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Abstract: Over the past decade, extensive surveys have been carried out in the wider area 
surrounding the city of Duqm (south-central Oman). During fi eldwork in 2023, research 
on the Neolithic encampment in the Wādī Ṣayy area was conducted. Numerous locations 
surrounding this large wadi have yielded evidence of Neolithic occupation. The proximity 
to chert outcrops and the presence of elevated fl uvial terrace systems overlooking the wadi 
fl oodplains likely played a pivotal role in attracting human habitation during that period. 
Among these sites, DUQ-25A stands out for its exceptional preservation and the abundance 
of fl int scatters. The excavation at the site aimed to achieve multiple objectives: validating 
the site’s chronology, expanding our understanding of its spatial extent and occupational 
sequence and fi lling the gaps in our knowledge about Neolithic societies in south-central 
Oman. Our research aims to provide new perspectives for the study of the Early and Middle 
Holocene in Al-Wusṭā.
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The region of Al-Duqm (Fig. 1) in the Sultanate of Oman is located in the south-central 
part of the country and features a small gulf to the north and steep hills to the south that 
gradually fl atten out. The region predominantly consists of sedimentary rock formations 
and has been aff ected by fl uvial and coastal dynamics, along with other geomorphological 
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1. Map of the Sultanate of Oman and UAE with the Final Palaeolithic and Neolithic sites (Drawing: M.P. Maiorano).
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processes.1 Until recently, the area remained relatively unexplored, with the initial survey 
conducted by a Swiss team (COPS – Central Oman Palaeolithic Survey) in 2007 and 2008,2
followed by subsequent investigations led by an Italian team in 2015.3 As part of a survey 
project funded by the Ministry of Heritage and Tourism (formerly Heritage and Culture) 
and coordinated by the late Professor Maurizio Tosi, the Italian mission undertook an 
assessment of the SEZAD (Special Economic Zone Al Duqm) area. The primary objec-
tive was to obtain a comprehensive understanding of the prehistoric and early historical 
human activities within the boundaries of the SEZAD region. The assessment aimed to 
evaluate the archaeological potential of the area and draw attention to the potential risks 
and threats facing its archaeological heritage. 

The investigation of Duqm area was suspended for several years as the new team 
working in the area (TSMO – Trilith Stone Monuments of Oman) focused on documen-
tation of the triliths.4 In January 2022, the newly established project ARDUQ (Archaeo-
logical Landscape and Environmental Dynamics of Duqm and Nejd) revamped its research 
objectives and embarked on an extensive geo-archaeological investigation in Duqm and 
Dhofar.5 This project embraces a multifaceted and multidisciplinary approach aiming 
to explore various aspects of the region’s archaeology and its environmental dynamics. 
The 2022–2023 season of the ARDUQ expedition consisted of three fi eld campaigns: 
ARDUQ_2A in Duqm (December 2022), ARDUQ_2B in Dhofar (January-February 2023) 
and ARDUQ_2C in Duqm (February-March 2023). The Dhofar team focused primarily 
on the study of Middle and Lower Paleolithic lithic technologies, while the Duqm team 
investigated the Neolithic rock shelter in DUQ-25A and the archaeological evidence at 
Nafūn, covering periods from the Neolithic to the Late Iron Age.6 In Nafūn, since 2020, 
part of the team has dedicated their eff orts to studying the fi rst monumental tomb dated to 
the Neolithic period in whole of south-central Oman.7

A multidisciplinary team of experts specialising in lithics, geology, geo- and biochemistry, 
bioarchaeology, triliths, fl int raw material and rock art was assembled and split between 
the regions of Dhofar and Duqm. Their collaboration was centred around conducting 
a comparative study of the two areas and synthesising the collected data on a regional scale. 
This approach aimed to gain deeper insights into the archaeological landscapes of Dhofar 
and Duqm while facilitating a comprehensive understanding of the broader regional context. 
The project plans to use extensive archaeometric methods to obtain secure scientifi c data 

1 Deif et al. 2021.
2 Jagher 2009; Jagher et al. 2008.
3 Genchi et al. 2017.
4 Garba 2021.
5 Garba et al. 2022.
6 Genchi et al. 2017; see also: Garba, R., Danielisova, A., Maiorano, M.P., Fossati, A., Danecek, D., Chla-

chula, D. ‘Back to Duqm: Archaeological landscape of Nafūn, south-central Oman’, poster presented at the
55th Seminar for Arabian Studies, Aug 5–7, 2022, Berlin; Nafūn was also discussed during a lecture ‘Unique 
megalithic grave in Nafūn (al-Wusṭā Governorate, south-central Oman) as a refl ection of the collective identities in 
the Neolithic period’, presented during the 56th Seminar for Arabian Studies, Aarhus, Denmark, 4–6 August 2023.

