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ARTICLE / ARTICLE

New taphonomic approach applied to the Late Pleistocene bone remains from 
Pikimachay Cave, Ayacucho Basin, Peru: possible implications for the debate on 
human colonisation of western South America

Nouvelle approche taphonomique sur les restes osseux du Pléistocène supérieur de 
la grotte de Pikimachay, bassin d’Ayacucho, Pérou : possibles implications pour 
la colonisation humaine de l’ouest de l’Amérique du SudHugo G Nami1*, Karina V Chichkoyan  2, Juan Yataco Capcha  3, José L Lanata  4
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Reçu : 9 décembre 2022 ; accepté : 19 juin 2023Bulletins et Mémoires de la Société d’Anthropologie de Paris
Abstract – The Pikimachay cave in south-eastern Peru had 

an important role in archaeological discussions concerning 

the first peopling of South America, and the Southern Andes 
in particular. The excavations by Richard MacNeish in 1969- 

1970 identified a sequence of possible but controversial 
Late Pleistocene human occupations up to historical times. 

As a part of a research programme aiming to re-assess the 
Late Pleistocene remains from this site, we made tapho-

nomic observations on a sample of bones (n=40) from the 
lower strata (layers h to k) as follows: h (n=17), h1 (n=6), 
i (n=4), i1 (n=7), j (n=5), and k (n=1). The conventional 
uncalibrated radiocarbon dates initially obtained suggest that 

these layers span a period of ~14.0 to 25.0 thousand years 
before present (kybp). Each bone was thoroughly examined 
to determine the nature of modifications to them, and to 
describe alterations and the general condition of the speci-
mens in order to identify possible anthropic intervention. 
For this purpose, we examined the surface modifications 
indicating fresh or post-depositional fractures, the different 
kinds of marks, weathering, and the presence of manganese 
staining. We concluded that several bones (n=8) from layer h 

showed various human-made modifications. We can there-

fore suggest that this new information justifies the assump-

tion that the bones and lithic materials from layer h would 
have been produced during the Early Holocene/Late Pleisto-

cene between ~≥9.0/10.0 and ~14.1, probably at ~14.1 kybp; 
an assumption that can also be considered for the stone 
remains from the underlying strata h1 that yielded a similar 

date. The bone remains from strata j to k do not show any 
human modifications. Furthermore, if the reported chronol-
ogy and its association with the anthropic remains are true, 

the Pikimachay cave could still be relevant to the debate 

over the human colonisation of western South America 
that occurred within a similar timeframe during the post-
glacial era.

Keywords – archaeology, palaeontology, taphonomy, 
human colonisation, Late Pleistocene

Résumé – La grotte de Pikimachay dans le sud-est du Pérou 

a joué un rôle important dans les discussions concernant 
le premier peuplement de l’archéologie sud-américaine, et 
en particulier dans les Andes du Sud. Les fouilles effectuées 
par Richard MacNeish en 1969-1970 ont permis l’identi-

fication d’une séquence d’occupations humaines possibles 
et controversées du Pléistocène tardif aux temps historiques. 
Dans le cadre d’un programme de recherche visant à rééva-

luer les vestiges du Pléistocène supérieur de ce site, nous 
avons effectué des observations taphonomiques sur un échan-

tillon osseux (n=40) appartenant à ses strates inférieures 
(couches h à k) comme suit : h (n=17), h1 (n=6), i (n=4), i1 

(n=7), j (n=5) et k (n=1). Les datations au radiocarbone 
conventionnelles non calibrées initialement obtenues sug-

gèrent que ces couches couvrent une période d’environ 
14 à 25 000 ans avant le présent (kybp). Chaque os a été 
minutieusement étudié pour connaître la nature de ses modi-

fications, décrire l’état général des spécimens et les altéra-

tions, dans le but d’identifier une éventuelle intervention 
anthropique. À cette fin, nous avons considéré les modifica-

tions de surface enregistrant des fractures fraîches et post- 
dépositionnelles, différents types de marques, l’altération 
et la présence de taches de manganèse. Nous avons conclu 

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6536-6482
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4095-504X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3606-4239
mailto:hgnami%40fulbrightmail.org?subject=


BMSAP (2023) 35(2)

5

Nami, Chichkoyan, Yataco Capcha & Lanata

que divers os (n=8) de la couche h étaient affectés par 
diverses modifications d’origine humaine. On peut donc 
supposer que ces nouvelles informations justifient l’hypo-

thèse selon laquelle les os et les matériaux lithiques de 
la couche h auraient été produits au cours de l’Holocène 
inférieur/Pléistocène terminal entre ~≥9,0/10,0 et ~14,1, 
probablement à ~14,1 kybp ; un fait qui peut être considéré 
pour les restes de pierre des strates sous-jacentes h1 qui ont 
donné une date similaire. Les restes osseux des strates j à k 

ne présentent pas de modifications humaines. Ensuite, si 
la chronologie rapportée et son association avec les restes 

anthropiques sont vraies, Pikimachay pourrait encore être 
pertinent en ce qui concerne la discussion sur la question de 
la colonisation humaine dans l’ouest de l’Amérique du Sud 
à une époque acceptable pendant la période postglaciaire.

Mots clés – archéologie, paléontologie, taphonomie, colo-

nisation humaine, Pléistocène supérieur

Introduction

The Ayacucho Basin in south-eastern Peru has played 
an important part in the history of South American archae-

ology. Between 1966 and 1973, under the patronage of the 
Robert S. Peabody Foundation for Archaeology headed by 
Richard MacNeish, an international team of archaeologists 
carried out the “Ayacucho Archaeological-Botanical Project”. 
Several sites were excavated under this landmark project in 
South American archaeology, yielding a regional sequence 
that spans human occupation from the Late Pleistocene to 

Inca times (MacNeish, 1969; MacNeish et al., 1970a). The 
Pikimachay cave was one of the main sites that provided 
evidence to support discussions on the earliest human popu-

lation of the Southern Andes (MacNeish, 1969, 1971, 1979; 
MacNeish et al., 1970b, 1980, 1981, 1983). However, due 
to the nature of the finds and the way in which they were 
reported (Dillehay, 1985), the role of the site as regards this 
topic has remained controversial (Lynch, 1974, 1990, 1992). 
For this reason, and based on the new approaches developed 
in archaeology in general, and in the Central and South- 
Central Andes in particular (e.g. Lavallée et al. 1995; Rodrí- 
guez-Loredo, 2012; Dillehay, 2014; Rademaker et al., 2014; 
Capriles et al., 2016; Jodry and Santoro, 2017; Borrero and 
Santoro, 2022), we carried out a detailed review of the 
legacy collection resulting from the “Ayacucho Archaeo-

logical-Botanical Project” and of new fieldwork in the area 
(León and Yataco Capcha, 2008; Yataco Capcha, 2011, 
2020; Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2016, 2022; Giesso et al., 
2020; Yataco Capcha et al., 2021). This paper sets out the 
taphonomic observations made as part of our research on a 
sample of bones (n=40) exhumed from the Late Pleistocene 

levels of Pikimachay, and which had been previously re-

ported by MacNeish and Yataco Capcha (MacNeish, 1979; 
MacNeish et al., 1980; Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020).

General background

The Ayacucho Basin is located in the south-central part 
of the Central Andes (figure 1). The Marcahuillca Cordil-
lera connects with the eastern Cordillera in the north-east. 

Figure 1. Map of the Ayacucho Basin showing the main sites excavated under the MacNeish Ayacucho Archaeological-Botanical Project in south-eastern Peru (CAD: J. Yataco Capcha) / Carte de localisation du bassin d’Ayacucho et des principaux sites issus du 

“projet archéologique et botanique d’Ayacucho” de MacNeish dans le sud-est du Pérou (DAO : J. Yataco Capcha)
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Vinchos is a continental watershed that flows across the 
western Cordillera’s upper area, whose average heights 
range from 2,500 to 4,500 m above sea level (m.a.s.l.) 
(Morche et al., 1995:7). The landscape was modelled by 
glacial action that produced moraines, erosive processes 
and glacial-fluvial deposits, but also by various geotectonic 
and geodynamic processes (Yataco Capcha, 2020:39-47).

The region of Ayacucho is characterised by a temperate, 
moderately rainy climate, with temperatures averaging 13 to 
15 °C. It is located in the inter-Andean area, consisting of 
a depression cut across by numerous watercourses, and sheer, 
rugged, steeply sloping ravines. The local vegetation growing 
around the Pikimachay cave is mainly composed of shrubby 
species such as Opuntia tunicata, Cylindropuntia tunicata, 
Opuntia exaltata deformis, as well as Agave sisalana, molle 
(Schinus molle) and adropongo (Andropogon). In the irrigated 
areas, potato (Solanum tuberosum), oca (Oxalis tuberosa), 
olluco (Ollucus tuberosum), mashua (Tropacolum tubero-

sum), corn (Zea mayz), broad bean (Vicia faba), pea (Pisum 

sativum), quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa) and vegetables 
such as lettuce (Lactuca sativa), carrot (Daucus carota) 
and cabbage (Brassica oleracea var. capitata) are found 
(ONERN, 1976).

Regarding modern fauna, it should be noted that during 
the Ayacucho Project, Kent Flannery and Elizabeth Wing 
performed a survey of the species found in the vicinity of 
the shelter. An unpublished report (Flannery and Wing, n.d.) 
resulting from the fieldwork is currently held by the Robert 
S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology. Conducting specific 
studies to identify birds and mammals in the Ayacucho 

Basin, they identified birds including Nothoporcta pentlandi 

(tinamou), Nothoprocta ornata (tinamou), Plegadis ridgwayi 

(Ridgway’s ibis), Chloephaga melanoptera (Andean goose), 
Anas flavirostris oxyptera (sharp-winged teal), Anas versi-

color puna (puna teal), Buteogallus urubitinga (great black 
hawk), Thinocorus orbignyianus ingae (Puco-puco de al-
tura), Columba maculosa (spot-winged pigeon), Zenaidura 

auriculata (white-tailed dove), Metriopelia melanoptera 

(black-winged dove) and Colaptes rupicola puna (puna 
flicker) and mammals such as Didelphis albiventris (white-
eared opossum), Oryzomys sp. (rice rat), Akodon boliv-

ienensis (grass mouse), Calomys lepidus (vesper mouse), 
Calomys sorellus (vesper mouse), Phyllotis darwini (Darwin’s 
leaf-eared mouse), Phyllotis pictus (leaf-eared mouse), 
Phyllotis sublimus (leaf-eared mouse), Cavia porcellus 

(domestic guinea pig), Cavia cf. tschudii (wild guinea pig), 
Lagidium peruanum (mountain viscacha), Dusicyon culpaeus 

(andean fox), Cania familiaris (domestic dog), Mustela 

cf. frenata (weasel), Conepatus rex (hog-nosed skunk), 
Felis concolor (mountain lion), Felis sp. (wild cat), Lama 

guanicoe (guanaco), Lama glama (domestic llama), Vicugna 

(vicuña), Odocoileus virginianus (white-tailed deer) and 
Hippocamelus antisensis (huemul or North Andean deer). 
Table 1 provides a summary of the species identified accord-

ing to their altitudinal distribution, taken from Flannery 
and Wing (n.d.).

Geologically, Pikimachay is located in the Molinoyoc 
formation (figure 2), consisting of a sequence of dark lava 
masses that arose from a series of volcanoes. This is an area 
with five volcanic cones made up of lava, slag and ash spills, 

Figure 2. Geomorphological map showing the lithostratigraphic units of the Ayacucho Basin region (after Morche et al., 1995, modified by Juan Yataco Capcha) / Carte géomorphologique 

avec les unités lithostratigraphiques de la région du bassin 

d’Ayacucho (d’après Morche et al., 1995, modifié par Juan 
Yataco Capcha)
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Table 1. Ecological zones and distribution of animals in the Ayacucho Basin (after Flannery and Wing, n.d., modified by Juan 
Yataco Capcha) / Zones environnementales et répartition des animaux sur le bassin d’Ayacucho (d’après Flannery et Wing, n.d., 

modifié par Juan Yataco Capcha)
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reaching altitudes of approximately 3,400 m.a.s.l. Around 
Pacaicasa town, there is evidence of whitish breccias and 
tuffs, coloured lava streams ranging from grey to dark grey, 
with plagioclase and lapilli strata. On the southern side, 
the Molinoyoc formation is covered and surrounded by an 
irregular strip formed by widely distributed alluvial deposits 
of pebbles, stones, and medium-sized blocks with partially 
rounded angles in a matrix of fine gravel and silty sand 
(Morche et al., 1995:35). The Ayacucho formation, a unit 
formed by an explosive volcanic phase during the Miocene, 
extends towards eastwards, passing just in front of the 
Pikimachay cave. It is composed of lapilli tuffs (igneous 
rocks and volcanic deposits with some crystallization) 
interspersed with reworked tuffs, lithic clasts (andesite, 
granite), pumice and lagoon sediments that include greenish 
silty argillite, diatomite and pinkish siltstone (Morche et al., 
1995:37-38).

