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Discussion on the measuring methods of retouched degree on flake tools
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Peking University, Beijing 100871

Abstract: Research on flake tools in Paleolithic archeology involves many aspects, and the
measurement of the degree of retouch is one of the most important. At present, many Western
scholars have proposed different measurement methods. This paper attempts not only to introduce
these methods but also to compare and classify them. According to the utility of the “reduction
rate of the raw-material”, these measurement methods can be divided into two different groups,
the methods using the reduction rate and the methods do not. According to the existing problems
in the measurement of degree of retouch on flake tools, it is proposed that this attribute should
be measured quantitatively on the basis of the type of retouch, its production process, and the

intended use of the tool.
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Fig.6 Invasiveness of retouch pattern on the dorsal and ventral sides of flake tool
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