z M H; 5 4% (Felis chinensis) # T41.a EMAL; b. FM4N; 6. % KFE# (Procapra
przewalskii) # ;7. % # ¥ 3 (Equus hemionus) DP3/4; 8. % # f I (Equus hemionus) % — 45 % &; 9. /& 4F (Bubalus
sp.) &M s B, 10. A F LA (Antilopinae gen. et sp. indet.) % —45¥ & ; 11. #{ & & (Coelodonta antiquitatis)
Mc. Il (M) ; 12. &4 (Bubalussp.) A4 %+ =fH . a. E4; b a4l (& F RATIBH LB R N 1em)
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SDG7-8085: /K2 =Mk KAk 13 ANHE, 5 W55 14 4> HERRLR, i
AT = AR, s gn . MESKAH I ar Y AR b, RIS, BT,
TG, B K, HABESMM (fovea costalis transversalis) . ll&: PL (HE{AK) -
73.4mm; BFcr (TS HiSE) « 79.5mm; BFdr (J5J<1HI%E) : 51.4mm; HFcr (Fiey
D« 44.3mm; HFdr 526H5TED « 43.4mm.

SDG7-8736: /K5 e« FEAKFAEIR S - = dE, (HAAJEIIM. M. PL CHE
KD : 70.6mm; BFcr (RijCTI%E) « 64.9mm; BFdr (J55235fi%E) « 74.4mm; HFcr (R
S ) - 42.7mm; HFdr (J5e5Tf D « 42.6mm.

SDG7 R R 5 12, 13 ek (1 [F]— sk .

54X Aves Linnaeus, 1758
882 B Struthioniformes Latham, 1790
Z K885 Struthio anderssoni Lowe, 1931
MEL e 20 2 )7
iR RN 1.9~2.1mm, REDGHIMECE, Sk, S0HH R B E 2R
T — R [R5 S, S5e)E N 2~2.5mm, 234 L F A 2508 LU ) KX 3. A
SDG7 S¢St sefb A B AL HZE K, NIE% K5 S.

4 ZhPHE

SDG7 kAt LW AW T4, H L4 2 B vl i, XL T 2L
MIEAE SR RGEE .

4.1 BEFE DT

1E 27 15 S ez 4b, SDGT BhHE b e fig % e 2R E S5 B 86 5 A7 1A kL (NISP)
HA 119 1F (BB EM—2F, HICH A7 B 5 A S Pt A B, ot Ao 36
AT VIR ) o o, GRS (L) Iz (30 1) MR 2, Bl ldl & b
26.05% F1 25.21%; REIEEE 14 18, B tedlhy 11.76%; 1 1 4F, Frdy el ol 0.84%;
AR L E, P BRI 0.84%; IR LA, P LblCh 0.84%; R EL 22 11, Ptk
1%y 18.48%; 7KZF 18 11, B bbtlhy 15.13% (& 2) o 7EFHES AT 2 ok, ATk
A 1A, B dy Eefsl ok 8.4%.

B R R I TS S o A A A I N A S A Bt AR, ek
2 (VG J5 2 B T IR X — W TF B iz N 25 s it st 2 s BT 90 AEAR
JE ], E R R (L8 N B R R R T — MR 2 Uk, ERI
PR FRIHERf 52 S G BEGE T2 H TR R 2 L e b “ S5 A FETFB.
XL, BATLAIX O H 1) 119 0] LU 5 IR0 S 5 8B 1A AR R H A,
WL SR GETT T B i 3R HI A A PP SO IR, AR B E SR R J J IR A Rty N84T A
WFFE 7 R A — LA IME I 2R
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KA IR REWR I NP R e

2 SDG7 EEFhE AT LB RAE (NISP) EEffl
Fig.2 Proportional distributions of NISPs of the animal species from SDG7

—J71f, SDG7 {URIL 3 M #ébr AR i B & 2RI RRIE (B 3) , (A e
AHL (NISP) 11 2.52%, X4 {E % T 2R & Je R S P pivads e () W e SR 28 L )
WU, G E AN A 50% L ), ik, X —shWBEN iZ AN T8 2R
VIS ENM A P2 A2 1K o At, SDGT B Hh A WL Wk 47 M5 6 IR 5 7K L S TR R b A
RN R ) BRI A IS T 808 % 0k N stk 1 i PR