Excavation and stratigraphy

Inside Pikimachay cave (figure 3A), three excavations 
named the North, Central and South trenches were carried 
out separately, following the same recording and strati-
graphic procedure (MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish et al., 1981, 
1983). During the first field season, between June and Sep-

tember 1969, the team excavated the central and northern 
sectors. The main excavation was carried out in the southern 
portion during the second field season in 1970 (figure 3B). 
The grids were planned with reference to the cave’s axis and 
labelled according to the north-south cardinal axis (figure 3C). 
As shown by the historical images in figure 4A-H, the 
digging was carefully performed with trowels and brushes, 
and the finds were documented in their place of discovery 
by various methods, carefully mapped, and recorded from 
their Datum Point (MacNeish, 1979: figure 11-9). Finally, 

Figure 3. A: photograph of Pikimachay cave showing the large rockfalls located at the entrance. B: floor plan of the site and locations of the excavated sectors. The red rectangle denotes the south sector of the excavation illustrated in C. C: colour-coded grids excavated in the 1969 and 1970 field seasons (after MacNeish et al., 1981: figures 2-8 and figures 2-38/39, modified by 
Juan Yataco Capcha) / A : photographie de la grotte Pikimachay montrant les grandes chutes de pierres situées à l’entrée. B : Plan 

d’étage du site et localisation des secteurs fouillés. Le rectangle rouge indique le secteur sud de l’excavation qui est illustré en C. 

C : et montre des grilles codées par couleur excavées au cours des saisons de terrain 1969 et 1970 (d’après MacNeish et al., 1981 : 

figures 2-8 et figures 2-38/39, modifié par Juan Yataco Capcha)
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the sediments removed were carefully screened. Figure 4E-H 
shows the finds left in place during the excavation of the 
lower layers of the cave.

In some places, the Pikimachay sedimentary fill shows 
a 4 m depth of deposition between ~0.5 and 25.0 kybp. 
MacNeish (1969, 1979, among others) used the term “zones” 
for the layers of the stratigraphic sequence, which he labelled 
differently according to the excavation sectors (figure 3B). 
Because the materials reported in this paper come from 
the southern part, we will only describe the strata there. 
The sedimentary deposit in that area consists of 16 layers, 
coded a to k. Several features are of note in the sequence 
of these layers. The blocks that fell when the cave’s ceiling 
collapsed made a clear cut in the stratigraphy (MacNeish 
et al., 1981). This event formed the g stratum, ~1.5 m thick 
and composed of plant remains possibly deposited by rodents, 
and blocks of various sizes. These are mostly present in the 
north-central sector, with some in the southern sector of 
the cave (figure 3A-B). Since these fallen rocks overlie an 
occupation level with projectile points dated to ~10-9 kybp 
(MacNeish, 1979:29-40; MacNeish et al., 1981:51-54), 
the rockfall was possibly caused by a catastrophic episode 
during the Late Pleistocene/Early Holocene, and covered 
the seven earliest strata (MacNeish, 1969, 1979). The stratig-

raphy overlying this debris is confusing and shows distur-
bances and intrusions due to modern human action, such 

as holes for looting or corral construction, and to animal 
activity (MacNeish, 1979:4). Due to the thickness of the 
g stratum, some significant discontinuities (Dott, 1983) 
may have occurred, mainly above the blocks. However, 
the underlying strata show moderately uniform horizontal 
deposition, forming a ≥1.5 m thick deposit. As the lower 
strata are the main focus of our investigation, we will con-

tinue with their description.
The authors visited Pikimachay again on several occa-

sions to observe and document the exposed sections. They 

also made other observations that might complement those 

of MacNeish. As part of this endeavour, we conducted ex-

tensive stratigraphic observations and took several photo-

graphs, also organising geological reconnaissance explo-

rations in the field and identifying raw material quarries. 
In addition, we conducted a palaeomagnetic sampling in 
the northern part of the cave, and obtained a new radio-

carbon date. A future paper will report on the results of 
this study. The stratigraphy was formed by sediments of 
exogenous and endogenous origin displaced by wind and 
rain (Waters, 1992; Ones, 2003). They mainly consist of 
silt and fine material from regional volcanic rocks, later 
consolidated by humidity and drought. At these levels, we 
observed graded laminar strata of consolidated volcanic 
tuff interspersed with silt deposits (Dott and Howard, 
1962; Dott, 1963).

Figure 4. A-D: stages of the excavation conducted in the south sector of Pikimachay by MacNeish et al., 1970a. E-G: square 
excavations (S20E4, S19E8, S20E7) on level j and the associations with geofacts. H: this limb bone of an extinct ground sloth, shown here in the place where it was found, was submitted for Carbon-14 analysis (MacNeish, 1971). Note the uniformity of the layers underneath the large blocks of rock, which overlay and seal the lower strata in D (photographs scanned by Marla Taylor; Copyright Robert S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology, Phillips Academic, Andover, Massachusetts, USA) / A-D : étapes de la fouille 

réalisée dans le secteur sud de Pikimachay par MacNeish et al., 1970a. E-G : les fouilles carrées (S20E4, S19E8, S20E7) au niveau j 
et les associations avec des géofacts. H : L’os du membre d’un paresseux terrestre éteint à son emplacement de découverte a été soumis 

à une analyse carbone 14 (MacNeish, 1971). Notez l’uniformité des couches sous les gros blocs de roche qui recouvrent et scellent 
les couches inférieures en D (Photographies numérisées par Marla Taylor. Copyright Robert S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology, 

Phillips Academic, Andover, Massachusetts, USA)
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Before the cave’s ceiling collapsed, the last sediments 
deposited had formed the lower portion of layers g, small 
level h, then h and h1. Because the bones analysed belong 
to layers h to k, we will describe them in detail in this 
section. The small layer h is ~20 cm thick and consists of 
an accumulation of a soft reddish-brown dusty material. It 
forms a small triangular surface of 21.75 m2 measuring 

approximately 6 × 6 m at the northern end of the excavation. 

The most extensive stratum below the rockfall, with an area 

of 119.13 m2, is h, made up of slightly compacted reddish- 
orange sediment. Its thickness varies from 5 to 10 cm along 

the cave wall to more than 30 cm near the cave mouth. 

Below is h1, a highly compact yellowish level with a max-

imum thickness of ~40-50 cm, and an average thickness 
ranging from 25 to 35 cm. It occupies a surface area of 
122 m2, of which only 104 m2 have been excavated. The 

sediment in h is highly acidic, unlike h1, which is neutral 
(MacNeish et al., 1981:49). With a surface area of 50 to 
60 m2, it reaches a maximum thickness of 30 cm. Measuring 

~7-8 m from east to west, i1 is a compacted reddish-brown 
stratum with a maximum thickness of ~30 cm. The excava-

tion here covered 20.5 m2, leaving an unexcavated surface 
of 3.13 m2. Extending between 8 and 14 m from east to 
west, this dark reddish-grey sediment reaches a maximum 
thickness of 40 cm. It covers an approximate area of 50 to 
65 m2, of which only 33.42 m2 is exposed. Finally, layer k 

over the bedrock is brownish-grey with a maximum thick-

ness of 30 cm. The surface area is 10 m long × 4 m wide, 
of which 27.71 m2 has been excavated (Yataco Capcha and 
Nami, 2022).

To summarise, the sedimentary deposit about 4 m in 
depth contains two critical features. A turning point was the 
event that caused the collapse of the cave’s roof, evidenced 
by a significant number of blocks sealing the oldest strata. 
The layers overlying the fallen rocks were not uniformly 
deposited and have been disturbed by different animal and 
human agents (MacNeish et al., 1981, 1983); the underlying 
strata show reasonably uniform horizontal deposition, dis-

turbed only by fallen roof blocks in some places in h and h 

(MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish et al., 1981). The other nota-

ble feature is that layers h to k have a highly compacted, 
almost lithified structure, practically reaching a cemented 
stage (MacNeish, 1979:19-41) in the sedimentary rock for-
mation process (Blatt et al., 1980; Tarbuck and Lutgens, 1999; 
Yataco Capcha, Nami, and Toledo several pers. obs.). As 
the layers thickened, this part of the stratigraphy became 
harder (MacNeish, 1979:18), so much so that chisels were 
used for the excavation; their distinctive marks are still 
visible in the remaining sections. Hard layers of this sort 
seem to be present in other sites, such as the Puente rock 
shelter (MacNeish, 1981; MacNeish et al., 1983; Yataco 
Capcha et al., 2021), where chisels were also used during 
excavations (MacNeish, 1969:37). These highly compacted 
strata may have acted as a matrix, sealing in the embedded 
artefacts (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022).

Below, we will describe and discuss the remains from 
these lower levels, claimed to be vestiges of the earliest 

human occupations at Pikimachay. Lithic materials of the 
Ayacucho and Pacaicasa Complexes were reported as 
identified in layers h-h1 and i to k, respectively. Currently 
available radiocarbon data suggest that the record from 
h-h1 has a Terminal Pleistocene age of ~14.1 kybp. There-

fore, we will first provide a summary of the chronology 
and the attempts we made to date the new material.

Chronology

Most Pikimachay dates were obtained with old conven-

tional radiocarbon techniques applied to bone, a material 
that has been suspect for many years because of the inac-

curate ages often derived (e.g. Hassan et al., 1977; Zazzo 
and Saliège, 2011; Politis, et al. 2019; among many others). 
Despite this, the dates still provided an exploratory chrono-

logical framework for the stratigraphy containing the sample 
investigated, until new data became available (Yataco Capcha 
and Nami, 2022), as was the case recently for other South 
American sites (Carlini et al., 2022). It is worth mention-

ing that Carlini and colleagues (2022) reported a similar 
problem when trying to obtain updated dates for glypto-

dontids collected from Muaco and Taima-Taima, two Late 
Pleistocene sites in north-western Venezuela.

Five conventional radiocarbon assays performed on bone 
samples were processed by Teledyne Isotopes, New Jersey, 
USA. Table 2 shows the data concerning taxonomic deter-
minations by R. Hoffstetter, grids and stratigraphic prov-

enance, excavation depths, laboratory methodology and 
calibrated and uncalibrated results. Due to the lack of cali-
bration curves at the time, they were reported as calendar 
years BC (MacNeish et al., 1981). However, the original 
dates were available online (Ziólkowski et al., 1994; see 
also MacNeish et al., 1970b:975-977; 1981:208-209). We 
calculated the dates using the OxCal v4.4 program and the 
SHCal20 southern hemisphere calibration curve, showing 
the calendar-calibrated ranges at the 95.4% probability level 
(Hogg et al., 2020). Figure 5A shows the conventional 
radiocarbon dates and calibration results. The plot of the h 

sample is remarkable as it exhibits a calibration curve with 
certain alterations.

According to the dates obtained and the overlapping of 
the calibrated results, layers h to k thus belong to the Early 
Holocene/Post-Last Glacial Maximum during the Late Pleis-

tocene. This is in a period spanning ~≥9.0/10.0 to 25.0 kybp 
(figure 5B). Moreover, the chronological data suggest that 
there are no significant unconformities in the lower layers, 
mainly between h and i. This 1.5-metre-thick deposit spans 
~≤1.0 kybp. In a nutshell, the available radiocarbon infor-
mation supports the hypothesis of chronological and strati-
graphic unconformities in the deposit (MacNeish et al., 
1981:43-49, 51-52, 1983:136-152) overlying the rockfalls, 
a situation that apparently did not occur in the lower strata.

The Pikimachay dates were obtained with old conven-

tional radiocarbon techniques and some show widely ranging 
standard deviations. Because of this, two bone specimens 
exhumed from layer h and held by the Peabody Museum 
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Table 2. List of radiocarbon dates obtained for the lower levels of Pikimachay. * Determined by R. Hoffstetter; ** processed by Teledyne Isotopes, New Jersey, USA (Ziólkowski et al., 1994:323), but mistakenly reported as UCLA-1464 (MacNeish, 1969:23; MacNeish et al., 1981:22-23) / Liste des datations radiocarbone obtenues aux niveaux inférieurs de Pikimachay. * déterminée par 

R. Hoffstetter, ** traitée par Teledyne Isotopes, New Jersey, USA (Ziólkowski et al., 1994:323), mais rapportée par erreur comme 
UCLA-1464 (MacNeish, 1969:23 ; MacNeish et al., 1981:22-23)

MATERIAL DATED

Grid Layer
Depth

(m)
Lab. Id.

