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Study of raw materials has a big importance to understand the ecology, cognition, behavior, technology, culture of
the Paleolithic human populations.

Unfortunately, explorations of the sourcing, processing and distribution of stone raw materials had a less attention
until the present days.

The reasons of that were: incomplete knowledge of the archaeologists who are doing the late period ar-
chaeology (Bronze Age-Medieval) and who are little bit far from the Paleolithic technology and typology;
Ignorance of the stone artifacts made on different kind of raw-materials, except flint and obsidians.

Studies on the origin of the stone raw materials are becoming increasingly important since in our days.

Interesting picture and situation have been detected on the different sites and in different regions of Geor-
gia. In earlier stages of Middle Paleolithic of Djruchula Basin caves the number of basalt, andesite, argillite etc.
raw materials are quite big. Since 130 000 a percent of the flint raw-material is increasing dramatically. Flint is
an almost lonely dominated raw-material in Western Georgia during thousand years. Since approximately 50 000
ago the first obsidians brought from the South Georgia, appeared in Western Georgia.

Similar situation has been detected by us in Eastern Georgia during our excavations of Ziari and Pkhoveli
open-air sites. The early Lower Paleolithic layers are extremely rich by limestone artifacts while the flint
raw-materials are dominated in the Middle Paleolithic layers.

Study of these issues is possible to achieve across chronologies, the origins of the sources of raw-materials, the
sites and regions. By merging archaeology with anthropology, geology and geography we are able to acquire
outstanding insights about those populations.

New approach to the Paleolithic stone materials, newly found Paleolithic quarries gave us an opportunities
to try to achieve some results for understanding of the behavior of Paleolithic populations, geology and geomor-
phology of different regions of Georgia.
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