F—J i, SDG7 K#y10.92% (13 #FkrA) sl ek 2R A7 N LU F) R 5 i i
e (B3) , X — el B AR Tl AR e R RS CHI . A P 8l o 32 34635
T REIWAE YR A N S50 Hdl (15-40%). Dominguez-Rodrigo 45 2% 3% s i AH %t
B ) SR L L A NS S R P A 1 S R U5, (R, X B LR OK
ANENEETE 22 MR T o NSRS ) Bt I AR R AR R CAn RS A4 8 T 493 B2 A /D 2
JUABMEIAT D« ARSI GEFE PAAE S ) DU R (.
T REWIAER P 5RSS DORG A E R RAGER RN &5 sk b, RiRE e
W BRI ST I S RO AR, DER A 0 2 I B B T i B i . ol AR

RAEW R S, X — B K2 T 5% o LERRIM IH A7 22 AR VF 2 2% 0 sh i e
XLl — AR 2% Ao, RV NR 205 Ak J2 1K SE W B Ut P 0 D sl 1)
R B A8 SO0 58 A R MSA IR U1 1) Sibudu 2% 7 i BE RO ST b, WIEST 5 (e HE
BT RIS WA, KAER SR SR IR 2 5, R 1% bR AT D) ER (1)
FE B R RE, AEE S A —AN R IR Die Kelders bk sh i, X — ik h
10% B9 fErp [, 2L R G R (1 RS AL A OHA SRR D DR

1 SDG7 5B EEIR SEmER S IE R
Tab.1 Distribution of the cut marks and percussion marks on the animal bones from SDG7

NISP HUIRRbs A% Eal] HL R YE b A K 8]
i (Lepus sp.) 14
i (Canidae) 1
HRAEgl (Felis chinensis) 1
J (Vulpes vulgaris) 1 1 100%
W ECJE ¥ (Procapra przewalskii) 31 2 6.45% 1 3.3%
2T (Equus hemionus) 30 8 23.3%
K4+ (Bubalus sp.) 18 1 5.55%
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3 SDG7 s Bk BRI
Fig. 3 Surface modifications on the animal bones from SDG7
LRF I REREWHOR; 2 KA RE N ERL; 3 & W RERRL

flsthl B AHA SRR A scik)2 AR ED s arig a6 m)
SR IR 4 3k 139% B9, 4.74% K1 13.17% B, L, KV 7 Hu S s el
HE M BALH VIR LA e R 1 i N RAE X — e 8 ok B2 b i 3= S R I BL &
WAL I, GRS, R I LR sh W)k T B S AT . &
MBI A1)

Wk 1R, {8 SDGT WAk, YIRIR I 3= L A 58 1 B Y i (8 14
Fm (K3, HEITEUEYRZ PR 61.54% (Ho 6 EAE K R 5 W HoAR
A AH Y 1 G JEURANAT 2 1 % (MR T B VDRIR s, AN Ay BT AT D) 225 H B L A1) (1)
15.38%. SZEGHFICAIAR G 2AUE PR 0, SARERAWAHLL, SRS 0 8% ot A A
Xof BN S S ILPY I A B2, B R R B O B AL R (N AED ZE, R4
A REE TR WA E i HR I . BT LR PP SRR, A T HL 50 P g e 5
B, X RIS, TR SE 8 AR o ge 8N,  JEim vl gk st
HE R I D) F IR R 1 A6 vy T PG U

Dominguez-Rodrigo™® *? &8, X FE RN, WAL AR T SRk
RIERIH T XS5k s (HD : 9144 F)HH —Primary Access) , J5 25238 K 1) F i
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B AR R N R BIN TR —— VIR, R W — AR D AT D) EIR R
Az BeAR, S N SR AE, P DI ER A AL A B B AL, T P
WAl A VI EIRE D, A E AL B KRN, T i kb ) 22 4 il %% . SDG7 3
YIRESE BT OP ) 13 AR K T RUIRR I bR A 6 48, HAME T b ik sk,
FEIX 6 fEbr A, o 5 RN EIR AT T T84 (83.3%) , A7 14 (16.67%) 4y
i T E . XAE—E R F R, SDG7 i AN senhixse b s iahy) O
JORZENIT) WE IR AT TP R SFIH .