7 See previous foonote.
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by collecting environmental samples to reconstruct the landform and hydrosphere evolution 
of the territory. Moreover, the project aims at testing the hypothesis of climatic changes 
and cultural evolution across the millennia, from the Lower Paleolithic occupation at the 
fringes of the Rub’ al Khali to the Iron Age sites in Nafūn.

One of the most interesting sites is the rock shelter in the DUQ-25 archaeological 
complex in Wādī Ṣayy.8 Based on the lithics, this site is dated to the Neolithic period. Even 
if the site had previously been surveyed, no systematic study was conducted at DUQ-25A. 
Given the discovery of a projectile point in the test trench made in 2015 by an Italian 
team,9 we decided to extend and deepen this sounding. The main objectives were: 1. to 
establish a preliminary chronology of the Neolithic occupation in Duqm with 14C dating; 
2. to reconstruct the operational chain of arrowhead production and the techno-cultural 
connection with other sites in Dhofar and Sharqiyah (Aš Šarqīyah); 3. to explore the 
subsistence strategies of the Neolithic societies in the Duqm area. Over the past decade, the 
entire Duqm area has experienced substantial landscape modifi cations attributed to the 
presence of heavy industry and quarries. This marked transformation serves as a compel-
ling rationale to excavate and meticulously document a site located in close proximity to 
the areas of extensive modern human intervention.

EXCAVATION AT THE DUQ-25A ROCK SHELTER

DUQ-25A is located nearly 250m from a tributary branch of Wādī Ṣayy (Fig. 2). Nestled 
beneath a small shelter, the site is positioned strategically on a slope within an ancient 
gully that stretches approximately 10m in length and 5m in width, running from east to 
west. Today, the overhang of the upper part of the shelter is no more than a meter deep. 
The rock shelter owes its existence to the incised interbedded bioclastic limestone terrace 
originating from the Dammam formation. This terrace displays embedded echinoids, 
molluscs and quartz fragments.

To understand the technological complex present at the site, we decided to systematically 
collect the surface material, dividing the area into parallel transects from A to D (Fig. 3). 
Compared to other Neolithic sites in the area where co-occurrence of chronologically 
diff erent materials is very common, DUQ-25A showed a consistent assemblage scattered in 
a limited area. The lithic industry appeared to be diff erent from those known from Dhofar and 
Sharqiyah, and the operational chain recorded at the site needed extensive documentation. 

Given the nature of the site, we decided to place the trench in an extension to the 
previous one. Placed in the centre of the site, it consists of four squares numbered B1 
to B4. It comprises a trench (T1) measuring 4 x 1m, oriented from north-east to south-
west and perpendicular to the edge of the rock shelter. In T1, the excavation revealed nine 
stratigraphic units (SU), which constitute the reference stratigraphy for the entire deposit. 
The excavation in squares B1 and B2 has been fi nished. The residual sediment in B3 and 

8 Genchi et al. 2017: 96–98.
9 Genchi et al. 2017: 96–98.
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2. Archaeological sites discovered during Duqm Survey 2015 and TSMO (2018–2020) campaigns in Duqm and 
Nafūn (Processing: R. Garba).
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B4 was highly eroded but rich in ashes; it will be micro-stratigrafi cally excavated in the 
coming season. The stratigraphic levels of DUQ-25A were excavated and entirely sieved, 
and the few collected charcoal remains were acquired in SU 3, 4 and 9 and submitted for 
radiocarbon dating, while animal bones and lithics are currently under study. Lithic mate-
rial was present in all levels. The oldest level is deposited directly on the bedrock. The 
sediments of all stratigraphic units were sampled and analysed through fl otation. Several 
bifacial pieces at diff erent stages of reduction, together with a massive amount of debitage 
products and waste, were collected. 

Where the d eposit reaches the maximum thickness, it extends to a depth of c. 40cm 
before reaching the bedrock. Below the surface crustal layer (SU1), at a depth of approxi-
mately 3cm, lies the second stratigraphic unit (SU2, Fig. 4). This unit is comprised of 
a loose yellow aeolian sand layer which was almost sterile, with a few sporadic lithics 
fi nds. Under the shelter, in squares B1 and B2, SU1 and SU2 consist of almost fully 
sterile sand and scarce lithic debris, while on the slope (in squares B3 and B4), there is 
a pronounced and substantial change in SU1’s character, together with a completely eroded 
SU2. The eroded soil is manifest in the high concentration of archaeological material 
continuing from the surface level. All along the trench, below SU2, a loose, dark ashy/
sandy layer (SU3) represents the actual anthropogenic level. It includes several bones, 
shell remains, lithics, and, in square B1, a well-preserved fi replace (Fig. 5A). Observa-
tions in square B3 made clear that the erosion processes, to 20cm in depth, removed part 
of the stratigraphy. This square revealed a second fi replace c. 12cm below the surface 

3. DUQ-25A, general plan of the investigated area (Phot. Waleed al-Ghafri; processing: M.P. Maiorano).
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4. DUQ-25A: west section of trench T1 (above); general view of the site (below) (Phot. and drawing: M.P. Maiorano).