Date

(yr BP)

Calibrated range 

(yr BP) (95.4%)
Laboratory comment Archaeological comment

Bone, identified as fragment of humerus of Megatheridae or Scelidotherium*

S19.1E3 h 2.67 I-1464** 14,150 
± 180 16,663-17,781

Fraction: collagen; dated in 1969. 
The gas was counted for three sepa-

rate periods of 2800, 1300 and 1200 
minutes each, corresponding to ages 
of 14180, 14150, and 14080 years BP.

-

Bone, identified as bones of  Megatheridae and carbon (burned bone?)

S21.7E7.72 
S20.25E6.75 i 3.37 UCLA-1653C 14,700 

± 1400 14,179-22,021 Fraction: collagen
Sample composed of two pieces of bone from 
S21.7E7.72 and a piece of carbon or burned bone 
from S20.25E6.75

Bone, identified as bones of Megatheridae

S20.5E7.24 
S20.3E7.6 i1 3.40/3.44 UCLA-1653B 16,050 

± 1,200 16,839-22,960 Fraction: collagen
Sample composed of two bone slivers from 
S20.5E7.24 and a nearby long-bone fragment 
from S20.3E7.6

Bone, identified as sloth bones (Megatheridae)

S22E9 
S20.15E7.4 
S20.2E8.98 
S20.25E8.88 

j 3.52/3.73 UCLA-1653A 19,600 
± 3,000 17,385-43,148 Fraction: collagen

Sample composed of four pieces of sloth bone 
from square S22E9, a rib from S20.15E7.4, a 
vertebra from S20.2E8.98 and a vertebra from 
S20.25E8.88

Bone, identified as sloth bones (Megatheridae)

S21.6E9.55 j 3.52/3.73 I-5851 20,200 
± 1,050 22,297-26,981 Fraction: collagen

Sample composed of remaining fragments of 
the bones dated by UCLA-1653A, combined with 
a fragment of long bone from S21.6E9.55 at a 
depth 3.52 m and a spine of sloth vertebra from 
S18.58E63 at a depth of 3.73 m

Figure 5. Plots of the calibrated ages of the samples obtained from the Late Pleistocene levels in Pikimachay cave. All the samples were processed using the ShCal20 curve for the southern hemisphere (Hogg et al., 2020). A: conventional date of 
14,150 ± 180 14C yr BP (I-1464) for layer h, as well as the 95.4% and 68.2% of probability for the calibrated age ranges. B: calibrated ages for all the samples together / Graphiques des âges calibrés des échantillons obtenus à partir des niveaux du 

Pléistocène supérieur de Pikimachay. Tous ont été traités à l’aide de la courbe ShCal20 pour l’hémisphère sud (Hogg et al., 2020). 
A : date conventionnelle de 14 150 ± 180 14C an BP (I-1464) pour la couche h, ainsi que les 95,4 % et 68,2 % de probabilité pour 
les tranches d’âge calibrées. B : âges calibrés pour la totalité des échantillons

of Archaeology were submitted for standard radiocarbon 
dating by accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS) at Beta Ana-

lytic Inc. (Florida, USA). For that purpose, we selected two 
relatively large bones that appeared to offer suitable dating 
material. The documentation and submission process to 

the laboratory was undertaken by Marla Taylor (curator of 

collections and work duty supervisor) at the Robert S. Pea-

body Institute of Archaeology. She submitted the bones for 
identification to Susan de France at the Department of 
Anthropology (University of Florida). From the results, 
she concluded that one of the specimens corresponds to the 
Camelidae family (Pers. Com. Marla Taylor; figure 8D). 
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She then sent them to Beta Analytic Inc. for sampling and 
processing. According to the laboratory report, during the 
demineralization process the bone slowly dissolved in the 
acid baths, and consequently the samples failed to yield 
a separable collagen fraction and cannot be dated. Given 
the lack of collagen we cannot report collagen yield ranges, 
C/N values and ratio. According to the laboratory, this is 
typically caused by the bone being exposed to leaching by 

water, bleaching by the sun, or burial in acidic sediments. 
There are of course other processes that may have caused 
depletion or removal of the collagen, such as cooking or 
boiling the bones or microbial activity.

Taphonomic background of the Late Pleistocene 
remains from Pikimachay Cave

To contextualize the study sample, this section pro-

vides a short review of our recent analyses of the remains 
exhumed in the lower levels of Pikimachay. They are held 
by the Museo de Arqueología y Antropología de la Univer-

sidad Nacional Mayor de San Marcos (MAA-UNMSM), 
Lima, Peru. A few pieces are at the Museo Nacional de 

Arqueología, Antropología e Historia del Perú (MNAAHP) 
and a group of bones and MacNeish’s excavation field notes 
and documentation are at the Robert S. Peabody Institute 
of Archaeology (RSPIA), Andover, Massachusetts, USA. 
As also mentioned above, the authors returned to the Piki-
machay cave on several occasions and made different 
kinds of observations.

It should be remembered that since the first reports 
(MacNeish, 1969, 1971, 1979), many questions and doubts 
have been raised over the evidence for the oldest occupa-

tions of Pikimachay (Lynch 1974, 1990, 1992). One of the 
main difficulties regarding the hypothetical palaeo-Ameri-
can evidence was that, in the final reports, the finds were 
not described with precision, and the stone remains as well 
as the raw material identifications were not clearly defined 
and described (Dillehay, 1985). In order to elucidate the 
questions and doubts over the possible evidence of Late 
Pleistocene occupations at Pikimachay (Lynch, 1974, 1990, 
1992), we re-investigated the collections of finds from the 
aforementioned layers, mainly focusing our attention on 
analyses of the lithic materials (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 
2022). Based on careful examination of the stone remains 
from Pikimachay, we concluded that the lithic artefacts 
from h-h1 are human-made and showed morpho-techno-

logical homogeneity. They resulted from a series of re-occu-

pations of the cave over a certain period, which are not 
distinguishable from each other. The stone artefacts show 
clear evidence of having been detached from cores, unam-

biguous shaping of instruments and the presence of bifacial 
flaking (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022:figures 9-12, 14-15). 
A highly significant point is that for tool-making, knappers 
would make a careful selection of materials from several 
exotic sources. Here, however, the lithic materials from i 
through to k are, rather, a by-product of natural action 
(Peacock, 1991; Raynal et al., 1995), mainly chunks fallen 

from the cave walls and roof (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 
2022: figure 16). Most of them show no flaking, and only 
some have what look like flake scars. However, they are 
isolated and lack any attributes that could indicate their 

human origin, such as initiation or continuity of flake dis-

tribution. We therefore considered them to be geofacts or 
“naturefacts”. Having said that, based on the analysis pre-

sented above, the lithic artefacts from h-h1 may suggest 

the presence of foragers who inhabited Pikimachay during 
the Late Pleistocene. On the other hand, the stones from 
the layers beneath are simple chunks and “naturefacts” or 
geofacts. Therefore, they do not represent enough evidence 
to support a discussion on earlier human occupation (Yataco 
Capcha and Nami, 2022).

A large number of entire and fragmented bones from 
various extinct and extant animals were associated with 
the stone remains (MacNeish, 1969, 1971, 1979; MacNeish 
et al., 1980:309-314). The extinct fauna remains were ex-

amined by palaeontologists Bryan Patterson and David 
Webb (Wing, n.d.). Following their identifications, and in 
order to contextualise our specific study, we will first out-
line the finds and observations made in layers h to j. These 

show evidence of the following animals: h: rodents, and 
skunk; h to i1: horse; h to k: ground sloth; i1: mastodon, 
and possibly camelid; h: cougar; h1: perhaps sabre-toothed 
tiger; i1: feline; and j: cervid. Although lacking a detailed 
palaeontological study, MacNeish (1979) pointed out that 
some of the fossil bones mentioned above correspond to the 
following species: Scelidotherium tarijensis, Megatherium 

tarijensis, Equus (Amerhippus) andium. Furthermore, in an 
old unpublished report, Wing (n.d.) identified the following 
species: Eremotherium, Mylodontidae, and Mastodon.

The bones of extinct fauna and the stone tools exhumed 
in layers h and h1 suggest that they were coeval and, in 
some cases, related to each other (MacNeish, 1969, 1971, 
1979; MacNeish et al., 1970b). The sample of osseous 
remains found in the MAA-UNMSM and at the RSPIA, 
discriminated by layers, are described and illustrated in 
figures 6-7 and figures S1-S9 in the Supplementary Infor-
mation. In addition to the lithic analysis (Yataco Capcha, 
2011, 2020, Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022), detailed macro-

scopy and microscopy of the most significant bone remains 
has been performed (Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020). These 
focused mainly of those remains showing various kinds of 
marks and alterations that were previously considered as 
signs of human actions, and unpublished bones that were 
provisionally classified by MacNeish (MacNeish et al., 
1970b:975-977, 1971:36-46; 1979, 1980; Yataco Capcha, 
2011, 2020). From the sample (n=40) analysed here, the 
former only reported 15 bones (MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish 
et al., 1980). The remaining 25 bones were found in the MAA 
-UMSNM and Robert S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology 
collections, but were not published by MacNeish in his 
reports. These remains, mainly from layer h, are contained 
in bags labelled with interpretations pointing to specific 
anthropic actions, such as “cut split bone”, “polished 
scratched slot”, or “polished bones of small animals”. 
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However, this sample was further preliminarily described 
and reported in published and unpublished literature (Yataco 
Capcha, 2011, 2020).

The last review proposed some preliminary and tenta-

tive interpretations (Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020). However, 
bearing in mind the complexity of natural and cultural 
modifications acting on the bones after their deposition, 
and that their marks, fractures and alterations may be due 
to different causes (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022), it 
was essential to perform a new specialised taphonomic 
study to gain a better understanding of their origins and 
characteristics. This kind of observation helps to shed light 
on the precise nature of the alterations that affected the 
bones from the lower levels of Pikimachay.

Materials and methods

For this research, we considered it was necessary to 
analyse the bones from a taphonomic perspective. This is a 
discipline that identifies and explains the processes affect-
ing individuals after their death and helps to differentiate 
human from non-human agents (Fernández-Jalvo and 
Andrews, 2016). The resulting information is in turn useful 
for reconstructing human diets and the palaeoecological 
conditions of the deposition of assemblages (Lyman, 1994). 
Much has been discussed regarding agents, descriptions of 
modifications, their classification and the use of taphonomic 
insights to interpret bone assemblages (see Fernández-Jalvo 
and Andrews, 2016 for an updated review). In this case, 
the analysis supported a review of a historical collection 
with up-to-date taphonomic procedures, as done for other 
classic collections (Chichkoyan, 2019). For the purpose of 
analysing bones from the different Pikimachay levels, the 
following agents shown in table 3 were considered:

The sample examined was organised by minimal number 
of individuals (MNI) and number of identified specimens 
(NISP) following the method proposed by Lyman (1994). 

According to this categorisation, the total NISP equals 51, 
and MNI equals 40. The sample is divided by layers as 
follows: h (NISP=17, MNI=17); h1 (NISP=6, MNI=6); 
i (NISP=4, MNI=4); i1 (NISP=17, MNI=7); j (NISP=5, 
MNI=5); and k (NISP=2, MNI=1). Each bone was care-

fully studied to determine the nature of its modification from a 
taphonomic viewpoint. For these purposes, the analysis was 
performed to describe the general condition of the specimens 
studied, and to identify possible anthropic interventions.

To organise the study, each specimen was given a 
number followed by its catalogue identification (e.g. #1. 
Ac100 204-2-15). Bones previously reported by MacNeish 
(e.g. MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish et al., 1980) and the ad-

ditional bones found later in the collections analysed have 
been carefully recorded with standard photography tech-

niques. The details of the marks were observed with two 
different microscopes: a Zeiss Stemi 2000-C, and a Veho 
Discovery VMS-001 USB up to 50x and 230x. These data 
have been reported in published and unpublished literature 

(Yataco Capcha, 2011:figures 9, 11-12; 2020:figures 11, 
13, 18, 21, 28-30, 40-47). We performed our new tapho-

nomic observations considering this detailed documenta-

tion, from which photographs are shown in figures 6-8 and 
figures S1-S9 in the Supplementary Information. In these 
figures, upper-case letters indicate each specimen analysed 
and lower-case letters indicate the microphotographs of 
areas with significant alterations. Table 4 shows the prov-

enance of each specimen and its identification number, 
taxonomy, element, NISP, NMI, and the comparative 
interpretations of the bone marks described by MacNeish 
and Yataco Capcha.

The following are overall results; the individual obser-
vations of each piece, considering their provenance in the 
stratigraphic sequence, are detailed in the Supplementary 
Information. A brief discussion concerning initial inter-
pretations and subsequent reviews follows the account of 
their examination.

