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A ) 2R R R AT BR AR B b, R AMARLSR W S 2 R i, T LSRR R R R
PR B AW THA, HHE THRAL, 0 AT 1238 Bk i 57 o A7 st bk (0 S804 A 7, A THI % 1H
A hE P A R R LT IR R AN R o A, SCEEIRAR TR T R AR B AR A — e )
DA ARAERIE 52 A o TS5 7 ()7 1)
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fif i N SAE ST #E 2 T BT B A 38 AR AR 2 5 s i N S AR AR R 22 00 H
=3, Al m B RSB ol Ok O S BRI . DhRER 7T N SAT A IR 4 Ak
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PRI, (R ARE SCEATHRAEE AR . ks Fog SO a8 n Lo A8 v Bl B 5 10 1R
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debitage 5 debris AHX A, MEATNNTIE T RESHLR TR, HEEHFHNAS . XEELH
RNHESCHIETE debitage —1d], HUEEEZEA Tk, 1L1EY débitage BT N HIF, YIT
TR, AR ZEY . B B4R, débitage — IS LR T RIS, IR T
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HAPRXS, WREZ 8%, FrbhIH KRS E 014k S35 F débitage IR X,
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GREEMLZ KK, BATES T 750 RS HUTE A .
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NN FE R HARRRE . A WIEMER . &P 2R AR 00 B FE 28 40 48 i/ A e
R WA TERIRI SR 168 ) SRR — e FR T LT AR o TR 70 ik — M Sk A 28
BAR-BHB AN —IZ 0 S LEA", MBS T, A AELE RN, THNG
AR HARE = 5, A2 52 N B AR ) N A% RS T K — R B ERAE AT op 1) 3 — 3R BT 7= A g L 2
FE it B FUI AN B R AN U BR AR (1) 40 SR S8 A T ASRRAE, 1 A2 0T 430 %y 206 Pl s Bk
M NRHAR . AT G RS T HER Y M NTER R
1.2 R RBER 8

KA LI, BH 2 I % 8 e il, K2R E BRI DRk e e b
i ERE BRI H4E R, BT IR T R BB, R R T 1 DA kS T
RKHED o X — AR R R WAL TR AR SCRIE 3 T LU H R A,
TE\H A 2825 A TS R, IR 0 A ATy SR A S — e ads 0T 5 14 7 v T e 28, 3B SR M 1H
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hE R 22N T e T B 2R, A BTl SLIG 0 HEWR E AT B I, 3 i e aE G B ST o 48
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SARIAT TR WA BRI AR B # A A B S I AR, E X
Ji2 G 0 5 i RO, 1 25 R SR AT A S50 A Fr 43 AT i 741 < Collins 1 Newcomer 3 241
ST a A P TR AT T VR AR R A B iX — T B N S [
I, 3 — B SN B Y G T #4 D) R 1Y) BRI 2% A A 0t 98 AT 492 AT TR B ik N — S8R in T
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MY B A % EARARAE B ARTT, BT DAAS 5] B 3% SR 2 %60 A0 i 7= AR AN (AR B2 1 1 SR T 0 AT IR
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PAER, BN — iR RX — A, BT T SRS, T SE R RUR >
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TR R, AR TR A == A KRR Fr, XSS 1y B &R IH A 2 AR
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P9 o VG 5 S50 25 7 2 AT AR AN IS ik 1) )% 20 A, AT AH QR R S8, A5 H 7 — 2wy
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bR R AN S R ) BRI 2 SR, JRARIL T BhE N N SRA PEIE S R . (H AN R 2 AR TE
T AR IR W S TR AT, MR, (R IR LR o A%
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AT 53 BT i) 2 e R e A B2 Ee A 1) LA B2 IR 3R« SR ARE B S AT m] R F A L SR AR NS,
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i GORHE 2 7 R B R IT G 1] it 2L PR AR AR AIE o BV 56 20 BT BR W 4 SR AR N5
B HLSE Aok ™ . Prentiss A FH R IR I B (95 8ok, 383 32 Bl sy 20 #7214
B UL S a8 bR R A A AR AR S I 249K, IR R I BE J1 o . BRI R 5 ik
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BTG J5 5256 2% 1 SRR o M O BEAE 5 5 1%, 45 & R RIS AX A Ao 3 Ak Hy A
At (R SEBRAE L, X HoA i S A R R AT R AT R M b, JREE S — RAIVETER A
FARE TR TH A PSSR, #8038 G- 50 A B AT AN AR RS R 2 b
SR IG5 V8 7 A IR Fr 43 AT SRR B 2 R AT ST LG, B JE EAT 40T R D B R B AR
KARMTHEAR, #HhH e THIEAL,  HEm oA iZaethk 1 v 57 & k47 8ht i) S e 7, 4
TH [#8) % H 7 25 Tk S 0 P02 1 RO o B L T P N 2845 B o 6 T B ARE i 1 % A
KEARRFEU R :