(Fireplace 2, SU7; Fig. 4). The fi replace was partly eroded, but its excavation is only at 
the initial stage. In the opposite corner of the square, another ashy layer was recognised 
(SU6). The bottom layers in squares B1 and B2 (SU4 and SU9; Fig. 5B) consisted mostly 
of gravel below the fi rst fi replace and contained a few lithic remains and shell fragments. 
Below SU4 and SU9, the fl at limestone bedrock was identifi ed (Fig. 4), while the excava-
tion of B3 and B4 will be completed in the next fi eld seasons. 

In total, two fi replaces were uncovered throughout the trench and three charcoal 
samples yielded two results, marking the chronological reference for at least one phase 
of occupation (Table 1). SU3 has been dated to the fi rst half of the sixth millennium ൻർൾ 
(5984–5841 cal. ൻർൾ), while SU9 falls within the second half of that period (5476–5370 
cal. ൻർൾ). The lowest SU exhibits the most recent date due to charcoal chunks percolating 
into a deep crack in the bedrock, as clearly depicted in Fig. 4 (square B1). However, it 
corresponds to the same period of occupation as SU3, which is the lowest anthropogenic 
layer in B1 and B2. Furthermore, the older date, ARDUQ-2C_746, can be attributed to 
a sample of old dry wood. Unfortunately, the micro-chunks of charcoal from SU3 and SU9 
were too small and fragmented for anthracological identifi cation. Despite being partial 
and preliminary, the radiocarbon dating results serve as a crucial initial reference point for 
understanding the Neolithic era in this extensive semi-desertic region.
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Table 1. Radiocarbon dating results from DUQ-25A trench T1 calibrated using the IntCal20 (Reimer et al. 2020) 
calibration curve and OxCal v4.4.4 software (Bronk Ramsey 2021)

Sample Lab code Material Context ID
14C age 

(yr ൻඉ, ± 1σ)
Calibrated Age

(cal ൻർൾ, 2σ)

ARDUQ-2C_746 CRL231071 charcoal B2 | SU3 7021 ± 23 5984–5841

ARDUQ-2C_747 CRL231072 burned bone B1 | SU4 unsuccessful –

ARDUQ-2C_749 CRL231074 charcoal B1 | SU9 6448 ± 22 5476–5370

Surface fi nds and excavated lithics are both typologically and technologically similar 
and fabricated exploiting the same raw material. As already mentioned, further away from 
the area still covered by the rock shelter, the erosion is deeper and the amount of surface 

A B

C

5. DUQ-25A: A. well-preserved fi replace in B1; B. ashy layers below it; C. southern section at the end ot B1 excavation 
(Phot. M.P. Maiorano).
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material increases. This shows that the most exposed section has experienced signifi cant 
erosion and preserved very little strata. Moreover, the upper part of the rock shelter was 
originally thicker and more protruding, as indicated by the collapsed boulders found at the 
southern part of the trench (Fig. 4).

MATERIAL CULTURE: PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Beads and ornaments were discovered inside the excavated area, including two perfo-
rated shells of marine gastropods of the family Marginellidae (Genus: Prunum, Fig. 6G). 
The irregularity observed along the entire perimeter of perforation provides evidence that 
it was achieved by crushing the dorsal part of the gastropod. Several pieces of animal bone 
were discovered near the fi replaces and were determined to be medium/large ungulates; 
however, detailed analysis at the site was impossible due to fragmentation and poor pres-
ervation of the bones. They will be studied by a specialist and sampled for ZooMS and 
DNA during the next fi eld season.

Lංඍඁංർඌ ൺඇൽ ඌඍඈඇൾ ൺඋඍൾൿൺർඍඌ

The region is rich in raw material, with banks of fl int plates and boulders (Fig. 7) of 
varying thicknesses and textures that likely attracted prehistoric populations in the area. 
The raw material – the brownish chert and the blue-grey chert rich in fossils from the Rus 
Formation – can be found about 6km north of the site. It has a patina that is similar to all 
the Neolithic industries found in the Duqm area: a brown, lustrous patina for the brownish 
chert and a thin opaque white patina for the blue-grey chert (Figs 6–7). The majority of 
the material is waste from bifacial manufacture, and a few common tools such as scrapers 
and borers that suggest activities other than fl intknapping. 