SURFACE MODIFICATION MAIN CHARACTERISTICS BIBLIOGRAPHY

Fresh fractures Borders will tend to be smooth, rounded, or curved Lyman, 1994; 
Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016

Cut marks Elongated/straight and narrow linear incisions, with V-shaped walls 
and internal microstriations

Lyman, 1994; 
Domínguez-Rodrigo et al., 2009

Rodents Parallel, broad, flat-bottomed marks occurring in regular rows Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016

Post-depositional fracture Borders will tend to be irregular and rough, with straight angles Lyman, 1994; 
Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016

Trampling Randomly oriented and shallow lines and scratches Lyman, 1994; 
Domínguez-Rodrigo et al., 2009

Weathering
Cracking, exfoliation, flaking, splintering or decomposition of bones subject 
to atmospheric conditions. Six weathering stages are generally used

Behrensmeyer, 1978; 
Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016

Manganese staining
Black differential coverage of bone surface given its exposition to manganese- 

oxidizing bacteria contained in different types of burial conditions
López-González et al., 2006; 
Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016

Table 3. Main taphonomic agents considered in this study / Principaux agents taphonomiques considérés dans ce travail
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Table 4. Summary of the main information of bones from layers h to k / Résumé des principales informations des os des couches h à k.

LAYER # NOMECLATURE FIGURE TAXONOMY
ANATOMICAL 

ELEMENT
NISP MNI MACNEISH Yataco Capcha THIS PAPER REFERENCES

h

1 Ac100 204-5-15 6A artiodactyl metapodium 1 1 not published, but found in UNMSM 

labelled as “cut split bone”
cut marks cut marks + fresh fracture

Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020
2 Ac100 276-VI-H7 6B indeterminate indeterminate 1 1

3 Ac100 216-2-H3 S1A ungulate indeterminate 1 1 not published cut marks + charred rodent gnawing + manganese

4 Ac100 231-VII-H8 7A indeterminate indeterminate 1 1
not published, but found in UNMSM 

labelled as “small animals polished bones”
cut marks cut marks + fresh fracture

5 Ac100 264-11-h 7B perissodactyl metapodial 1 1 fossil bone point fossil bone point with polished marks fossil bone point with polished marks
MacNeish et al., 1980; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

6 Ac100 163-VIII-H3 S1B cervidae cubit 1 1 not published Cut marks indicating defleshing rodent gnawing Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

7 Ac100 152-?-H3 8A camelidae phalange 1 1 cut camelid phalange cut camelid phalange + cut marks longitudinally fresh fracture + cut marks?
MacNeish et al. 1980, p. 314; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

8 Ac100 257-III-H3 S2A mylodontidae

indeterminate

1 1 sloth rib deflesher sloth rib deflesher spiral fracture not necessarily done by humans
MacNeish, 1979; 
MacNeish, et al., 1980; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

9 Ac100 214-I-H2 S2B
indeterminate

1 1
not published, but found in UNMSM 
labelled as “cut split bone”

cut marks

trampling marks 

Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020
10 Ac100-207-11-H1 S2C 1 1

not published, but found in UNMSM 
labelled as “polished bones of small animals “ manganese + post-depositional straight mark (trampling mark)

11 Ac100 153-2-H1 8B indeterminate diaphysis 1 1
not published, but found in UNMSM 

labelled as “polished bones of small animals “
cut marks

fresh longitudinal and helicoidal fractures + notch? 

+ trampling (no cut marks)

12 Ac100 205-II-H1 S3A
mylodontidae

indeterminate 1 1 not published, but found in UNMSM 
labelled as “polished scratched slot” cut marks + charred

fresh fracture + manganese (no cut marks)
13 Ac100 159-II-HII S3B rib??? 1 1 trampling marks + manganese

14 Ac100 258-IV-H4 8C ungulate indeterminate 1 1 fossil bone point fossil bone point indicating defleshing fossil bone point
MacNeish et al., 1980; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

15 Ac100 256-IV-H11 S3C cervid antler 1 1 Antler punch antler punch
current observations can only confirm a spiral fracture 
and a pointed end

MacNeish 1979; 
MacNeish, et al., 1980; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

16 Ac100 346-III-1, S13E9 8D camelidae diaphysis 1 1 not published - longitudinally fresh fracture + notch? -

17 Ac100 II, S20E6 S3D indeterminate indeterminate 1 1 not published - spiral fracture not necessarily done by humans -

      

h1

 

18 Ac100 327-V S4A rodent scapula 1 1 according Yataco Capcha, from Area 6 (MacNeish, 1979)

no human intervention no human intervention

MacNeish, 1979; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 202019 Ac100 338-V-8 S4B mylodontidae phalange 1 1

according Yataco Capcha, from Area 4 (MacNeish, 1979)
20 Ac100 347-VI S4C rodent (phyllotis?) mandible 1 1

21 Ac100 153-III-H1 S5A camelidae distal radio 1 1

not published Yataco Capcha, 2011, 202022 Ac100 276-III-H4 S5B camelidae? diaphysis? 1 1

23 Ac100 161-VIII-H4 S6 mylodontidae rib 1 1 cut marks-defleshing trampling

          

i

24 Ac100 224-I-H7 S7A mylodontidae 

(scelidotherium?)
vertebrae? 1 1

from activities in Area 2 or 3 where sloth and horse bones 
were associated with artefacts (killing and processing areas)

no human intervention no human intervention
MacNeish, 1979; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

25 Ac100 259-II-4 S7B rib 1 1 polished and cut-marked bone from activity Area 3
26 Ac100 347-VII S7D* indeterminate

indeterminate
1 1 from activities in Area 2 or 3 where sloth and horse bones 

were associated with artefacts (killing and processing areas)27 Ac100 259-II-2 S7E equidae 1 1

          

i1

28 Ac100 222-VI-6 S8A
indeterminate indeterminate

1 1

not published

no human intervention + hearth stains no human intervention + manganese

Yataco Capcha, 2011, 202029 Ac100 222-VI-9 S8B 1 1

30 Ac100 269-III S8C 3 1

31 Ac100 338-VII-2 S8D equidae indeterminate 9 1 associated with instruments
MacNeish, 1979; 
Yataco Capcha, 2011, 202032 Ac100 340-VII-I S8E mylodontidae phalange 1 1

associated with instruments from activity Area 2
33 Ac100 269-III-12 S8F horse / camelidae long bone 1 1

34 Ac100 347-VIII S8G indeterminate indeterminate 1 1 not published Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020
          

j 35-39 Ac100 226-VIII-j S9A indeterminate indeterminate 5 5 not published
5 fragments in a bag. 
no human intervention + hearth stains? no human intervention + manganese Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

          

k 40 Ac100 347-X-K S9B mylodontidae mandible 2 1 not published no human intervention + hearth stains no human intervention + manganese Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020

* S7C Is not given in the table as it is a fragment of sediment  1 bones with probable human intervention (only in layer h)
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Results

Table 4 compares the different interpretations of the 
material from layers h to k resulting from the analyses 
performed by MacNeish, Yataco Capcha, and in this study. 
Layer h is the only one that presents bones showing human 
intervention. From the 17 specimens described that were 
exhumed from this layer, only eight, identified as bones of 
ungulates or indeterminate medium-size mammals, have 
possible traces of animal processing (figures 6-8). No mega- 
mammal bone presented anthropic marks (see Supplemen-

tary Information and table 4).
The main attributes of each bone are described below.

#1. Ac100 204-5-15: This metapodium diaphysis (proba-

bly a Camelid or Cervid) presents two straight and 
parallel cut marks and borders with fresh fractures 
(figure 6A).

#2. Ac100 276-VI-H7: This is an indeterminate mammal 
bone with fresh fractures and two sectors with probable 
cut marks (figure 6B).

#4. Ac100 231-VII-H8: As with bone #2, this one also 
presents two sectors with probable cut marks and 
fresh fractures in all of the borders of the diaphysis 
(figure 7A).

#5. Ac100 264-11-h: This is a probable polished point 
given its shape, the smoothed surface and the several 
sectors with thin, parallel marks (figure 7B).

Figure 7. A: Ac100 231-VII-H8 indeterminate bone with cut marks and a fresh fracture. B: Ac100 264-11-h fossil bone 
point / A : Ac100 231-VII-H8 os indéterminé avec des marques 
de découpe et une fracture fraîche. B : Ac100 264-11-h pointe 
osseuse fossile

Figure 6. A: Ac100 204-5-15 diaphysis with cut marks and fresh fractures. B: Ac100 276-VI-H7 indeterminate bone with 
cut marks and fresh fractures / A : Ac100 204-5-15 diaphyse avec 
marques de coupe et fractures fraîches. B : Ac100 276-VI-H7 
os indéterminé avec marques de coupe et fractures fraîches

#7. Ac100 152-?-H3: This is a Camelid phalanx with 
longitudinal fresh fractures and probable parallel and 
short cut marks (figure 8A).

#11. Ac100 153-2-H1: This indeterminate bone presents 
longitudinal and helicoidal fractures with a probable 
notch in the inner side (figure 8B).

#14. Ac100 258-IV-H4: As seen for bone #5, this piece is 
a probable pointed bone. It has fresh and bevelled 
fractures with a triangular shape (figure 8C).

#16. Ac100 346-III-1, S13E9: This is a Camelid diaphysis 
with longitudinal fresh fractures and a notch in the 
upper end (figure 8D).

The rest of the bones from h and from level h1 to k do 

not present signs of any type of human intervention. The 
main surface modifications detected were manganese spots 
or staining and weathering and trampling marks. Bones #3 
and #6 from level h have rodent gnawing (figure S1A-B). 
No carnivore intervention was identified.

Concerning the general state of preservation, there is 
a clear difference between the bone remains from h–h1 

and the rest of the layers. Those from i to k start to be 
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increasingly covered with hard sediment, and more man-

ganese staining is observed. In some cases, there are small 
osseous pieces encrusted in compacted sediment, as in layer i 
(bone #27, figure S7E) or j (bones #35-39, figure S9A). 
Elsewhere, the bones are embedded in sediment, such as 
the material from i1 (bones #28, 30-34, figure S8A and 
figures S8C-G) and k (bone #40, figure S9B), although in 
a few cases, the cortical surface is exposed. They are gen-

erally covered with manganese, cracked or have surfaces 
that are not well preserved. In contrast, the specimens from 
h and h1 (bones #1-23) are well preserved and most of the 
cortical surfaces are free of sediment.

Discussion

This study found that only two bones might be classified 
as tools, although MacNeish (e.g. MacNeish, 1979; Mac-

Neish et al., 1980) interpreted some specimens from layer h 

as tools: “fossil bone point”, “deflesher”, and “antler 
punch”; additionally, one “humanly fractured bone” of a 
Camelid (table 4). In layers h1 to k, no evidence of human 
manipulation has been found, except for bone #25 
Ac100 259-II-4, on which MacNeish (1979:27) identified 
“polish” and “cut marks” in a Mylodontidae – probably 
Sclelidotherium – rib (table 4). In the initial studies, the 
North American archaeologist presented these vestiges as 
belonging to “activity areas”, sometimes associated with 
“artefacts” or “tools”, especially those from i and i1 (Mac-

Neish, 1979). In the review presented here, we focused 
mostly on the fresh longitudinal and helical fractures and 
cut marks as defined in table 3. Both features are generally 
used to define bones that were exploited and manipulated 
by humans, generally to extract the marrow (Lyman, 1994; 
Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016; Chichkoyan, 2019). 
Consequently, considering the taphonomic review presented 
in the previous section, we conclude that anthropic inter-
vention is only present in the bone remains exhumed in 

stratum h (table 4). To discuss the different interpretations, 
we differentiate bones with anthropic and non-anthropic 
marks by their layers.

Layer h, anthropic: In the review presented here, we 
focused on the fresh longitudinal and helical fractures 
visible in these bone remains. Both features reveal that 
they resulted from human exploitation and manipulation to 
extract the marrow (Lyman, 1994; Fernández-Jalvo and 
Andrews, 2016; Chichkoyan, 2019).

Figure 8. A: Ac100 152-?-H3 camelid phalanx with a longitudi-nally fresh fracture. B: Ac100 153-2-H1 indeterminate bone with fresh fractures. C: Ac100 258-IV-H4 possible fossil pointed piece. D: Ac100 346-III-1, S13E9 diaphysis of a camelid with 
fresh fracture / A : Ac100 152- ?-H3 phalange de camélidés avec 
une fracture fraîche longitudinale. B : Ac100 153-2-H1 os indéter-

miné avec des fractures fraîches. C : Ac100 258-IV-H4 possible 
pièce pointue fossile. D : Ac100 346-III-1, S13E9 diaphyse d’un 
camélidé avec fracture fraiche
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Two specimens, #1-2, found in the UNMSM were clas-

sified by MacNeish as “cut split bone”, but not published. 
Furthermore, Yataco Capcha (2011) identified cut marks not 
previously recorded by MacNeish, which are also confirmed 
in the current revision. Specimen #1 (figure 6A) could have 
been broken for marrow extraction, while #2 (figure 6B) 
might have been intentionally fashioned by grinding, espe-

cially considering the marks over the pointed section of the 
bone (Buc and Loponte, 2007; Backwell and d’Errico, 2014; 
Nami, several pers. obs.). Nevertheless, a better review 
and the use of advanced technologies such as a Scanning 
Electron Microscope (SEM) would confirm this interpre-

tation. The presence of cut marks as well as fresh fractures 
would at least indicate probable human manipulation.