B 1R R R s s

1) RS EHE P H A  SE [F R R AT AL SRS, AR &M B R T A B
FiAR,

2) WR¥EE A I IETHE Csingle interior surface) #]ii & (point of applied force). 4%k
(margains) 5 A RHIEXS 5 & bR AT SLIG M RLEAT W10 40 25, w0 E8a
(complete flake) I¥7 )} (broken flake). % Fi (flake fragment) A & % J& (debris)

3) AT AREFBLL SIS B g — AN AT, K SR AR AN 5 2 T bR AR 5 R A B
EXCEL ##5 E, FEAHE: BSLIGph fAEATES iR/, i GE2vbh, 85
WEME TIEMERE T T HIX D) SIS (R, FTHIA SRR AR . e RS A
—EREA M) LIS R RIIRTY (BRfA . Widk, AR, FRE GEEEE CCEESR
BRI ) Aiehyk. RERGYE. MR IES), BHERGEBE;, AmIEERE (R K
AN R, TR (IR 12 TEEED . B (R 12 EE. HE: KA E
[ CGESAAAE, WHAEERE, WHK, %, HK, @RFERE). aHfA (FHNMA. &
HAMAD Y R R mom & A RS, R 51 B AR BT 07 B 56 28 v 28



BOREM S EE (B 1D, RAREAES P (Mass Analysis) fI/NMAZ># (Individual Analysis)
FHEE A T EEAT 530

4) FEESLEIEE PR R b, ESIR SR G, d#EATE N (blind test), {E1F5L50 R
A5 AR A Z [AAEAE— DU T A 20 R 5L (Feedback) s

5) FIH SPSS. EXCEL %4ttt At kAT S Fh Gt ih 5504, ¥ IS8 50807 © A 1 [H
RS0 S 2 T UE R AT X EE A

6) TEIR R AT UL SRR BE /T 28t b, 6 o ) s i S 8] a0 A . B AR AT R
P (Raw material availability). F£8h#E (Mobility). T.EII#EE (Stone tool function) 2k
175307, 8 2 SR SLE0 AP 7 IS M SO BT LU, i B R E R BOR K&
AN TEAR, H B TR, 3610 Brizet ik i1 B At AT s bk e ss w78, RS
ISR R R (R R L P B AR AE R

7D i N AR FUR AL E AN S 2 o A AR b, IS RS HhERf A
B 225 M TV T R A SRS S, R BRI SO AR, PRI I NSRAE R E PR T FR L
HIAEAAAT N, A 2% M i IR IR AT 0K A a8 Tk A 2% MV AT 70 B T 1 B vy N SR R =S i
S RTEEZ A .

WA, UL LRI 5E B R B o ik R 2 T ERARAL I, DRONTE SERBR I TH A 28 B ARast ik oy
FEEMRUERNE M2 R, B, BhhRIEX EGA T —AN /T 0EH (central
camp) HJ“B HETR X b, 380k P 23 A K& Ak T AN R I B HE S S R AS [R] R A [F) 2 B (1) PR
o DERIE T TR WS, XFEERENE P R A S R A T B AL, HLER
AR AL S TR, B AR eI I P 70 B R AR 128t M A A2 1 2% T 2R DL R st ik
PSS . Rk, 7ESEBRIIE HMRNE v frid fEh, — @Sl m s N R A R R
PEFIZFEME, ER AR 2™ 5% (PR SR a0 454, DA L RR i 215 S AP VA IR 5
3.3 FER &

H#T, X235 skt AT R o T AR AR I ) 3 B = o T S A R DL R st
1k A A o TR A g e T

1) A RN (Validity) 2S5 T2 R (0 J& P4 704 20 4] 2 00 3 e ket 3AT T IS 58 A I R
BRI 53 BT Be 8 0 A i) b A = i R AT B KA R S