SDG7 A A 5 F NAbrAE R D> (R 10 44D , D DL 52 1 BF P, 35 %
J A S stk v ¥ = AN N AT AE T AR RS T I RS s A, kst A oA
BN IR S TE R AL (NISP) R HIZT T B 86 56 20 A LA R N RTE 3B i P s
FIF 77 TR 5T ] B o
4.2 5KEAEUEE 12 st (AT E#RA SDG12) HIXIEERfR

Fbsthkr, AFRREOC NS, A ECE RN Tl N RAT RS 7 1 )
WG RA AR . K38 Brain® 45223 (120 iy Uk, SDGT st
H R AR AR, AN SE RN R /NS, A SR RMRI [ J5UR & T s, Sk
Hrgp KA E TR, SDGT sttt (LANISP 11 , K. W) ()b A LL 4
R AR, 230k 44.54% i1 40.34%; /NUEPIR LEBIERAR, {Ch 15.13% (K 4) .
ARSI, o NS — M N G R ) R s e 1 5 AR UE e Ih
Bio EMCETEEZ T, —Fh e aldg e /4t NRIBOEA R T E R i i) 5
A2 DA S R (4R AR B sk i o (R0 — 5 DA DR £ 38 6 SAE IS TR) PN 373 110 it L
T, R B RE SR MR R I B Y, B R BE  R R 2  BY, X e
R (Optimal Foraging Theory) (138 Jii s B8, KR Sh e 4, (& 08 55
Wi A, A R VR LA S S i R R i A R N L R A R K B )
CONR AT 2055 ) DB XA A SCHE AL, i ELSRAS R TR S /b, LRIt A o 1
ARG DRI, A B 0 S Rl LU 2 bR B [ o5t 20 2 o (R A ), AT Tt s e BRI I
kel E7/R

MY o, SDGT HuUZHERUN I, KR VA M X A9 o6 A, RN T P71,
FEIXRh ) Y5 ] AN BE = (3R 85, SDG7 faz iy AZK LAt A B shd, M
ZE T TN B . AKIRVA SR 12 S RS BN 2 e as A B b N R Bh

50

40
H 30
790

=4
10

0

NH)Y) T Zh ) KEHY)
B 4 SDG7 KA. . /NEUBIIAT SRR AL (NISP) MFEXS SR 1ER

Fig.4 The comparative distributions of the different sized animals from SDG7
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PRAFEARE N 11ka, AT SEFT 5 A i Al PR B R 20 M SR KR VA 2 12 b R 4
PR A A A AR I 9 R, P ) R YRR O B0 = 0 (KBRS, /KR 36
12 3 5 (Kl A SRAD T2 B Il [0l AR AR K N R B ), 3K — B W] gL eI K v M X T
AR H DK N O 1T 5 5500 £ R AR X B 2 IR A A 2 B B DDA B P DA
#E, 7E SDG7 HuZ HERIN ], AT 4 b DX N SR AR BE W] BEJFAN K s A, BIAE
FEAEREN T, MR ot BRI IR A A T, AbATT 1 DUSE 7l [l 3 5y 10 K v AR
) AT S

5 45 i

VPR e LN, SDGT LM A Y (Equus hemionus) « &
JE (Coelodonta antiquitatis) . % [ it ¥ (Procapra przewalskii) . 7KZf (Bubalus sp.)
10 RAER . AN TOKIEVA B HE SR TAEM S, AU A R Z) 4 Fd
KITHA PG, ARIEAGEAE G 5 TR sh P RE Va I 2 s IbAh, (E9 =R 2, SDG7
B IR R LA A IE N RE AR 5 HL 22 LTl ARk B 4% (Sus scrofa) fbfr (R
SDG7 41X 300m A+ I 7K VA 55 2 3 s AT 4l AE P A A AR H D o TR E AR L I3,
PR KA SRS AR SR R LM & mch T NS s s —
NG PERERE CRE R A HAbAT B S PR A BN s oL D B, Rk, BeA D,
FFH%AE SDGT (e v 5 H T A HAR (25 m?) FIXE NG 35 T S V)1 K R