Another unpublished specimen is #4, is labelled on 
the bag containing it as a “small animal polished bone” 
(figure 7A). Additionally, in his detailed revision, Yataco 
Capcha (2020) identified cut marks. This study agrees with 
this observation, but could not confirm polishing. The 
presence of longitudinal fractures would also indicate 
marrow extraction (Lyman, 1994; Fernández-Jalvo and 
Andrews, 2016; Chichkoyan, 2019).

Bone #5 (figure 7B) was published and interpreted as 
a “bone point” (MacNeish, 1979). As seen in table 4, and 
in agreement with the review undertaken by one of us 
(Yataco Capcha, 2020), the fashioned triangular shape and 
the ground and polished traces over the surface would con-

firm the original interpretation that it is a bone implement, 
but of unknown function.

Bone #7 (figure 8A) was originally presented as a 
fragmented phalange (MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish et al., 
1980), a classification which has been further corroborated 
(Yataco Capcha, 2020). This author also observed possible 
cut marks on one of the borders that, in this review, cannot 
be confirmed at all. However, the fracture’s shape with a 
notch in the proximal end would support the initial deter-
mination, and as in other cases addressed in this re-exami-
nation, the fracture would indicate marrow extraction.

Found in the same bag as bone #4, #11 (figure 8B) was 
never published, but it was originally classified in its con-

tainer as “polished bones of small animals”. On its surface, 
this specimen shows traces identified as cut marks (Yataco 
Capcha, 2020). However, their morphology indicates that 
they are the result of trampling (Lyman, 1994; Domínguez- 
Rodrigo et al., 2009). The original interpretation of polish-

ing can be attributed to the effect that trampling marks can 
produce on bones, mainly when observed with magnification.

Like the osseous piece #5, and due to its triangular 
shape, #14 (figure 8C) was initially described as a “point” 
(MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish et al., 1980). It has also been 
suggested that it could indicate defleshing (Yataco Capcha, 
2020). According to the observations made for this review, 
the freshly bevelled borders could also suggest that it is a 
pointed piece that, like piece #2, needs a more in-depth 
review and the use of advanced technologies such as SEM 
to examine its shaping and possible function.

Lastly, #16 is longitudinally fractured, and the notch 
seen in its upper end might indicate the place where the 
blow struck (figure 8D) (Chichkoyan, 2019). Consequently, 
this review identified four bones with cut marks and fresh 
fractures (#1-2, 4, 7), two with fresh fractures only (#11, 
16), and two possible fossil implements (#5), one of which 
needs confirmation (#14). From the remains of these eight 
bones, three were previously published by MacNeish (two 
as “fossil points” and one as a “fragmented phalange”, #5, 
7, 14), while five are recent finds (#1-2, 4, 11, 16). According 
to Yataco Capcha (2020), most of them show cut marks. 
Only the osseous pieces #5, 7 and 14 maintain MacNeish’s 
determination, which also done by Yataco Capcha (2020). 
The remaining published and unpublished pieces mostly 

coincide with the Yataco Capcha (2020) interpretations, 
but here we additionally highlight the fractures as a clear 
feature to identify human exploitation. This evidence was 
mostly recorded on bone remains of extant fauna, indicating 
exploitation of indeterminate animals and ungulates, mainly 
Artiodactyls, Cervidae and Camelidae. In most cases, we 
found evidence of meat or marrow exploitation. From the 
extinct species, none of the osseous pieces of Mylodontidae 
show traces of human manipulation, except for one Peris-

sodactyl bone (#5), which, according to MacNeish et al. 
(1980), was shaped to make a “point”, or in our opinion, a 
pointed tool of undetermined function. It is worth men-

tioning that, as the material for its manufacture might have 
been collected from a palaeontological assemblage, an 
instrument made from a fossil bone does not guarantee that 
the animal was eaten. Therefore, it cannot be confirmed 
that extinct fauna represented an important food resource 
for the Pikimachay hunter-gatherers.

Layer h, non-anthropic: The other nine bone remains 

(#3, 6, 8-10, 12-13, 15, 17) do not show any evidence of 
human manipulation. From this sample, only two were 
previously described. Bone #8 was reported as a “sloth rib 
deflesher” (figure S2A), and #15 (figure S3C), a cast antler, 
was interpreted as a “punch” (MacNeish, 1979; MacNeish 
et al., 1980). Regarding the former, Yataco Capcha (2020) 
maintained the initial interpretations. However, the current 
observations on both specimens have recognised a spiral 

fracture along the contour of bone #8, giving it a triangular 
shape, but because more shaping signs that could identify 
it as a “deflesher” are lacking, there is no guarantee of 
intentional modification (Lyman, 1994; Fernández-Jalvo 
and Andrews, 2016). Specimen #15 is a cast, so that the 
lack of original features cannot confirm whether this piece 
was a tool. Concerning the rest of the unpublished bones 
(# 3, 6-7) and those found labelled in the museums (#9-10, 
12-13), the current analyses do not sustain their historical 
classifications or the interpretations of the second review.

Bone #3 (figure S1A) was described as a “charred” and 
“cut-marked” bone due to its black appearance (Yataco 
Capcha, 2011:270, figure 12). However, it is now known 
that this sort of stain could be due to chemical deposition of 
manganese on the surfaces, a relatively common occurrence 
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in archaeological and palaeontological bone remains, which 
is the most likely in this case (López-González et al., 2006; 
Marín Arroyo et al., 2008; Fernández-Jalvo and Andrews, 
2016). Moreover, the cortical surface does not present 
cracking or flaking marks that might have been produced 
by fire and/or weathering (Hanson and Cain, 2007; Fernán-

dez-Jalvo and Andrews, 2016). Given that the traces 
observed are broad and flat-bottomed, they are probably 
the marks of gnawing by a rodent (Fernández-Jalvo and 
Andrews, 2016). This feature was also observed on bone 
#6 (figure S1B) and also interpreted as “cut marks” indi-
cating defleshing (Yataco Capcha, 2011, 2020).

Specimens #9-10 (figure S2B; S2C), were historically 
classified as “cut split bone” and “polished bones of small 
animals”. Yataco Capcha (2020) suggested that cut marks 
were also present. However, the current taphonomic anal-
yses reinterpreted these traces as a result of trampling.

Bones #12-13 (figure S3A, S3B) were also originally 
classified as “polished scratched slots” and, like #3, later 
reinterpreted as charred and cut-marked. In these cases, 
anthropic action could not be detected either. Although 
#12 may have a fresh fracture on one face, due to its type 
this cannot be ascribed to human action with certainty. 
Consequently, the hypothetical “cut marks” are therefore 
more likely to be related to the natural disposition of Mylo-

dontidae bone tissue (Straehl et al., 2013). In bone #13, the 
previously identified “cut marks” might be due to tram-

pling. We support this interpretation given the difference 
in colouration compared to the surrounding colour of the 
magnified area of the specimen. Bone #17 (figure S3D) 
was not previously published and the current observations 
cannot link its spiral fractures to human action with cer-
tainty, as this type of modification can also be ascribed to 
non-human factors (Lyman, 1994).

Layers h1 to k, non-anthropic: The bone remains from 
layers h1 to k do not present any evidence of anthropic 
action or intentional exposure to fire. Six specimens from 
layer h1 were described (figures S4-S6). Three of them 
(#18-20) were assumed to be associated with “activity 
areas” (MacNeish, 1979). However, further reviews such 
as those carried out by Yataco Capcha (2020) and for this 
paper did not find evidence of human manipulation. The 
initial interpretation (MacNeish, 1979) therefore cannot be 
sustained. Three further osseous pieces (#21-23) found in 
MAA-UNMSM had not been previously published. Bone 
#23 is a Mylodontidae rib that presented four areas with 
presumed cut marks (Yataco Capcha, 2020); however, in 
the light of the current examination and due to their location 
on the surface and random orientation, we now interpret 
these traces as trampling marks (Lyman, 1994; Domínguez- 
Rodrigo et al., 2009).

The sample from layer i (figure S7) was assumed to 
have come from areas where sloths and horses were slaugh-

tered and processed (MacNeish, 1979). As the further ob-

servations offered by Yataco Capcha (2020) and this study 
failed to find evidence of any kind of human intervention, 
we conclude that this association was not intentional. 

Consequently, no assessment of human exploitation can be 
made. In the case of the bone remains from i1 (figure S8), 
three (#31-33), were found in association with tools, accord-

ing to MacNeish (1979). The other four (#28-30, 34) had 
never been published before. Despite the fact that the bones 
from this stratum are covered with sediments, some black 
spots were interpreted as “hearth stains” (Yataco Capcha, 
2020). However, as stated before, these blackish dots 
mostly result from manganese action after the burial of 
osseous remains.

The five bones from layer j (figure S9A) were found by 
Yataco Capcha in RSPIA, and those from k (figure S9B) 
were identified as probable mandible fragments of Mylo-

dontidae. In both cases, even though no evidence of human 
exploitation was found, manganese stains were also inter-
preted as hearth spots.

Finally, as seen above, Late Pleistocene fossils were 
exhumed in the Pikimachay cave as well as extant fauna 
bones in association with the stone artefacts. Our tapho-

nomic observations indicate that several traces on bones 

from h were produced by human activity. This concurs 
with the lithic analysis that led us to conclude that they 
were made by foragers carrying raw materials for making 
tools into the cave (Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022). More 
importantly, the two types of finds come from discrete 
sectors of the excavation (MacNeish, 1979, MacNeish et al., 
1981:40-56; 1983:136-153, figures 5-3/12), which substan-

tiates the human origin of several traces in the bone sample.

Considerations from the review of the Pikimachay 
Legacy Collection regarding the overall unresolved 
issue of megamammal extinction and the first 
human dispersal across South America

Different opinions have been expressed about the status 
of extinct fauna in the consumption patterns of the earliest 
inhabitants of this subcontinent, and particularly at Pikim-

achay (e.g. Lynch, 1974, 1983, 1990, 1992). As seen in the 
previous sections, various extinct fauna bones at Pikimachay 
come from strata h-h1, which contain human-made artefacts. 
However, the small sample analysed in this taphonomic 
study does not confirm their exploitation by humans.

In the Peruvian archaeological record, associations of 
extinct fauna with anthropic remains are extremely rare and 
raise many doubts (e.g. Rick, 1988; Lynch, 1990, 1992; 
Aldenderfer, 1999), in contrast to a significant number of 
fossil bones of extinct fauna in South America, on which 
various traces and fractures are evidence of anthropic 
modification (e.g. Chichkoyan et al., 2017; Chichkoyan, 
2019; Politis et al., 2019; Carlini et al. 2022). In Peru, most 
lowland sites belonging to the Late Pleistocene and its 
transition with the Holocene show evidence of human 
exploitation of marine and other resources (Aldenderfer, 
1999; De France et al., 2001; Dillehay, 2011; Dillehay et al., 
2017; Sutter, 2021). As at Pikimachay in the highlands, the 
faunal assemblages found at Huargo cave (Cardich, 1973) 
included sloths and horses, as well as remains related to 
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extant deer and various camelids. This is also true for the 
lower levels of the Jaywamachay rock-shelter, where the 
bones of extinct horses, deer and possibly camelids have 
been recovered (MacNeish, 1971:43-44; MacNeish et al., 
1981:65-71; Lynch, 1983:116; Yataco Capcha and Nami, 
2016) in layers containing Fell points and well-made bone 
tools dated at ~9.9-10.3 uncalibrated kybp (Yataco Capcha 
and Nami, 2016).

In South America, the dated record of Late Pleistocene 
fossil bones suggests that, in certain regions, the extinction 
process occurred in two different phases separated by 
~15/20 kyr. The first event happened at ~30.0 kybp, and 
the second at ~10.0 kybp (Lopes et al., 2020). In the latter, 
the radiocarbon ages indicate that several taxa were coeval 
with early human occupations (e.g. Núñez et al., 1994; 
Salemme and Miotti, 2008; Villavicencio et al., 2016; Ubilla 
et al., 2016, 2018; Nami, 2019; Politis et al., 2019; Nami 
et al., 2020; among others). The same may be considered 
for the species reported in this paper, as several taxa found 
in the lower levels of this cave represent species that were 
affected by the worldwide mass extinction in the Late 
Pleistocene (Barnosky and Lindsey, 2010; Barnosky et al., 
2004, 2011). As previously mentioned, the fallen roof 
blocks that sealed off the lower strata date from the Late 
Pleistocene/Early Holocene.