KA A ) R A Ay LR 45 7 Sullivan FI1 Rozen JE By 434 v (0 77 7 ——MSRT

(Modified Sullivan and RozenTechnique), RIS SRS & AT FE R k2 —, {HERXS
EITEIAFAEVT Z /00, £ S R B T8 B R (0 o N R AE A7 N IAR A BR D o &5
T2 B2 ) I ASLADL SIS0 A A 23 B 1) 4 SR RTASEADL SIZ 5 (1) &5 SR AT LU, B AR AL FE IR B A A 72
o Al i SRAG T b, R TR Mk N A E [ &R R R 2 B BRI R R

2) WIEEME (Reliablity)  BEARBL 120 M # 2 &6 5 O RSB 5 — AN 78 3 2L 30 Y e
775 WA AR — AN 208 . — T DA R — el e FE A A SRS, REAE AR AH R EAR AL 25 51
Sullivan 1 Rozen 153 H7 /514 ¢ Ji (1) B B2 5 [ 2 — 5 A2 Ay BE BB 70 IR v 70 A M 38 B A vl &k
AT AR o LRAE R P b b R AR R @ M W i, R HUR R a7 it R B i)
AIEEYE . SR, AL NI A R AT ARk R o AT RIS I SR, B AR AN
W7 et 77 v DAORAIE G & 5 =X ) m SE AT B PE (AR g W, fE i R it AT 2
FhOTVEIIAS AT ) o K 2 5038 0 sk 0 i 5 3 B AT 2 A2 M A U 25, Wil s SR i ml
SEME, DUWR ORI & 1 mT SEME AT MR o T FE T AERT, PR b B H bR O — P RE S (1S
KA NGRFTA N AT LA E B SR 5. AT, P42 7T W R . 5 e 7 AT A
NFBREME AT (1) 7 V00 2 B 5K IR v 2 M3 BB A FLEE I B R 5 S B RR il 2 75 7 AN 7 3 ot
HIW S SR F o) BIELRGR ST s IR v 752 5 MBI A A4 R
Fr M EA RGBS . TR o B DA s 2% . DU 22 TR B — b AL g v o B



MR ZF XL ) @, I8 T E LS AW SEIR AR R, JTR R Tk B — A R

AT SR 1Y) 5 — 7 T AR AE AN [5] BB 5 285 FH AN [ 16 D7 32 AR 1R = A A [ XA AL AR 45 1 o 491
Wy, KTAF2F A 2 IR G AR LR, SRAARIEA R AL T —Fie e ix
PO RR A" . R R R MR e Fe B A AR P A, A e iR
LGNEZE

3) ffilEHE A AR B (Mixed assemblages)

FESAR T, TSR 5 0 ) R TR R ) B R I R AE — R Y o Il RS, AT
T LRI — AR EE NS R, (H AR R 7 ikis A bk B IS A 5 1. B4R
SR BT 58 IR T BA A S G, (R % SRR e —Meadl il &, e
FEAFE BT ERRE, 2 iR A 2 GRS (A RIS RE 73 | 815 BRI,
TEZ AR X2 AN [R R T Bl 2 S k23 BT B 2 T I A B 22 ) il 2 —

IHA 2825 AR R (0 2 AR S I N AT NI B R MR R A — ik, I S H T
— A JA) R —— B hk YA ) SR AR R . TH A R N R LB R AR . BiR Whittaker 1
Kaldahl AT RIREE: B8 A G AR BT A FOME R e R 8H 2 — S R e g,
AR KEE, AT TR TR, et & NRMIRZIT NMER. "IRA
GI BT S BB T i 5 BRI R DL R 5 3 ) R AR 5 VR R A, 75 055 AR A B
A

BRAh, R PR SE I thAFAE R LR JLA

1) BEE A8 7% (Replicator variability )

Andrefsky A IUAN [F] (1) D256 AT A [R] 1 SIL 50 B AH [F] 1) 5256 2 AT AN R SR Ie iF, - B
P A R BRI R s — RN, 24 H A B A IR T 3 R BRAC R A A A S 36
AT A E AR PRSI, B AR B R R R AE R KB RN, {H Andrefsky X SRR 7
MEAT T — USRS, e HE T AR BT SO AT AL SIS, e A (R ) SRk 4 A (7] 25 28
M THRH—MHa, SRR EME,. KE. REE. 128a%E. . Kh
HENMHEHEARE, XA 7 AR LA R, BN, 1ERIX R R — A
SR DRk 2 206 (AN A B AR ARG B SR R