The DUQ-25A lithic assemblage is homogeneous throughout the stratigraphy and the 
surface. Most lithics are surface fi nds, likely originating from the exposed part of SU3. 
Small blocks of quartz from the shelter formation are ubiquitous, but none of them was 
used to produce artefacts. Several bifacial pieces at diff erent stages of reduction were 
collected. While the smaller pieces are clearly projectile points, the larger ones are asym-
metrical and non-refi ned and might be early stage preforms rather than tools or objects, 
with the exception of the biface E, in Fig. 6. This medial fragment’s margins were refi ned 
with pressure retouch, and the cross-section symmetry is well balanced. However, it is too 
fragmented to infer the original shape and, consequently, its function. The fi rst shaping 
of the bifaces is performed using a hard hammer (a broken limestone hammer has been 
found in SU4). After this preliminary phase, the façonnage is done using of a soft organic 
hammer (fi ne and convex fl akes with a very tangential percussion). On smaller pieces, 
the pressure is clearly attested for the defi nition of the edges. Most of the bifacial pieces are 
fragmented or abandoned during manufacture due to structural problems. Three points were 
found in SU3, one of which was complete (46 x 14 x 6.5mm; Fig. 8A, C, D). Four others 
were discovered in SU1 (Fig. 8B, E-G). Another fi ve points come from the surface of 
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transects C and D, respectively. Moreover, two parts of the same broken point (Fig. 8D, H) 
were found in two diff erent parts of the site.

The assemblage shows highly refi ned arrowhead technology that draws from a range 
of forms, from the typical South Arabian Concorde point10 to the more ubiquitous bifacial 
shouldered and tanged arrowheads with symmetric biconvex or planoconvex fl at sections.11

10 Crassard et al. 2006: Fig. 10; Maiorano et al. 2018: Fig. 6; 2020a: Fig. 4.
11 Charpentier 2008; Crassard, Bodu 2004; Genchi et al. 2017: Fig. 5; Maiorano et al. 2018.

6. Bifaces preforms at diff erent stage of reduction (A, B, C, E), scraper (D), plunging fl ake (F), shell beads (G) from 
DUQ-25 (Phot. M.P. Maiorano).
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These projectile points exhibit variations in both shape and size suggesting the likeli-
hood of diff erences in the applied technology used during their production. Some have 
been produced by gradual reduction from a bifacial preform. Specifi cally, points C and D 
seem to be fragments of preforms rather than fi nished implements. However, a diff erent 

7. Raw material sites: A-B. brown chert outcrop and fi rst reduction place; C. blue-grey chert (Phot. M.P. Maiorano).
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8. Projectile points from DUQ-25A (Phot. M.P. Maiorano).
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reduction technique starting from laminar blanks can be identifi ed in the cases of points F and
K (Fig. 8), where the ventral side is not entirely covered by covering pressure retouch. This 
technology has never been documented in Oman and might represent another variation 
in the production of these artefacts. However, blade cores or unretouched blades of the 
size suitable for projectile production are generally missing at the site. On the other hand, 
three bladelet cores were collected together with several bladelets ranging in dimension. 
The study of this interesting operational chain will be the subject of subsequent fi eldwork. 
Apart from the bifacial pieces, scarce common tools have been found in the test pits (one 
borer, a few retouched fl akes and one scraper; Fig. 6D). 

DISCUSSION

The 2023 fi eld campaign yielded results that confi rmed the presence of stratifi ed archaeo-
logical material in the DUQ-25A rock shelter. Despite its exploratory nature, the fi eld 
season has produced some substantial new data and the fi rst radiocarbon results to date 
the Neolithic occupation in Al-Wusṭā region (Table 1). In conjunction with the collec-
tive tomb in Nafūn,12 the only other Neolithic radiocarbon dated site in the region, it will 
play a pivotal role in understanding neolithisation processes and cultural transmission 
patterns across the entire peninsula. Based on recent fi ndings, the site can be interpreted 
as a campsite and workshop dedicated to the production of bifacial pieces and projectile 
points. The site has excellent potential for contributing signifi cant data to highly debated 
topics, such as the Neolithic settlements in inland regions and their interactions with the 
coastal areas approximately 7500 years ago. 

DUQ-25A presents partially well-preserved strata containing lithic assemblages that are 
typologically and technologically consistent. These assemblages are closely associated with 
temporary structures, ornaments and animal bones. The presence of hearths, discarded mate-
rial and evident traces of lithic knapping activities for projectile point production further 
accentuate the signifi cance of the site. The site’s strategic location near the abundant gullies 
and potential water sources of Wādī Ṣayy would have undoubtedly drawn the attention of 
mobile hunter-gatherers and herders, as evidenced by the presence of hunting tools and 
animal remains. It is possible that the site also served as a temporary hub for skilled stone 
knappers, who may have utilised the area for a specifi c period. 

The nature of the deposit and the radiocarbon dating results do not allow one to draw 
overall conclusions, as only half of the trench is entirely documented. However, given the 
absence of permanent stone structures and the scarcity of tools other than projectile weapons 
and biface wastes, it is possible to speculate that it was only occupied for brief periods. 

