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Fig. 1 Raw material distribution according to the 1985 (Kaplan 1995) and 2018-2019
(current study, Sifogeorgaki et al. 2020) excavation reports (legend idem Fig. 4).
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RESULTS

Thin section analysis reveals sandstone (Fig..5
A-B), quartz (Fig.5. C), hornfels (Fig.5. D-G), chert
(Fig.5. H-1), and dolerite (Fig.5. J-K) raw materials.
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INTRODUCTION

Umhlatuzana is an important site documenting
technological development over the past 70.000
years. This period is associated with the appear-
ance of sophisticated lithic industries and
'modern behaviour' (Fig. 3). The site was first
excavated by Jonathan Kaplan (1990) who

There are pronounced differences on the raw
material distribution between Kaplan and the
current study (Fig. 1). Quartzite fragments were
not detected.

The pXRF results indicate that we can
suggested that the lithic assemblage of the differentiate between different types of raw

Pleistocene deposits consisted mainly of -~ materials (Fig. 4). Categorization of lithics that
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2018 and 2019 (Reidsma et al. 2021, Si-
fogergaki et al. 2020). The raw material
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thin sections and distinguished
the raw material types present. Sandstone - Horntels Quartz - Other
We carried out pXRF analysis
of the thin section raw mate- Fig. 4 pXRF correlation plots: A. Rb-Ba; B. Fe,0,-MgO; C: Sr-Rb.

rial and of ¢. 100 artefacts.

This revealed the elemen-
al composition of the dif-
erent types and allowed

CONCLUSION
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Fig. 5: A-K: Micrographs of the main raw material types:
A, B. Sandstone (PPL, XPL); C. Quartz (XPL); D, E, F, G. Hornfels
(PPL, XPL, PPL, XPL); H, I. Chert (PPL, XPL); J, K. Dolerite (PPL,

XPL)
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