2) HEJM (Purposiveness) FfiA]14: (Orientation)

S AT A AR R B AP B e ok AR A SRR IR 0 B, IR PR A S
B M AR — /MR X, R U AT B SR IR I, RIS A AE — PR AT 0 B 4 e 35, 1
I LIS AI RN T, 0 TR R ) 1] R A — s B R 1, X S R B TR )
R, A I 2 W R A ]

3) JEMEHIRST (Size) 54K (Shape)

FREHO S 56 T R FH T 80 RS AR IR AR 208 RO 0 AT 485 SR 1Y) 22 R A, 497 A S 3 B i e
FHA R TR S B 5 R /NI 2 B ) 81 380 B T BB 38 S8 By 72 2B IR IR B R RN HE R AR RRAIE,
MNTTT-F BUE Py 43 A 45 S0 I 22

4) FIWrHERFIE (Diagnostic signatures)

Bleed Al Elsten AT | —SSBl 500G, 45 R B RIFAGANBFTAEIREE, & T2 H%
(IREAT, 2PN R, ARG . BEad TEHEA GE e At sl a
WD AN = A RN B R s T B R BG4 Fr, SR A 4 TR 40 D 16 kP
F7AE AT b 30 F AR AR K R 38

5) ERHAREZR M (Debitage mixing)

552 1Bk IR e A — R, RSO SIZ B0 e Rt AN T Gt A AR A X — I . R AR AR
SLIR IR, FEEETZAFNHEARES) (WEFFFFEARRMASRMTHEAR), HiXEE
BN I AR P e A 56 B 1) BRI 2 1Y) o A0 BT AR ) R R TR AR AE — S, 245 IR o BT SRAR KR R,
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FE—E R FE _E S EL A T2 R

X FIR I, VP2 2E AT T ORE T RISV o R0 AT DAL S B AR X AT
PRI DL X6} SE 6 b AR 2 bR AR 73 BT 347 X6 L ASE 56, Baumler Davis. Carr. Bradbury A1 Root
R 7 R A TR DL MR B R A Ot . T SR S A S R
PE. i, Larson F1 Finley % IS4 S 56 K4 A1 25 b A BB X S AR 70 B 5 B30T 7R 2%
A" Root F#E T ALiARHB M Knife River 55/ % £ % ) Many Earths 1 Bobtail Wolf ift
B2 AR A AR IR S M ALEAR T 45 55 Carr Al Bradbruy 1 1 —Fh & 15 ).
P W T3 RIAT MRS, e AN 18 T A ) TV AT I AT, A S RN R
ST 759™ s Baumler 1 Davis $PA% 1 A AR 20 B A E /N B T80 T AE /N RS IR A B (At FH (it
PRIV 1/4 3] 1/16 S~FANEE) P, Larson #1 Finley ¥4t T Ingbar 28 A T34t A 88 /E
FEE R RN A S, AR X AR BN (1) Hell Gap EP 38 22 Nt bk (A6 kAT 1
R o H