Pikimachay has also been much discussed for its chro-

nology, which suggests that it is one of the earliest sites of 
human occupation in the New World. In the process of 
human dispersal across the globe, the Aspmericas were the 
last continents to be colonised (Meltzer, 2013). The palaeo- 
American population and its spread across the continent 
has always been a field of archaeological interest. How-

ever, for several reasons, it is one of the most controversial 
as regards the occurrence of events and the reliability of the 
evidence relating to a particular time in the process (Dillehay, 
2009; Meltzer, 2013). Although caution is needed with 
certain approaches to the subject (Dillehay, 2019), various 
lines of scientific research have shown that the arrival of 
humans in the New World occurred during the Late Pleis-

tocene, in a period that is still in debate (Dillehay, 2009; 
Meltzer 2009, 2013; Gruhn, 2020) but probably during 
several colonisation events (Goebel et al., 2008) and as 
a process driving the spread, occupation and growth of a 
population (Lanata et al., 2008; Waguespack, 2012). Despite 
this, it is notable that several probably reliable sites in North 
America are yielding records that predate Clovis points 
(Waters et al., 2011, 2018; Davis et al., 2019, among others). 
Uncalibrated radiocarbon dates reveal that Clovis technol-
ogy spanned ~11.2-10.8 kybp (Waters and Stafford, 2007), 
although Prasciunas and Surovell (2015) propose a wider 
chronology. Until recently, it was thought that the Clovis 
point was the oldest example of bifacial technology in North 
America, although recent finds of earlier bifacial tools at 
different sites bring this into doubt (e.g. Waters et al., 2011, 
2018; Halligan et al., 2016). Nevertheless, the Clovis point 

is still considered to be the oldest example of fluted point 
technology in the New World. In South America, various 
sites predate, by a few millennia, the use of “fishtail” or 
Fell points, a widespread socio-cultural phenomenon that 
occurred during the last millennium of the Pleistocene 
(Dillehay, 2009, 2011; Capriles et al. 2016; Dillehay et al., 
2019; 2021; Nami, 2021). An overlap with the last centuries 
of Clovis technology, coeval with Folsom and other palaeo- 
American manifestations, is possible (Frison and Stanford, 
1982; Bonnichsen et al., 1987; Kuntz et al., 2003; Erland-

son, 2013; Erlandson and Braje, 2007, 2015; among many 
others); generally, radiocarbon assays suggest that Fell points 
were used within a time frame spanning ~11.0-10.0 kybp 
(Núñez et al., 1994; Nami, 2007, 2017, 2019, 2021; Jackson 
et al., 2007; Maggard and Dillehay, 2011; Maggard, 2015; 
Waters et al., 2015; Nami and Stanford, 2016; Yataco 
Capcha and Nami, 2016). In this regard, and considering 
that new research based on updated methods and approaches 
is necessary, Taima-Taima in Venezuela has yielded distinc-

tive El Jobo armature tips associated with fossil bones, with 
dates between ~13.0 and 14.2 kybp (Bryan et al., 1978; 
Ochsenius and Gruhn, 1979, Carlini et al. 2022), also ob-

served in other sites in this Caribbean country (Jaimes, 
1999, 2003). A growing number of finds in recent decades 
suggests that foragers lived at a similar time in the Central 
and Southern Andes (Lavallée, 1995; Dillehay, 2014; Rade-

maker et al., 2014; Jodry and Santoro, 2017; Carlini et al., 
2022). In northern Peru, excavations at Huaca Prieta have 
revealed a simple stone technology and other remains 

manipulated by humans, with radiocarbon dates ranging 
from ~12.4 to 13.0 kybp (Dillehay et al., 2012a, 2012b, 
2017:table 1). Jobo-like points and one armature tip with 
a contracting stem have been found in South Central Chile 
at the Monte Verde locality. Most radiocarbon assays for 
these show a range of ~12.0-13.2 kybp, but some dates are 
as early as ~19.0 kybp (Dillehay et al., 2017:table 1, 2019). 
The nearby Monte Verde, Pilauco and Los Notros sites have 
yielded a similar simple, trimmed and expedient technology 
(Pino and Astorga, 2020), with a chronology ranging from 
~13.5 to 14.6 kybp (Navarro-Harris et al., 2019, 2020). In 
the Argentinian Pampas, Arroyo Seco 2 provided a record 
dated between ~11.2 and 12.2 kybp (Politis et al., 2016). 
Several authors (e.g. Gruhn, 2020) have considered that 
these sites provide useful material for discussions on the 
earliest arrival of humans in South America (cf. Dillehay 

et al., 2021; Politis and Prates, 2021). Therefore, based on 
our  review of the lithic materials and bone remains from 
the Late Pleistocene levels in the Pikimachay cave, we can 
assume that the newly compiled information from this 
study indeed justifies the hypothesis that the bones and 
lithic materials from layer h were produced during the Late 
Pleistocene between the rockfalls that occurred at ~≥9.0/ 
10.0 and ~14.1 kybp, the latter being the radiocarbon date 
considered for this layer, given also that the stone artefacts 
from h1 have a similar morphology and age.
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Conclusions

To summarise, our taphonomic analysis of a sample of 
bones from the Late Pleistocene levels of Pikimachay Cave 
suggests that eight specimens from layer h show signs of 
modification by humans. These are the result of cutting 
and bone breakage for different purposes, but mainly for 
marrow extraction. Furthermore, two fragments were iden-

tified as probable well-fashioned pieces, probably tools. 
The anthropic bone modifications agree with the presence 
in h of lithic remains that were undoubtedly flaked by 
humans, but also in h1 possibly belonging to the Late 

Pleistocene at ~≥9.0/10.0-14.0/14.7 kybp. Similarly to the 
results obtained from the re-examination of the stone vestiges 
(Yataco Capcha and Nami, 2022), the bone remains from 
layers i to k do not show any signs of anthropic action.

Therefore, if the reported chronology and its associa-

tions with the anthropic remains are true, the Pikimachay 
cave might still be relevant to an assessment of the complex 
and nagging issue of human colonisation of the Americas 
(Waguespack, 2012; Gruhn, 2020; Dillehay et al., 2021). 
This is the reason why Pikimachay cave could still be 
a site that may have witnessed the presence of hunter- 
gatherer groups who were living in the Andean Cordillera 
at the time of the colonisation process of western South 
America (Dillehay et al., 2017). More research is essential 
to further the debate about the true role of Pikimachay 
Cave in the initial peopling of the Southern Andes.

Acknowledgements

We are indebted to: Ryan Wheeler, director of the Robert 
S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology, Phillips Academic, 
Andover, Massachusetts; Jorge Silva (former director of 
the Museo de Arqueología y Antropología de la Universidad 

Nacional Mayor de San Marcos); and Marla Taylor (Curator 
of collections and work duty supervisor) of the Robert 
S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology for their support during 
the study of the MacNeish collections and field registers; 
and to Susan deFrance for her invaluable help during the 
bone sample study for dating. A special mention to Masato 
Sakai of Yamagata University for his support during Juan 
Yataco Capcha’s investigation and dissertation of the mas-

ter’s thesis on Pikimachay cave.

Supplementary information

The supplementary information is available in .docx 
from the BMSAP website (https://journals.openedition.org/
bmsap/12069?file=1).

References

Aldenderfer M (1999) The Pleistocene/Holocene transition in Perú 
and its effects upon human use of the landscape. Quaternary 
International 53-54:11-19 [https://doi.org/10.1016/s1040-6182 

(98)00004-4]

Backwell L, D’Errico F (2014) Bone Tools, Paleolithic. In: Smith C 
(ed) Encyclopedia of Global Archaeology. Springer, New York, 
pp 950-962 [https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-0465-2]

Barnosky AD., Koch PL, Feranec RS et al (2004) Assessing 
the causes of Late Pleistocene extinctions on the continents. 
Science 306:70-75 [https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1101476]

Barnosky AD, Lindsey EL (2010) Timing of Quaternary mega-

faunal extinction in South America in relation to human arrival 
and climate change. Quaternary International 217:10-29 [https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2009.11.017]

Barnosky AD, Matzke N, Tomiya S et al (2011) Has the Earth’s 
sixth mass extinction already arrived? Nature 471:51-57 
[https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09678]

Behrensmeyer AK (1978) Taphonomic and ecological information 
from bone weathering. Paleobiology 4(2):150-162 [https://doi. 
org/10.1017/S0094837300005820]

Blatt H, Middleton G, Murray R (1980) Origin of Sedimentary 
Rocks, Prentice-Hall, New Jersey, 634 p

Bonnichsen R, Stanford DJ, Fasthook JL (1987) Environmental 
Change and Developmental History of Human Adaptive 
Patterns: The Paleoindian Case. In: Ruddiman WF, Wright HE 
(eds) North America and Adjacent Oceans During the Last 
Deglaciation: Volume K-3. Geological Society of America, 
Boulder, pp 403-424

Borrero LA, Santoro CM (2022) Metapopulation Processes in 
the Long-Term Colonization of the Andean Highlands in 
South America. Journal of World Prehistory 35(2):35-162 
[https://doi.org/10.1007/s10963-022-09167-x]

Bryan AL, Casamiquela RM, Cruxent JM et al (1978) An El Jobo 
Mastodon Kill at Taima-Taima, Venezuela. Science 200:1275- 
1277 [https://doi.org/10.1126/science.200.4347.1275]

Buc N, Loponte D (2007) Bone tool types and microwear patterns: 
some examples from the Pampa region, South America. In: 
Gates ST-Pierre C, Walker RB (eds) Bones as tools: current 
methods and interpretations in worked bone studies. BAR 
International Series 1622, Oxford, pp 143-157

Capriles JM, Santoro CM, Dillehay TD (2016) Harsh environments 
and the Terminal Pleistocene people of the Andean highlands. 
Current Anthropology 57(1):99-100 [https://doi.org/10.1086/ 
684694]

Cardich A (1973) Excavaciones en la caverna Huargo, Perú. In: 
Revista del Museo Nacional, t. XXXIX. Lima-Perú, pp 11-30

Carlini AA, Carrillo-Briceño JD, Jaimes A et al (2022) Damaged 
glyptodontid skulls from Late Pleistocene sites of northwestern 
Venezuela: evidence of hunting by humans? Swiss Journal 
of Palaeontology 141:11 [https://doi.org/10.1186/s13358-022-
00253-3]

Chichkoyan KV, Martínez-Navarro B, Moigne AM et al (2017) 
The Exploitation of Megafauna during the Earliest Peopling of 
the Americas: An Examination of Nineteenth-Century Fossil 
Collections. Comptes Rendus Palevol 16:440-451 [https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.crpv.2016.11.003]

Chichkoyan KV (2019) Going back to Collections: A study case 
from the Florentino Ameghino collection housed in Museo de 
La Plata (Argentina). Conservar Património, Revista da ARP 
Associação Profissional de Conservadores-Restauradores de 
Portugal 32:38-49 [https://doi.org/10.14568/cp2018027]

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1040-6182(98)00004-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1040-6182(98)00004-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-0465-2
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1101476
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2009.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2009.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09678
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0094837300005820
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0094837300005820
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10963-022-09167-x
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.200.4347.1275
https://doi.org/10.1086/684694
https://doi.org/10.1086/684694
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13358-022-00253-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13358-022-00253-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crpv.2016.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crpv.2016.11.003
https://doi.org/10.14568/cp2018027


BMSAP (2023) 35(2)

21

Nami, Chichkoyan, Yataco Capcha & Lanata

Davis LG, Madsen DB, Becerra-Valdivia L et al (2019) Late 
Upper Paleolithic occupation at Cooper’s Ferry, Idaho, USA, 
~16,000 years ago. Science 365:891-897 [https://doi.org/10. 
1126/science.aax9830]

De France S, Keefer D, Richardson III JB et al (2001) Late 
Paleoindian Coastal Foragers: Specialized Extractive Behavior 
at Quebrada Tacahuay, Perú. Latin American Antiquity 12: 
413-426 [https://doi.org/10.2307/972087]

Dillehay TD (1985) A Regional Perspective of Preceramic Times 
in the central Andes. Reviews in Anthropology 12:193-205

Dillehay TD (2009) Probing Deeper into First American Studies. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the 
United States of America 106:971-978 [https://doi.org/10.1073/ 
pnas.0808424106]

Dillehay TD (2011) From foraging to farming in the Andes: New 
perspectives on food production and social organization, 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 362 p