In the Duqm area, the Neolithic sites are characterised mainly by open-air surface scat-
ters without any associated stone structures, with the exception of some eroded fi replaces, 
usually located close to the oceanic coast (DUQ-2, DUQ-43) or on wadi terraces (DUQ 20, 
DUQ-36). Only some of these sites manifest some stratigraphy, namely DUQ-25A and DUQ-2 

12 See footnote 6, above.
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(see Figs 1–2 above). Most of the surface-found lithic objects are highly worn and even 
occasionally broken by thermoclastic events (Fig. 9). At least for this specifi c chronological 
period, a general characterisation of the site typology becomes feasible due to the abundance 
of identifi ed lithic clusters. The sites can be generally classifi ed as fl int scatters and work-
shops, shell middens or fi shing encampments and sparse occupation spots. The fi rst are often 
found on the plateaus or at the wadi banks, typically in the interior, near the raw material 
outcrops. The considerable quantity of lithic artefacts is often a result of the co-occurrence 
of diff erent periods of occupation and sometimes even the superimposition of the Late 
Palaeolithic and Neolithic assemblages. Most common Neolithic production is the bifacial 
technology with broken laurel-leaf or ovate foliates and all of the by-products associated 
with this reduction sequence. Similarly to DUQ-25A, frequent occurrence at the recorded 
Neolithic sites of the broken and incomplete bifacial tools and the scarcity of cortical 
products indicate that the early stages of blank preparation and shaping were carried out 
right at the outcrop. Typically found beneath aeolianite terraces, the identifi cation of shell 
middens and fi sher campsites can be facilitated by the presence of fl int scatters, occasional 
stone features and remnants of hearths (such as DUQ-2 and DUQ43, see Figs 1 and 9).13

13 Genchi et al. 2017.

9. Points from other sites in Duqm region (Phot. M.P. Maiorano; A. drawing: G. Devilder; based on: Charpentier 
et al. 2023; B. drawing: M.P. Maiorano; based on: Genchi et al. 2017: Fig. 5).

DUQ-2
DUQ-43

DUQ-20 DN27-29 (2015)

A
B

C D

0 5cm



 Iඇඏൾඌඍං඀ൺඍංඇ඀ ඍඁൾ Nൾඈඅංඍඁංർ Pඋൾඌൾඇർൾ ංඇ Sඈඎඍඁ-Cൾඇඍඋൺඅ Oආൺඇ   107

Through examining the stratigraphy, it becomes clear that these sites often represent 
multiple phases of occupation, suggesting repeated habitation over time. Lithic objects 
are especially prevalent and distinguished by bifacial industries (foliates and arrowheads) 
recalling the Middle and Late Neolithic (6500–3700 ൻർൾ) sites from the Sharqiyah region 
(Ras’ Jibsh, Khuwaiymah and Suwayh)14 and Dhofar (Sharbithat SHA-9).15

The location and character of DUQ-25A distinguish it from the known Neolithic sites 
in Oman. Situated approximately 13km away from the coast, it cannot be classifi ed as 
a coastal site but rather appears to be associated with Neolithic inland settlements. The 
recent discovery of more inland Neolithic sites like Maitan (SQJ),16 KHS-A,17 Hayy 
al-Sarh,18 Wadi Hilo,19 Jebel Al-Aluya20 and Qumayra (QA-12, QA-2),21 is an encouraging 
development that off ers new opportunities for enhancing our understanding of the Neolithic 
in south Arabia. The identifi cation of exceptional paleoenvironmental sequences in close 
proximity to the archaeological sites indicates that additional investigations in these areas 
will greatly enhance our comprehension of the regional dynamics surrounding shifting 
climatic and landscape conditions in the ancient past, as well as their impacts on human 
populations during prehistoric times.

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

Further excavations at the site hold the promise of providing deeper insights into the 
Neolithic communities that inhabited it. Ongoing investigations of lithic, faunal and shell 
materials will contribute to a clearer understanding of their livelihood strategies. Further-
more, the results of radiocarbon dating play a crucial role in establishing a preliminary 
chronological framework of site occupation and its connection to other Neolithic sites in the 
region, providing a valuable reference point for comparative analysis and contextualising 
the timeline of the investigated site.

Moreover, the presence of at least three more Neolithic sites in Wādī Ṣayy shows that 
Neolithic societies were more widespread than previously thought in this arid location. 
To determine whether these sites represent contemporaneous communities, we plan to 
perform additional inspections at DUQ-25A and test another Neolithic site, namely DUQ-20 
(Fig. 2). While south Arabia communi ties did not engage in agriculture, large-scale herding 
or the construction of large, structured settlements,22 they did continue to hunt, fi sh and 

14 Charpentier et al. 2012; 2023.
15 Maiorano et al. 2018.
16 Maiorano et al. 2020b.
17 The discovery of KHS-A was discussed during a lecture ‘The Middle Holocene occupation of Al Khashbah 

(Sultanate of Oman): First results and chronological implications’, presented at the 55th Seminar for Arabian 
Studies, Berlin, Germany, 5–7 August 2022.