4 R o il R T8RE B A8 HAPRE A 4 1 &

FEALSEHLIX, R A 7 i R A Bl VU 4 B A R R e Sk IR 46 52 B 2 8 i = AL,
B0 RN A A8 T B B AR R Ay o IR, BR A AT R R I T ) AR TR AR TR IR R
b, A E N EE T A A WA R T 2 T A RATAE R, KRR K E SRt
BT T AT S B R BT B KR L. R R “debitage” — 1A K H TIEIE K
“débitage” (IBRIEFL), & WAEARKZER (ZEHAELE, 2008). AR IR A 0472
FEAGSE X 55 50 06 IR LR IR, A AH 24— 8 70 8 AR v o Bt 2 BT AAE AL S b X AH 24
WAT, R A sttt T KB M2 (Andrefsky, 2001). 74k, JKF 0
() — eIy iE I F BT R T AL X Rl b, Wik i s AR i (MAD 50k}
BNRAL T (MANAD I, Bt db3e 52l B A, X 502 st bk b L i poAs
R AR — % F F (core-flaking technique) AR F1H [H 2% 22 #  (bifacial thinning
flaking) A, T ANRATEUMME AR NE, MA A MANA 751X 77 1H B 98 LS — ek
F ABLZE S B T ) AN K™ o B 40, AR JLSE - X s Rt bk ) JEORE 0 A oK, R
DAAS ) o b FRy 5 A AN R A S 32, ity —, AR D, AR 2R BT = AR B R s
TEABRT 0 B i o 2B I 23 AT A7 AE T [ SR THT b AG A2 75 Bl A 7= I AT T sk DA R A
ST A PR T BB R B )42 /= 1T A8 /NS5 22 ) i, 3 a0 5 2 B AT T B, A R R
SRHAT OB, #ARE S A CRR TR R, HEHERE . N TR BRI
R RGMIE R HHTE R, FEATRIT S5 . 783636 M X AL, SLIR B FE AR X BN KX,
23 FEA VA SRR Z i3 K T AR SRS Ie BE I 261 B TSR AR 3Rl 28 50K B
FEAE R B JE M R R AEAE — RS E R R, WP T — B RN B W IN A 2L
PR EE A R R, XA S AR L — AL, P BRI ik R DS AR
TEXT F R B A AT HOR-2R B0 28, s BWIgca v AR BHA . itk s dan /A
WL PRI AS JREA S LS, TS PR RS AT R v o, SE IR SEH X R IR 23 A
T2 Gy, T H AW AL SR PR E R A B2 & i NRAT R E B . eI E, sk
E, R4S AGEHE N b AN A 2 ERHG I & 7 2 i b B, BB, BEaE T,
SR Z R R YR 2 S S AR IR AT IR S IR BT K, B B AR R R L3 IH A AR
e B2 R A H B A as AR 2 A I A0 A 28 JEORE e B AN R FH 7 T H AR AL, 46 H R FE
TR R vl NG s THIE B A R B R OO AR B2 iR
FE/ND [RHE R A AR EARACHS (0] P SR B A AN B B, (il i 28 FIBR A 2% ), /DA 5 e [
e, FREPEREA R CEEZIES), HF—RAG BN AMEZ R R, a2 X R
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Ry T IR A A G ST IR AL 5 ) — et kA5 PACKCRE, TR H LR 2 R A AT EAL (A F
W& BT UUEH, EREIFRIE R 2 RGP E R R EMZ L, 45— A,
WOTE S bR B FH R e 0 A S PO B R ad F v, RS 2 T2 o 8 BRI v L4 1) S B AR AE A B A4
FOHI, JFE G prab A, HIsREE T S, PR R N R v e 75 1%, 1 TR
FER IR v o3 B FSLALL S F 7

5 RARZF KT

EIRRYE R v 1 0 R Y RE R B R R 23 AT, 45 Gl SE 88 Je R k48, v DAFE—
SEFRRE FAREI . FIWTEt bk AR E A R e TR A P28 0 2R S ORr ik i T R 2R A, (B0
TSR FHWIRRR B A W 740, RSR AT I B R AR b T LU LA

1) MR AR M (Raw material availability)

JRA BRI EEA DUR UM 20 (D A rHRi 2 Z AR AT R 5 (2) Hlatisk
& (HAMARIE: (3 B 5. EMEHSRROT e BRSE R 2 H AR IR AR 7 77 20,
W SR THRI 2 JEORL ™ R BUEORE, DRy T el SRR R RIS R, o NSRS e
AT s DR RO R AT 37 B A R SR M 1 5 PR 38 Tk wgle 2 % IR S 00 1D ) E 4, B2
RO AERE Fr s MAEEENE, 5B Aam sAHEL, TR R IR Fr 80 20 T
a3 G BRAS I SRR EE AT RE 90 LA (0 i B s, R R R SR EA R
H IS hE AT BE 2 R IR B IR, B R R AR, SO LR AR o B SR R R SR A
BRI HBEAT X 43, AR X 7= S AT BB A, 40 Andresky el &5 7 — 28 E 4R AT 4 F0
TRMRZ A REFAE M — e R, HEMEHPE R 2 AL R =8 OFRE. [K&E
PR T AN EEAAEL (CEMERWILERR):; @.miE. moE, PR TAGRE
WM R AN (CRSERHEZELZE): OQAEHEZ D5, (KESBCLER
HAEAAR PR CLR SRR I EEEUO . JeAh, NAZIEA H 1 —Le R 300 HAG 35 B 250

2) % (Mobility)

EHE SRR BE S A SRR ) SR IBOR B S5 1R ) it A = B 4 B 2 1) 284, DR Dt i f A 8 A
FZEAT IR AEER 2 e i NI T b 2l BB R SR AT RL . AT IR, — SRR SR T LA
IR REENTE, HTHEM TR 2R w10 E B N — o R A T H ARS8 T H 45
HIMEGEEEAZIN THAR . & BAEFEREA PR i .