Dillehay TD (2014) Entangled knowledge: old trends and new 
thoughts in first South American studies. In: Graf K, Ketron CV, 
Waters MR (eds.) Paleoamerican Odyssey. College Station, 
Texas A&M University, Texas, pp 377-396

Dillehay TD (2019) Un ensayo sobre genética, arqueología y 
movilidad humana temprana. Mundo de Antes 13(2):13-65

Dillehay TD, Bonavia D, Goodbred S et al (2012a) A late Pleisto-

cene human presence at Huaca Prieta, Perú, and early Pacific 
Coastal adaptations. Quaternary Research 77(3):418-423 
[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yqres.2012.02.003]

Dillehay TD, Bonavia D, Goodbred S et al (2012b) Chronology, 
mound-building, and environment at Huaca Prieta, Coastal 
Perú, from 13,700 to 4,000 years ago. Antiquity 86:48-70 
[https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003598X00062451]

Dillehay TD, Goodbred S, Pino M et al (2017) Simple Technologies 
and Diverse Food Strategies of the Late Pleistocene and Early 
Holocene at Huaca Prieta, Coastal Perú. Science Advances 3: 
1-13 [https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1602778]

Dillehay TD, Ocampo C, Saavedra J et al (2019) New Excavations 
at the Late Pleistocene Site of Chinchihuapi I, Chile. Quaternary 
Research 92(1):70-80 [https://doi.org/10.1017/qua.2018.145]

Dillehay TD, Pino M, Ocampo C (2021) Comments on Archaeo-

logical Remains at the Monte Verde Site Complex, Chile. 
PaleoAmerica 7(1):8-13 [https://doi.org/10.1080/ 20555563. 
2020.1762399]

Domínguez-Rodrigo M, De Juana S, Galán AB et al (2009) A New 
Protocol to Differentiate Trampling Marks from Butchery 
Cut Marks. Journal of Archaeological Science 36:2643-2654 
[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2009.07.017]

Dott RH (1963) Dynamics of subaqueous gravity depositional 
processes. Bulletin of the American Association of Petroleum 
Geologist 47(1):104-128 [https://doi.org/10.1306/BC743973-
16BE-11D7-8645000102C1865D]

Dott RH (1983) Episodic sedimentation-How normal is average? 
How rare is rare? Does it matter? Journal of Sedimentary 
Research 53:5-23 [https://doi.org/10.1306/212F8148-2B24-
11D7-8648000102C1865D]

Dott RH, Howard JK (1962) Convolute lamination in non-graded 
sequences. The Journal of Geologist 70(1):114-121 [https://
doi.org/10.1086/626799]

Erlandson JM (2013) Channel Island Amol Points: A Stemmed. 
Paleocoastal Type from Santarosae Island, California. Califor-
nia Archaeology 5:105-121 [https://doi.org/10.1179/1947461
X13Z.0000000006]

Erlandson JM, Braje TJ (2007) Early maritime technology on 
California’s San Miguel Island: Arena points from CA-SMI-
575-NE. Current Research in the Pleistocene 24:85-86

Erlandson JM, Braje TJ (2015) Stemmed Points, the coastal migra-

tion theory, and the peopling of the Americas. In: Frachetti MD, 
Spengler III RN (eds) Mobility and Ancient Society in Asia 
and the Americas. Springer International Publishing, Switzer-
land, pp 49-58

Fernández-Jalvo Y, Andrews P (2016) Atlas of Taphonomic Iden-

tifications. 1001 + Images of fossil and recent mammal bone 
modification, Springer Publishers, Dordrecht, 359 p

Flannery KV, Wind ES (n.d.) The Present-Day Fauna of the 
Ayacucho. In: The Prehistory of the Ayacucho Basin, Perú. 
Subsistence and Environment. Chapter III. Unpublished report 
on file at Robert S. Peabody Institute of Archaeology, Phillips 
Academy, Andover

Frison GC, Stanford DJ (eds) (1982) The Agate Basin Site: A 
Record of the Paleoindian Occupation of the Northwestern 
High Plains. Academic Press, New York, 403 p

Giesso M, Nami HG, Yataco Capcha JJ et al (2020) XRF Obsidian 
Analysis from Ayacucho Basin, Huamanga Province, South-

eastern Perú. Archaeometry 62(2):215-231 [https://doi.org/10. 
1111/arcm.12529]

Goebel T, Waters MR, O’Rourke DH (2008) The Late Pleistocene 
Dispersal of Modern Humans in the Americas. Science 319: 
1497-1502 [pmid:18339930]

Gruhn R (2020) Evidence grows that peopling of the Americas 
began more than 20,000 years ago. Nature 584(7819):47-48 
[https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-02137-3]

Halligan JJ, Waters MR, Perrotti A et al (2016) Pre-Clovis occupa-

tion 14,550 years ago at the Page-Ladson site, Florida, and the 
peopling of the Americas. Science Advances 13, 2(5):e1600375 
[https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600375]

Hanson M, Cain CR (2007) Examining histology to identify burned 
bone. Journal of Archaeological Science 34:1902-1913 [https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2007.01.0093]

Hassan AA, Termine JD, Vance Haynes C Jr (1977) Mineralogical 
Studies On Bone Apatite and their Implications for Radiocarbon 
Dating. Radiocarbon 19(3):364-374 [https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0033822200003684]

Hogg A, Heaton T, Hua Q et al (2020) SHCal20 Southern Hemi-
sphere calibration, 0-55,000 years cal BP. Radiocarbon 62 
[https://doi.org/10.1017/RDC.2020.59]

Jackson D, Méndez C, Seguel R, Maldonado A et al (2007) Initial 
occupation of the Pacific coast of Chile during Late Pleistocene 
times. Current Anthropology 48:725-731 [https://doi.org/10. 
1086/520965]

Jaimes A (1999) Nuevas evidencias de cazadores recolectores y 
aproximación al entendimiento del uso del espacio geográfico en 
el Noroccidente de Venezuela. Sus implicaciones en el contexto 
suramericano. Arqueología del Área Intermedia 1:83-120

Jaimes A (2003) El Vano: una nueva localidad paleo-india en el 
noroccidente de Venezuela. Maguaré 17:46-64

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax9830
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax9830
https://doi.org/10.2307/972087
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0808424106
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0808424106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yqres.2012.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003598X00062451
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1602778
https://doi.org/10.1017/qua.2018.145
https://doi.org/10.1080/ 20555563.2020.1762399
https://doi.org/10.1080/ 20555563.2020.1762399
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2009.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1306/BC743973-16BE-11D7-8645000102C1865D
https://doi.org/10.1306/BC743973-16BE-11D7-8645000102C1865D
https://doi.org/10.1306/212F8148-2B24-11D7-8648000102C1865D
https://doi.org/10.1306/212F8148-2B24-11D7-8648000102C1865D
https://doi.org/10.1086/626799
https://doi.org/10.1086/626799
https://doi.org/10.1179/1947461X13Z.0000000006
https://doi.org/10.1179/1947461X13Z.0000000006
https://doi.org/10.1111/arcm.12529
https://doi.org/10.1111/arcm.12529
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-02137-3
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1600375
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2007.01.0093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2007.01.0093
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033822200003684
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033822200003684
https://doi.org/10.1017/RDC.2020.59
https://doi.org/10.1086/520965
https://doi.org/10.1086/520965


BMSAP (2023) 35(2)

22

Nami, Chichkoyan, Yataco Capcha & Lanata

Jodry MA, Santoro CM (2017) Walking closer to the sky: High- 
altitude landscapes and the peopling of the New World. Qua-

ternary International 461:102-107 [https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
quaint.2017.10.007]

Kuntz M, Bever M, Adkins C (2003) The Mesa Site: Paleoindians 
above the Arctic Circle. BLM-Alaska Open File Report 86, 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Anchorage, 82 p

Lanata JL, Martino L, Osella A, Garcia-Herbst A (2008) Demo-

graphic Conditions to Colonize New Spaces: The Early Human 
Dispersal in the Americas Case. World Archaeology 40:520-
537 [https://doi.org/10.1080/00438240802452890]

Lavallée D, Michèle J, Wheeler J, Karlin C (1995) Telarmachay: 
Cazadores y Pastores prehistóricos de los Andes. Tomo I. 
Instituto Frances de Estudios Andinos, Lima, 445 p

León E, Yataco Capcha J (2008) New Analysis of lithic artifacts 
from the Ayacucho Complex, Perú. Current Research in the 
Pleistocene 25:34-37

Lyman RL (1994) Vertebrate Taphonomy. Cambridge University 
Press, Cambridge, 524 p

Lynch T (1974) The Antiquity of Man in South America. Quaternary 
Research 4:356-377 [https://doi.org/10.1016/0033-5894(74) 
90022-2]

Lynch T (1983) The Paleo-Indians. In: Jennins JD (ed) Ancient 
South Americans. WH Freeman, San Francisco, pp 87-137

Lynch T (1990) Glacial-Age Man in South America? A Critical 
Review. American Antiquity 55:12-36 [https://doi.org/10.23 
07/281490]

Lynch T (1992) La realidad del concepto Paleoindio en contra de las 
protestas de MacNeish, Bryan y Gruhn. Revista de Arqueología 
Americana 5:249-261 [http://www.jstor.org/stable/27768319]

Lopes RP, Pereira JC, Kerber L et al (2020) The extinction of 
the Pleistocene megafauna in the Pampa of southern Brazil. 
Quaternary Science Reviews:242,106428 [https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.quascirev.2020.106428]

López-González F, Grandal-D’anglade A, Vidal-Romaní JR (2006) 
Deciphering bone depositional sequences in caves through 
the study of manganese coatings. Journal of Archaeological 
Science 33(5):707-717 [https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2005.10.006]

MacNeish RS (1969) First Annual Report of the Ayacucho Archae-

ological-Botanical Project. A Robert S. Peabody Foundation 
for Archaeology Project. Phillips Academy, Andover

MacNeish RS (1971) Early Man in the Andes. Scientific Ameri-
can 224(4):36-46 [https://www.jstor.org/stable/24927769]

MacNeish RS (1979) The Early Man Remains from Pikimachay 
Cave, Ayacucho Basin, Highland Perú. In: Humphrey RL, 
Stanford DJ (eds) Pre-Llano Cultures of the Americas: 
Paradoxes and Possibilities. The Anthropological Society of 
Washington, Washington DC, pp 1-47

MacNeish RS, Vierra RK, Nelken-Terner A et al (1970a) Second 
Annual Report of the Ayacucho Archaeological-Botanical Pro-

ject. Robert S. Peabody Found for Archaeology, Andover, 46 p
MacNeish RS., Berger R., Protsch R (1970b) Megafauna and 

Man from Ayacucho, Highland, Perú. Science 168:975-977 
[https://doi.org/10.1126/science.168.3934.975]

MacNeish RS., Vierra RK, Nelken-Terner A., Phagan CJ (1980) 
Prehistory of the Ayacucho Basin, Perú Vol. III. Robert S. 
Peabody Foundation for Archaeology and the University of 
Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, 344 p

MacNeish RS, Cook A, Lumbreras L, Vierra R et al (1981) Exca-

vations and Chronology. Prehistory of the Ayacucho Basin, 
Perú Vol. II. Robert S. Peabody Foundation for Archaeology 
and the University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, 279 p

MacNeish RS, Vierra R, Nelken-Terner A et al (1983) The Prece-

ramic way of life. Prehistory of the Ayacucho Basin, Perú 
Vol. IV. Robert S. Peabody Foundation for Archaeology and 
the University of Michigan Press, Ann Arbor, 288 p

Maggard GJ (2015) The El Palto phase of northern Perú: Cultural 
diversity in the late Pleistocene-early Holocene. Chungara: 
Revista de Antropología Chilena 47(1):25-40 [http://doi.org/ 
10.4067/S0717-73562015005000009]

Maggard G, Dillehay T (2011) El Palto Phase (13800-9800BP). 
In: Dillehay T (ed) From Foraging to Farming in the Andes: 
New Perspectives on Food Production and Social Organization. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, pp 77-94

Marín Arroyo AB, Ruiz MDL, Bemabeu GV et al (2008) Archae-

ological implications of human-derived manganese coatings: 
a study of blackened bones in El Miron Cave, Cantabrian. Spain 
Journal of Archaeological Science 35:801-813 [https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.jas.2007.06.007]

Meltzer DJ (2009) First Peoples in a New World: Colonizing Ice 
Age America. University of California Press, Berkeley, 464 p

Meltzer DJ (2013) The human colonization of the Americas: 
archaeology. In: Ness I (ed) The Encyclopedia of Global Human 
Migration 1, Prehistory. Blackwell, New York [https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/9781444351071.wbeghm808]

Morche W, Albán C, De La Cruz J et al (1995) Geología del 
Cuadrángulo de Ayacucho, Hojas 27-ñ, escala 1:100.000. 
Carta Geológica Nacional, Boletín 61:1-120