18 Bretzke et al. 2018; Bretzke, Parton 2020.
19 Uerpmann et al. 2018.
20 Lemée et al. 2013.
21 Białowarczuk, Szymczak 2019.
22 Charpentier et al. 2023.
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perhaps manage small herds. It is also intriguing to consider how much the local popula-
tion experimented with, modifi ed and developed their own technological solutions in order 
to produce bifaces and projectile weapons. Most artefacts in Duqm were produced using 
resources that were found nearby or in the area. Social groups had strong ties to particular 
geographic locations, specifi cally the coast, as demonstrated by the presence of several 
shell elements. Preliminary studies on the transmission of projectile weapons technology 
have revealed that human communities during the Holocene Humid Period were highly 
interconnected, highlighting the signifi cant level of interaction between them.23 DUQ-25A 
stands as a signifi cant archaeological discovery in Oman, holding the potential to increase 
considerably our understanding of the Neolithic era in south Arabia.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the Ministry of Heritage and Tourism of the Sultanate of 
Oman, especially the Undersecretary of Heritage Eng. Ibrahim al-Kharusi, General Director 
of Archaeology Sultan Al-Bakri and the Director of Excavation Department Ali Al-Marhoqi, 
for their continued support of this research. This research was supported through funding 
from the Humboldt Foundation (Maria Pia Maiorano) and by the Praemium Academiae 
of the Czech Academy of Sciences. The Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the 
Czech Republic (MEYS) supports radiocarbon dating within project no. CZ.02.1.01 /0.0/0.0/
16_019/0000728. Further thanks go to Waleed Al-Ghafri, from the Ministry of Heritage 
and Tourism, for assisting with the imagery. 

References

Al Kindi, M., Charpentier, V., Maiorano, M.P., Musa, M., Pavan, A., Heward, A., Vosges, 
J., Marchand, G., Pickford, M. 2021: Neolithic long-distance exchange in Southern 
Arabia: A supposed road for the ‘Jade’ axes, JAS: Reports 39, 103116

Białowarczuk, M., Szymczak, A. 2019: An overview of the latest prehistoric research in 
Qumayrah Valley, Sultanate of Oman, PSArabStud 49, 25–31

Bretzke, K., Parton, A. 2020: New Stone Age sites from Northern Oman, Journal of Oman 
Studies 21, 43–55

Bretzke, K., Parton, A., Lindauer, S., Kennet, D. 2018: Evidence of Neolithic settlement in 
the foothills of the Western al-Hajar Mountains, AAE 29/2, 103–114, https://doi.org/
10.1111/aae.12118

Bronk Ramsey, C. 2021: OxCal Program v4.4, Radiocarbon Accelerator Unit. University 
of Oxford, https://c14.arch.ox.ac.uk/oxcal.html (accessed September 2023)

Charpentier, V. 2008: Hunter-gatherers of the “empty quarter of the early Holocene” to the 
last Neolithic societies: chronology of the late prehistory of south-eastern Arabia 
(8000–3100 BC), PSArabStud 38, 93–116

23 Maiorano et al. 2020a; Al Kindi et al. 2021.



 Iඇඏൾඌඍං඀ൺඍංඇ඀ ඍඁൾ Nൾඈඅංඍඁංർ Pඋൾඌൾඇർൾ ංඇ Sඈඎඍඁ-Cൾඇඍඋൺඅ Oආൺඇ  109

Charpentier, V., Berger, J.-F., Crassard, R., Lacaze, M., Davtian, G. 2012: Prehistory and 
palaeo-geography of the coastal fringes of the Wahiba Sands and Barr al-Hikman 
(Sultanate of Oman), PSArabStud 42, 57–79

Charpentier, V., Maiorano, M.P., Marchand, G., Vosges, J., Borgi, F. 2023: Twelve years 
of the ‘Arabian Seashores’ project: How the extensive investigation of coastal 
Oman changed the paradigm of the Arabian Neolithic, AAE, https://doi.org/10.1111/
aae.12236

Crassard, R., Bodu, P. 2004: Préhistoire du Ḥaḍramawt (Yémen) : nouvelles perspectives, 
PSArabStud 34, 67–84

Crassard, R., Mccorriston, J., Oches, E., Bin ’Aqil, A., Espagne, J., Sinnah, M. 2006: 
Manayzah, early to mid-Holocene occupations in Wādī Ṣanā (Ḥaḍramawt, Yemen), 
PSArabStud 36, 151–173

Deif, A., Mohamed, A.M.E., El-Hussain, I., Al-Shijbi, Y., El-Hady, S., Al Habsi, Z. 2021: 
Site-specifi c seismic hazard levels at the economic zone of Duqm, Oman, Journal 
of Geophysics and Engineering 18/5, 740–760, https://doi.org/10.1093/jge/gxab050

Garba, R. 2021: Trilith Stone Monuments of Oman (TSMO) Research Project: Field 
Campaigns 2018–2019, Journal of Oman Studies 22, 186–213

Garba, R., Danielisová, A., Rose, J., Fossati, A.E., Usik, V., Chlachula, D., Daněček, D., 
Maiorano, M.P., al Mahri, A., Beshkani, A. 2022: Archaeological landscape evolution 
and environmental dynamics of Duqm and Nejd (ARDUQ) Arduq. Season 1 Final 
Report (2021–2022), unpublished report, s.l.