3) IEEFTEE (Functional expectations)

DAAE A ] il (R T 2 DA R SRR R e 453 | IR 35 8547 9 T 98 A 5 T L A ey DA B AE AT I e
B, 5 T RMDIRe /it E 2R T ORI B R R . Ik, AHEKEAR ST ITME L)
REZr BT i A% S MR RIPE 734 T Tomka $hiK 7 IXFPEE, N ABINMEIESR TH
fbritEdt, o TR AR 5 Ih e B V1B RE— ™ . RRuka il i T 2 BRI AE
FRAEELFEAE FH B S, WIE T HRAA R BRI K& TR EA R IIRERAE. — Bt A s T
WEAILT AR Z e, R EHE R v A T E A R R

UbAh, BSRIE oA FEBRARYE IR A (AR . RAT R/ SRR S50t R v A
BEAT O3S, B IR SRR R TR v I 5 B R BT 1, AR . ) DA KUK TR
SR R R T RE X IR A TR ASREAE RN o) A = A 5o, BTS2 IR o0 AT R 45

AR, EFAHENRBN R 7 o A2 10 A 38 25 i 5 b R SR I RN, 2R 3
WAFAEE W Z 0, N — B R T — PR X A #s T &8 R H AR G AT 4 2500 mT FEfdRE 1)
BB R A 5iE, FaRIEE a0 I W R S ROV A AR R, SR ELZ ZRIESE (multiple
lines of evidence), #KBERL, K5 FhITIEL SRR, WREEA B AEMIMER & Fi{E &,
SEm R R o MK, SRR S IR R o i S O IR B HEIRIE Fr o T L EAE 5 IR 5 A
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b2k, IE#0 Mary Lou Larson firist, B8 H AT W m G 1 2 A, (H NRFTHE,
B — L A O B R 5 R

Zi LRk, BRR W IR 2825 0 7o rh B BRI 700 BEX T BL B S T LA
WIRE, ASCESRIR 0 SR T 22 SR HOIESE , K B3RP A 207K IC. MANA. GNA 42 i
W TTELS AR, KEEA A T N AE M AME & AR S, R BATRIWE FE AL R 8 i i 1 A
FEEROVERE, TREIR R BT EEE SRS R, R e M . Dy TR A i w2
BRI, BATLATERE F < H G AT 2K, ATy, JF HE RS AR
RS 7 (K LR R R o — BT IR PR P R doe /N M DA B S A T
B A AT A RN FEE o X TERN TR R e b, R SRS AN O iR
TR, BT, RABHRE A2 IOTET A, RO ERA AR NS R /R XX
LT R BEAT RN 18] A A P AN S S0, BRARIX Le T VRTINS o] FH A2 s RO Ry o3
Jiik, WRTFESINTTRZ—,

Bof: ASONRI LIRS — 87, BRI E 20T R B 088 T, PR
EEMEFTIRAR AL, FEMSC. B24T0 TR, XIEERL . K5, FRT. 3. BT, FE
B ARG ARIREES I T EANAEIF S 518 BhAh, LRt L2, A
e A MERT BRI 2R E I G MEE I, AR o A R AR I iR b 7
SRR AT B A SO S iRt 7 R, EIRORIR VIR .
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Debitage Analysis of Stone Tools: Review and Prospect

WANG Chun-xue 2
(1. Research Center of Chinese Frontier Archaeology of Jilin University, Changchun 130012 ; 2. Joint
Laboratory of Human Evolution, Institute of Vertebrate Paleontology and Paleoanthropology;
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100044

Abstract: This paper provides a comprehensive review to the concept of debitage analysis on lithic research, one
of the most important concepts since 1970s. Having discussed its development, definition, context, and
applications, the authors consider the concept of debitage analysis to be multiple lines of evidence in lithic analysis,
rather than simple analytical techniques equivalent to / core reduction, function analysis or mass analysis, which
could be integrated into analyses of human behaviors. In the author's view, the framework of debitage analysis was
built on two kinds of analyses (technological analysis and attribute analysis) that are connected through an
operational sequence; it can explain complicated human behaviors and provide some data for behavioral and
adaptive strategies of tool fabrication and daily activity adopted by human beings at the Paleolithic sites. In
addition, this paper thinks that this theoretical concept still has some problems that need to be refined in future.

Author puts forward his own opinions about working emphases.
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