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This paper assesses the corpus of materials from sites across western and northern Xinjiang attributed to the Andronovo culture
or its influence. As one of the most extensively examined archaeological cultures in recent Central Asian scholarship, the Andronovo’s
dominion over Xinjiang, the purported eastern periphery, remains yet a perplexing phenomenon. The geography of Xinjiang shares
many similarities with its adjacent regions; its mountain steppes and river basins constitute landscapes characteristic of environments
in which elements of the Andronovan material culture thrived.

To address this eager inquiry into how and in what respects the archaeological record of Xinjiang was connected to the rest of
Central Asia in the Bronze Age, this paper reviews a sizable corpus of excavated materials from local field research since the 1980s
that however lacks synthesis and cross-examination. It considers the characteristics of these assemblages against the Andronovo’s
nomenclatural complexity and the history of its discourse in Eurasian archaeology. Specifically, we assess the critical physical and
symbolic components of Andronovo culture in funerary, ritual and domestic contexts, and their variability in time and space. We
propose a pluralist view of the Bronze Age of Xinjiang and the influence of the Andronovo. Through an integrated view of the evidence
in hand, we seek to chart a more informative representation of the spatial reach of the “Andronovo” in Xinjiang and its implications
in cultural terms based on substantive and systematic categories of evaluation that address rather than lean on differences in typology.

Key words: Xinjiang, Andronovo culture, Bronze Age, typology, Chinese archaeology, archaeology of Central Asia.
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3JIEMEHTBI AHAPOHOBCKOM! KYJIbTYPbI CUHBII3ATHA
B EBPABMIICKOM BPOH30BOM BEKE

Pabora BbIoTHEHA TpH (UHAHCOBOI Noj/Iepkke TaHT MOCTIOKTOPCKOM NMpeMUH B 001acTH Hayku B panHeM Kurae,
Konymb6uiickuit yauBepcutet u HarponameHbIN (oH conraibHbIX Hayk Kuras (17ZDA221)

B crarbe paccMarpuBaeTcsi COCTaB MaTepHalioB W3 MAMATHUKOB 3anajHoro 1 CeBepHoro CHHBI3AHA, CBS3aHHBIX C aHIPOHOBCKON
KYJIBTYPO#l MM €€ BIMSHUEM. AH/IPOHOBCKAs KYJIBTYpa SIBISICTCS OJJHOM M3 HanOoJIee XOPOIIO H3y4eHHBIX apXCOIOTMUECKUX KyJIBTYp B G-
JKalfIleM cpeHea3naTcKoM PErHoHe, OTHAKO MperoIaraeMas ee BOCTouHast repudeprst B CHHBIBSHE BCe €Ie 0CTaeTCsl HeNCCIIEIOBAHHOM.
I'eorpadust CHHBLBSIHA MIMEET MHOTO OOIIIEro C CONPEeIbHBIMU TEPPUTOPHSIMU; €T0 MEXTOPHBIE CTENH M OaCCelHBI PEeK MPEICTaBIISIOT
co0oii 1aHmadThl, XapaKTEPHbIE JUIS MECT, B KOTOPBIX MPOLBETAIIM IEMEHThI MATePUAIILHON KYJIBTYPbl QHIPOHOBCKOH OOLIHOCTH.