Genchi, F., Martino, G., Maiorano, M.P., Garba, R., Al-Ghafri, W.H. 2017: An archaeo-
logical overview of the landscape of the al-Duqm development area, Sultanate of 
Oman (poster), PSArabStud 47, 93–100

Jagher, R. 2009: The Central Oman Paleolithic Survey: Recent Research in Southern Arabia 
and Refl ection on the Prehistoric Evidence, [in:] Petraglia, M.D., Rose, J.I. (Eds), 
The Evolution of Human Populations in Arabia. Paleoenvironments, Prehistory 
and Genetics, Dordrecht-New York, 139–150

Jagher, R., Pümpin, Ch., Winet, I., Bolliger, M., Wegmüller, F., Al-Sabri, B.A., Al Maskeri, 
S.A. 2008: Central Oman Palaeolithic Survey. Final Report of Phase I. Seasons 
2007 & 2008, unpublished report, Basel

Lemée, M., Gernez, G., Giraud, J., Beuzen-Waller, T., Fouache, É. 2013: Jabal al-ʿAluya: 
an inland Neolithic settlement of the late fi fth millennium BC in the Ādam area, 
Sultanate of Oman, PSArabStud 43, 197–212

Maiorano, M.P., Crassard, R., Charpentier, V., Bortolini, E. 2020a: A quantitative approach 
to the study of Neolithic projectile points from south-eastern Arabia, AAE 31/1, 
151–167, https://doi.org/10.1111/aae.12147

Maiorano, M.P., Al Kindi, M., Charpentier, V., Vosges, J., Gommery, D., Marchand, G., 
Qatan, A., Borgi, F., Pickford, M. 2020b: Living and moving in Maitan: Neolithic 
settlement and regional exchanges in southern Rub’ al-Khali (Sultanate of Oman), 
[in:] Bretzke, K., Crassard, R., Hilbert, Y.H. (Eds), Stone Tools of Prehistoric 
Arabia, PSArabStud 50/2, Supplement, Oxford, 83–101



110 Mൺඋංൺ Pංൺ Mൺංඈඋൺඇඈ et al.

Maiorano, M.P., Marchand, G., Vosges, J., Berger, J.-F., Borgi, F., Charpentier, V. 2018: 
The Neolithic of Sharbithāt (Dhofar, Sultanate of Oman): typological, technological, 
and experimental approaches, PSArabStud 48, 219–233

Reimer, P.J., Austin, W.E.N., Bard, E., Bayliss, A., Blackwell, P., Bronk Ramsey, C., 
Butzin, M., Cheng, H., Edwards, R.L., Friedrich, M., Grootes, P.M., Guilderson, T.P.,
Hajdas, I., Heaton, T.J., Hogg, A.G., Hughen, K.A., Kromer, B., Manning, S.W., 
Muscheler, R., Palmer, J.G., Pearson, C., van der Plicht, J., Reimer, R.W., Rich-
ards, D.A., Scott, E.M., Southon, J.R., Turney, C.S.M., Wacker, L., Adolphi, F., 
Büntgen, U., Capano, M., Fahrni, S.M., Fogtmann-Schulz, A., Friedrich, R., Köhler, P.,
Kudsk, S., Miyake, F., Olsen, J., Reinig, F., Sakamoto, M., Sookdeo, A., Talamo, S.
2020: The IntCal20 Northern Hemisphere radiocarbon age calibration curve 
(0–55 cal kBP), Radiocarbon 62/4, 725–757

Uerpmann, M., Uerpmann, H.-P., Hinderer, M., Lindauer, S., Neureiter, C., Ghukasyan, R., 
Kesejyan, S., Petrosyan, A. 2018: HLO1-south: An Early Neolithic site in Wadi 
al-Hilo (Sharjah, UAE), AAE 29/1, 1–9, https://doi.org/10.1111/aae.12107



Polis
h

Ar
ch

a
eo

lo

gical Mission
to

Ba
n

ga
narti

ISSN 0860-7923 
ISBN 978-83-964024-2-4

B
an

ga
na

rt
iS

tu
di

es
 II

Ed
ite

d
b
y
Bo

g
d
a
n
Żu

ra
w
sk
i

ÉTUDES et TRAVAUX
XXXVI / 2023

Institut des Cultures Méditerranéennes et Orientales
de l’Académie Polonaise des Sciences



EDITORIAL BOARD
Maciej Makowski – Editor-in-chief

Michele Degli Esposti – Subject editor of the volume
Jadwiga Iwaszczuk – Editor

Maria Carmela Gatto – Editor
Zuzanna Wygnańska – Guest editor

Katarzyna Kapiec – Editorial assistant

SCIENTIFIC BOARD OF THE JOURNAL
M. Kobusiewicz (IAE PAS, Warsaw)