Nami HG (2007) Research in the Middle Negro River Basin 
(Uruguay) and the Paleoindian Occupation of the Southern 
Cone. Current Anthropology 48:164-176 [http://doi.org/10. 
1086/510465]

Nami HG (2017) Silcrete as a valuable resource for stone tool 
manufacture and its use by Paleo-American hunter-gatherers in 
southeastern South America. Journal of Archaeological Science: 
Reports 15:539-560 [https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2016.05.003]

Nami HG (2019) Paleoamerican Occupation, Stone Tools from the 
Cueva del Medio, and Considerations for the Late Pleistocene 
Archaeology in Southern South America. Quaternary 2(3):28 
[https://doi.org/10.3390/quat2030028]

Nami HG (2021) Fishtailed Projectile Points in the Americas: 
Remarks and Hypotheses on the Peopling of Northern South 
America and Beyond. Quaternary International 578:47-72 
[https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2020.06.004]

Nami HG, Stanford DJ (2016) Dating the Peopling of Northwestern 
South America: An AMS Date from El Inga Site, Highland 
Ecuador. Paleo America 2:60-63 [https://doi.org/10.1080/20
555563.2016.113979]

Nami HG, Chichkoyan KV, Trindade M et al (2020) A Giant 
Ground Sloth Fossil Bone from the Last Millennium of the 
Pleistocene: New Data from Salto Department, Uruguay. 
Archaeological Discovery 8(4):295-310 [https://doi.org/10. 
4236/ad.2020.84017]

Navarro-Harris X, Pino M, Guzmán-Marín P et al (2019) The 
procurement and use of knappable glassy volcanic raw 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2017.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2017.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/00438240802452890
https://doi.org/10.1016/0033-5894(74)90022-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0033-5894(74)90022-2
https://doi.org/10.2307/281490
https://doi.org/10.2307/281490
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27768319
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quascirev.2020.106428
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quascirev.2020.106428
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2005.10.006
https://www.jstor.org/stable/24927769
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.168.3934.975
http://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-73562015005000009
http://doi.org/10.4067/S0717-73562015005000009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2007.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2007.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444351071.wbeghm808
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444351071.wbeghm808
http://doi.org/10.1086/510465
http://doi.org/10.1086/510465
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2016.05.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/quat2030028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2020.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2016.113979
https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2016.113979
https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2020.84017
https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2020.84017


BMSAP (2023) 35(2)

23

Nami, Chichkoyan, Yataco Capcha & Lanata

material from the late Pleistocene Pilauco site, Chilean North-

western Patagonia. Geoarchaeology 34(5):592-612 [https://
doi.org/10.1002/gea.21736]

Navarro-Harris X, Pino M, Guzman-Marín P (2020) The Cultural 
Materials from Pilauco and Los Notros Sites. Springer, Cham, 

pp 271-316 [https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23918-3_16]

Núñez L, Casamiquela R, Schiappacasse V et al (1994) Cuenca de 
Taguatagua en Chile: El ambiente del Pleistoceno y ocupaciones 
humanas. Revista Chilena de Historia Natural 67:503-519

Ochsenius C, Gruhn R (eds) (1979) Taima Taima. A Late Pleisto-

cene Paleo-Indian Kill Site in Northernmost South America 
- Final Report of 1976 Excavation. CIPICS/South American 
Quaternary Documentation Program, Saabrücken, 137 p

Oficina Nacional de Evaluación de Recursos Naturales (ONERN) 
(1976) Mapa Ecológico del Perú. Guía Explicativa. Lima-Perú, 
1976, p 146

Ones B (2003) Cave sediments. In: Middleton GV, Church MJ, 
Coniglio M et al (eds) Encyclopedia of Sediments and Sedi-
mentary Rocks, Springer, Dordrecht, pp 172-173

Peacock E (1991) Distinguishing between Artifacts and Geofacts: 
A Test Case from Eastern England. Journal of Field Archae-

ology 18(3):345-361 [https://doi.org/10.1179/009346991791 
548645]

Pino M, Astorga GA (eds) (2020) Pilauco: A Late Pleistocene 
Archaeo-paleontological Site. The Latin American Studies 
Book Series [https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23918-3]

Politis G, Gutierrez M, Rafuse D et al (2016) The arrival of 
Homo sapiens into the Southern Cone at 14,000 Years Ago. 
PLoS ONE 11(9):e0162870 [https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0162870]

Politis GG, Messineo PG., Stafford JRTW et al (2019) Campo 
Laborde: A Late Pleistocene Giant Ground Sloth Kill and 
Butchering Site in the Pampas. Science Advances 5:eaau4546 
[https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau4546]

Politis GG, Prates L (2021) Some Opinions about Monte Verde: 
Response to Dillehay (2019) and Dillehay, Pino, and Ocampo 
(2020). PaleoAmerica 7(1):14-24 [https://doi.org/10.1080/20
555563.2020.1792056]

Prasciunas MM, Surovell TA (2015) Reevaluating the Duration of 
Clovis: The Problem of the Non-Representative Radiocarbon. 
In: Smallwood AM, Hennings TA (eds) Clovis: On the Edge of 
a New Understanding. Texas A & M University Press, College 
Station, pp 21-35

Rademaker K, Hodgins G, Moore K et al (1995) Tephrofacts and 
the first occupation of the French Massif Central. In: Roe-

broeks W, Van Kolfschoten E (eds) The earliest occupation 

of Europe. Proceedings of the European Science Foundation 
Workshop at Tautavel (France) 1993, University Press, Leiden, 
pp 129-146

Rick J (1988) The Character and Context of Highland Preceramic 
Society. In: Keatinge R (ed) Peruvian Prehistory. Cambridge 
University Press, Cambridge, pp 1-40

Rodríguez-Loredo C (2012) La explotación de la fauna silvestre. 
In: Lavallée D, Julien M (eds) Prehistoria de la costa extremo- 
sur del Perú. Los Pescadores arcaicos de la Quebrada de los 
Burros (10000-7000 a.P.). Instituto Francés de Estudios Andi-
nos y Fondo Editorial de la Pontificia Universidad Católica 
del Perú, Lima, pp 141-173

Salemme M, Miotti L (2008) Archaeological Hunter-Gatherer 
Landscapes Since the Latest Pleistocene in Fuego-Patagonia. 
In: Rabassa J (ed) The Late Cenozoic of Patagonia and Tierra 
del Fuego. Developments in Quaternary Science 11:437-483 
[https://doi.org/10.1016/S1571-0866(07)10022-1]

Straehl FR, Scheyer TM, Forasiepi AM et al (2013) Evolutionary 
Patterns of Bone Histology and Bone Compactness in Xenar-
thran Mammal Long Bones. PLoS ONE 8(7):e69275 [https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0069275]

Sutter RC (2021) The Pre-Columbian Peopling and Population 
Dispersals of South America. Journal of Archaeological Re-

search 29:93-151 [https://doi.org/10.1007/s10814-020-09146-w]

Tarbuck EJ, Lutgens FK (1999) Earth, an introduction to Physical 
Geology. Prentice Hall, New Jersey, 736 p

Ubilla M, Corona A, Rinderknecht A et al (2016) Marine Isotope 
Stage 3 (MIS 3) and Continental Beds from Northern Uruguay 
(Sopas Formation): Paleontology, Chronology, and Climate. 
In: Gasparini GM, Rabassa J, Deschamps C et al (eds) Marine 
Isotope Stage 3 in Southern South America, 60 KA B.P.-30 KA 
B.P. Elsevier, Cham, pp 183-206 [https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-319-40000-6_11]

Ubilla M, Rinderknecht A, Corona A et al (2018) Mammals in 
Last 30 to 7 ka Interval (Late Pleistocene-Early Holocene) in 
Southern Uruguay (Santa Lucía River Basin): Last Occurrences, 
Climate, and Biogeography. Journal of Mammalian Evolu-

tion 25:291-300 [https://doi.org/10.1007/s10914-017-9380-2]

Villavicencio NA, Lindsey EL, Martin FM et al (2016) Combination 
of humans, climate, and vegetation change triggered Late 
Quaternary Megafauna Extinction in the Última Esperanza 
Region, Southern Patagonia Chile. Ecography 39:125-140 
[https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.01606]

Waguespack N (2012) Early Paleoindians, from Colonization to 
Folsom. In: Pauketat TR (ed) The Oxford Handbook of North 
American Archaeology. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
pp 86-95

Waters MR (1992) Principles of Geoarchaeology: A North Amer-
ican Perspective. University of Arizona Press, Tucson, 398 p

Waters MR, Amorosi T, Stafford T (2015) Redating Fell’s Cave, 
Chile and the chronological placement of the Fishtail projec-

tile point. American Antiquity 80:376-386 [https://doi.org/ 
10.7183/0002-7316.80.2.376]

Waters MR, Forman SL, Jennings TA et al (2011) The Buttermilk 
Creek Complex and the Origins of Clovis at the Debra L. 

Friedkin Site, Texas. Science 331:1599-1603 [https://doi.org/ 
10.1126/science.1201855]

Waters MR, Stafford TW (2007) Redefining the Age of Clovis: 
Implications for the Peopling of the Americas. Science 315 
(5815):1122-1126

Waters MR, Keene JL, Forman SL et al (2018) Pre-Clovis projec-

tile points at the Debra L. Friedkin site, Texas-Implications for 
the Late Pleistocene peopling of the Americas. Science Ad-

vances 4(10):eaat4505 [https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat4505]

Wing ES (n.d.) Animals remains in the Ayacucho Valley between 
2000 and 3000 meters elevation. In: The Prehistory of the Ay-

acucho Basin, Perú. Subsistence and Environment. Chapter V. 

Unpublished report on file at Robert S. Peabody Institute of 
Archaeology, Phillips Academy, Andover

https://doi.org/10.1002/gea.21736
https://doi.org/10.1002/gea.21736
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23918-3_16
https://doi.org/10.1179/009346991791548645
https://doi.org/10.1179/009346991791548645
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23918-3
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0162870
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0162870
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau4546
https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2020.1792056
https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2020.1792056
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1571-0866(07)10022-1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0069275
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0069275
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10814-020-09146-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40000-6_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-40000-6_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10914-017-9380-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.01606
https://doi.org/10.7183/0002-7316.80.2.376
https://doi.org/10.7183/0002-7316.80.2.376
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1201855
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1201855
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat4505


BMSAP (2023) 35(2)

24

Nami, Chichkoyan, Yataco Capcha & Lanata

Yataco Capcha J (2011) Revisión de las evidencias de Pikimachay, 
Ayacucho, ocupación del Pleistoceno Final en los Andes 
Centrales. Boletín de Arqueología de la PUCP 15: 247-274

Yataco Capcha J 2020 Reevaluación de la sección sur de la cueva de 
Pikimachay, Ayacucho, Perú: Aporte de la morfotecnología 
lítica desde el Precerámico hasta el Horizonte Tardío. Unpub-

lished Master Thesis. Yamagata University, Yamagata. 286 p

Yataco Capcha J, Nami HG (2016) A Re-Evaluation of Paleo- 
American Artifacts from Jaywamachay Rockshelter, Ayacucho 
Valley, Perú. PaleoAmerica 2:368-372 [https://doi.org/10.10
80/20555563.2016.1199198]

Yataco Capcha J, Nami HG (2022) A New View on the Late 
Pleistocene Lithic Remains from Pikimachay Cave, South 
Central Perú. Archaeological Discovery 10:282-334 [https://
doi.org/10.4236/ad.2022.104010]

Yataco Capcha J, Nami HG, Huiza W (2021) A Reassessment on 
the Lithic Artifacts from the Earliest Human Occupations at 
El Puente Rockshelter, Ayacucho Valley, Perú. Archaeological 
Discovery 9(2):91-112 [https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2021.92005]

Zazzo A, Saliège JF (2011) Radiocarbon dating of biological 
apatites: a review. Palaeo-geography, Palaeo-climatology, Palae-

oecology 310(1-2):52-61 [https://doi.org/10.1016/j.palaeo.2010. 
12.004]

Ziólkowski MS, Pazdur Mieczyslaw F, Krzanowski A et al 
(1994) Andes: Radiocarbon Database for Bolivia, Ecuador, 
and Perú. Warsaw: Andean Archaeological Mission of the 
Institute for Archaeology. Warsaw University, Gliwice Radi-
ocarbon Laboratory, Institute of Physics, Silesian Technical 
University, Gliwice, 604 p

https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2016.1199198
https://doi.org/10.1080/20555563.2016.1199198
https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2022.104010
https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2022.104010
https://doi.org/10.4236/ad.2021.92005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.palaeo.2010.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.palaeo.2010.12.004


BMSAP
Bulletins et Mémoires de la Société d’Anthropologie de Paris