R oy A2 W), SDGT BB & i NSRRI SR, Kt ERKZ. Wi
WRB S AR B8 AR R A — N R i /R s, iR st bk s A
(A T B0 A B Y 5

HHT- SDG7 H i th -+ ¥ BE 8 %5 € 2 3 4 i 5B 1% S8 AL (1) 40 A A4 R R A LD
N A O7 I R ST B, AN AE T AR S T A A i LA SO R, AR
TRERE A3 I N2RAT A T 85 BB (HA — MR Z € 12, SDGT [y
N2 SO0 stk B T 1 52 T BT (Equus hemionus) . K4 (Bubalus sp.) Az 3% [G i ¥
(Procapra przewalskii) &5 K BB Y)EAT 745 5 . R, X Ae— @ B LEoR
TIX ISR VA b X RN T8 AR R o B P 2 12 b s MERR IS S SEAIG . AR e %
Ji T, SDG7 it NZERENS B 2 i LA vy [ 152 3 (W 204 0 A Bonh 5, 3 55 A 6] SE GG o B 1)
12 B i N2 = DL/ B L3 4 o e B R ) AR A7 SRS AT B W B 22 5o ARk
BEREIX — b A b 50 23 HE AN KR 3 35t 1k () B VR 2 R 2 22 RHR 2R 6 9T (an/Nifi SL3h 4
RS AT AN SR AT ) A RA TR AR R TS AR DG A
FAT AIHEN TR 245 R

Bt SAnACR B E T R R TR R IR A EER S, BH P ERE R E RS
W& EARBRETE AR FRR. Kk, FEAL xEK BEA RZE. FAN.
Ba#. W FREE. R IFMAFESS;, TEXMEEFREM. FrE.
Tirrs 258, RATXEHANE; EMAFHRERN TAT; #Lg XWHEF 7
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"R, PEHESMFEREEFAAEZNA. FRT; LTXERAMETHT, 284X
MAEEFRPTEF T XEE; WRKRFIE; WLAFHRI; M AEKA; ERME
KFRE A FFA%. ERSTIARY, YRAXNEETEYERFRETESI NS
TAXFEPTH AR BT XRE R RAATIR 45 09 R M A b — 5F B!
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A Preliminary Study of the Faunal Remains from the Shuidonggou Locality 7

ZHANG Shuangquan®, PEI Shuwen', ZHANG Yue®, WANG Huimin®, GAO Xing"
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Abstract: The Shuidonggou Locality 7 (SDG7), one of the newly discovered and excavated
sites in the Shuidonggou Site Cluster, is ¢. 300 m southeast of SDG1. Preliminary OSL dating
shows that hominin occupied the site most probably took place at 27 to 25 ka BP. More than
2000 of animal fossils or bone fragments were unearthed from the site during the excavation
seasons of 2003~2005. However, most bones from this site are strongly fragmented and only
a comparatively small proportion of the fossils can be taxonomically identified to species or
genus level. Of the fossil species identified so far, wild ass (Equus hemionus), buffalo (Bubalus
sp.), and gazelle (Procapra przewalskyi) are quite dominant in number. Based on its taphonomic
characteristics, the faunal remains from SDG7 is proposed to be essentially preserved in a
primary context to some extent and only slightly disturbed by flowing water; and the seemingly
small number of cut-marked bones from SDG7, however, does not negate the dominant role
played by humans in the accumulation of the faunal remains. The evenness value for the SDG7
fauna is lower relative to that for the fauna of SDG12, which is contradictory to the predicted
results of the climatic cycles and may therefore indicate that human population at SDG7 is
noticeably small, at least compared to that at SDG12. Adapted to the small population size at
this period, humans at SDG7 exploited the large and middle-sized animals on the one hand and
neglected the small-sized ones on the other.

Key words: Late Paleolithic; Shuidonggou Locality 7; Mammalian fossils; Taphonomy;
Zooarchaeology