E. Laskowska-Kusztal (IMOC PAS, Warsaw)
D. Michaelides (University of Cyprus, Nicosia)

J.Ch. Moretti (IRAA-MOM, Université de Lyon 2/CNRS)
D. Raue (Ägyptisches Museum der Universität Leipzig)

P. Reynolds (ICREA, Barcelona)

BOARD OF INDEPENDENT REVIEWERS
the list of the members of the board is available at

http://www.etudesettravaux.iksiopan.pl

BIBLIOGRAPHY, FOOTNOTES AND TECHNICAL EDITING
Piotr Sójka

PROOF-READING
Jo B. Harper



VARSOVIE
2023

XXXVI

INSTITUT DES CULTURES MÉDITERRANÉENNES ET ORIENTALES
DE L’ACADÉMIE POLONAISE DES SCIENCES

ÉTUDES et TRAVAUX



The publication has been co-funded through the programme 
of the Ministry of Education and Science of Poland 

entitled “Development of scientifi c journals” for the years 2022–2024 
(project no. RCN/SP/0612/2021/1)

© Institute of Mediterranean and Oriental Cultures, Polish Academy of Sciences (IMOC PAS) 
and the Authors (unless otherwise stated)

Warsaw 2023

ISSN 2084-6762
(until 2010: 0079-3566)

e-ISSN 2449-9579

The printed version of the journal is the primary one.
Online version available at http://www.etudesettravaux.iksiopan.pl

Layout, typesetting and graphic edition: Dariusz Górski – Usługi Wydawniczo-Edytorskie

General cover design: Jadwiga Iwaszczuk
Cover photo: Rock shelter DUQ-25A, Oman (Phot. M.P. Maiorano)



Eൽංඍඈඋංൺඅ  ..........................................................................................................................       7

SPECIAL SECTION: SOUTH-EAST ARABIA

Aඇඇൾ Bൾඇඈංඌඍ, Aඎඋඣඅංൾඇ Hൺආൾඅ, Cඣർංඅൾ Lൾ Cൺඋඅංൾඋ, Mංർඁൾඅൾ Dൾ඀අං Eඌඉඈඌඍං, 
Jඎඅංൾ Gඈඒ
Iron Age Metalworking at Masafi -1? A Reconsideration of the Metal Hoards 
Discovered in the Collective Buildings  ..............................................................................     11

Cൺඋආൾඇ ൽ ൾඅ Cൾඋඋඈ Lංඇൺඋൾඌ, Cൺඋඅඈඌ Fൾඋඇගඇൽൾඓ Rඈൽඋට඀ඎൾඓ, Pൺඎඅൺ Gඬආൾඓ Sൺඇඓ, 
Aඅංർංൺ Aඅඈඇඌඈ Gൺඋർටൺ, Aඋආൺඇൽඈ Gඈඇඓගඅൾඓ Mൺඋඍටඇ
The Al Khudairah Necropolis (Sharjah, UAE): Refl ections from the 2023 
Field Season  ........................................................................................................................    39

Kൺඋඈඅ Jඎർඁඇංൾඐංർඓ, A඀ඇංൾඌඓ඄ൺ Lංർ
Abbasid Jumeirah, Dubai. An Overview of the Site and Its Architectural 
Stucco Decoration  ...............................................................................................................    57

A඀ඇංൾඌඓ඄ൺ Lංർ, Aർඁංආ Lංർඁඍൾඇൻൾඋ඀ൾඋ, Rൺආං Fൺඋඈඎ඄ Dൺඁൾඋ, Rൺඇൺ Zඎඋൾං඄ൺඍ
A Note on the Architectural Layout of the Early Islamic Church on Sir Bani Yas 
Island, UAE .........................................................................................................................    83

Mൺඋංൺ Pංൺ Mൺංඈඋൺඇඈ, Dඈආංඇං඄ Cඁඅൺർඁඎඅൺ, Aඅ෷ൻෂඍൺ Dൺඇංൾඅංඌඈඏග, Rඈආൺඇ Gൺඋൻൺ
Investigating the Neolithic Presence in South-Central Oman: The DUQ-25A 
Rock Shelter  .......................................................................................................................    93

Aඅൾඑංൺ Pൺඏൺඇ
After the Fall of the Caravan Kingdoms. Notes about the Occupation of Sumhuram 
and the Area of Khor Rori (Oman) from the Fifth Century ൺൽ to the Islamic Period  ......   111

REGULAR PAPERS 

Wඈඃർංൾർඁ Eඃඌආඈඇൽ, Mൺඋඍൺ Kൺർඓൺඇඈඐංർඓ
The Gebelein Region in the Third Intermediate and Late Periods  ....................................   133

Table of contents



Mൺ඀ൽൺඅൾඇ ൺ Kൺඓංආංൾඋർඓൺ඄
Potmarks on Early Dynastic and Old Kingdom Bread Moulds from the Settlement 
Layers of Tell el-Murra  ......................................................................................................   155

Aൻൻඋൾඏංൺඍංඈඇඌ .....................................................................................................................   183