Yr10o6bI 00pATUTBCS K 3aIIAHUPOBAHHOMY HCCIIECI0BAHHUIO, B KOTOPOM Oy/IyT pacCMaTpHBAaThCs BOIPOCHI O TOM, KaK H B KAKOM
OTHOIICHUH apXCOJIOTHYECKHUE JaHHBIE TI0 S10Xe OpOH3HI, MoTydeHHbIe B CHHBI3SHE, CBSI3aHBI C OCTANBHOM dacThio CpenHel Asun,
B HACTOSILIEH IMyOJIMKAIMY ITPE/ICTABIICH 3HAYUTEIbHBIN 00BbEM MMEIOLINXCSI MaTepHANOB, JOOBITBIX B XOJ€ MECTHBIX IIOJIEBBIX paboT
¢ 1980-x rr., KOTOpHBIE, OHAKO, HE UMEIOT 000OIIEHUH 1 HE MIPOLUIN NEPEKPECTHYIO MMPOBEPKY. J(eMOHCTPHPYIOTCS 0COOCHHOCTH 3THX
KOJUICKIIMH B COOTBETCTBUH CO CIOKMUBIIMMHUCS TIPE/ICTABICHUSIMHI 00 aHIPOHOBCKOM KyJIBTYpE U HCTOPHH €€ 00CYKICHHS B eBpa3uii-
CKOM apxeojorud. B wacTHOCTH, maeTcst OEHKAa OCHOBHBIX (DM3NYECKHUX M CHMBOJMYECKHX KOMIIOHEHTOB aHJPOHOBCKON KyJBTYPEI
B HOTpe0abHBIX, PUTYAIbHBIX U OBITOBBIX KOHTEKCTaX, YYMTHIBAas MX M3MEHYHMBOCTH BO BPEMEHH M TpocTpaHcTse. [Ipemiaraercs
IUTIOPAJIMCTHYECKHI B3MIsL HA 310Xy OpoH3bl CHHBIL3AHA M HA BIMSHUE aHIAPOHOBCKOM KYJIbTYpbl. MICIIONB3ys KOMIUIEKCHBIN MOAXOJ
HPH PACCMOTPCHUM MMEIOIINXCS JIOKAa3aTeIbCTB, aBTOPBI CTPEMSATCS HAMETHTh C IIOMOIIBbIO KapTHPOBaHUs Oojee MHYOpPMATHBHOE
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MpeICTaBIEHUE O MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM PACIIPOCTPAHEHHHN MTaMATHUKOB aHIPOHOBCKON KyabTyphl B CHHBII3sIHE, 00palias BHUMaHNUE Ha
Ppe3ymIbTaThl U3yUeHNs], OCHOBAHHbIEC HA OIIEHKAX CHCTEMATH3AIMN TPEAMETHBIX KaTerOpHii, a He Ha MX THUITOJOTHYECKOM Pa3IHINH.
Kniouegvie cnosa: CUHBII3SH, aHIPOHOBCKAs KyJIbTypa, 310Xa OpOH3bI, THIIOJIOTHS, KUTalcKas apXeosorusl, apxeonorus Espasun.

The Bronze Age Andronovo Culture in what is today’s Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region of China has
largely been characterized and contextualized in the absence of a close scrutiny of the term’s etymological and
chronological complexities in its longstanding Eurasian discourse. Built on a tendency toward perfunctory intra-
regional comparisons and arbitrary nomenclature, the classification and periodization of prehistoric materials
from Xinjiang have therefore seen limited progress in spite of the exponential increase in archaeological
findings as a result of more extensive fieldwork. Here below, we summarize a number of our key findings
and propose steps toward a more substantive and explicative Andronovo schema for the purpose of studying
materials discovered in Xinjiang. The full research will be published at a later date.

First, we note that “Andronovo” research in Xinjiang archacology remains largely shaped by traditional
methods of object classification. The identification and coining of local material cultures are often prioritized
and overshadow the need to address research questions of analytical and theoretical value. The context of the
findings is seldom addressed independent of their cultural designations; thus, interpretations are often based on
the comparison of packaged “cultures” and their presumed distribution and chronology.

This adherence to object-centric typologies is also undergirded by a strong bias toward funerary structures,
which have been the focus of most local archaeological projects that were carried out often in the interest of
urban developmental and non-archaeological agendas. Furthermore, results of many archaeological expeditions
remain unpublished or unavailable, inhibiting interpretations that can be made concerning the origin, regional
variability and geographical extent of the Andronovo in Xinjiang. A fundamental objective of our research is,
therefore, to collate and re-systematize existing materials available to address these questions at hand.

Second, the problem of characterizing the Andronovo Culture in Xinjiang can be understood from the
perspective of its discourse. Metallurgy has been the predominant focus of research since the discovery of
the Agarsheng bronze hoard in the 1980s, which was the herald of intensive research into the Bronze Age
of Xinjiang. The identification of Andronovo bronze, an alloy containing 3—10% tin (Sn), was an important
breakthrough, although the most diagnostic of these bronze finds are surface finds with no burial contexts.
Specifically, the bronze objects discovered in burials are almost exclusively ornaments.

In light of the importance of ceramics in Andronovo periodization on a trans-continental scale, another
interesting development in the Xinjiang Andronovo discourse is the lack of systematic investigation into
ceramics until the recent decade. The most important conjecture made so far is the connection between the Ili
River Valley and the Semirechye region on account of their comparable vessels with a footed base. These are
vessels with the most prominent etched decorations, which render them promising material for establishing
typology. For ceramic finds from other regions of Xinjiang (Tacheng, Pamir, Bortala), the research is less
cohesive; researchers are confronted with the problem of data availability and condition of preservation. Entire
vessels have only been recovered from burials; descriptions of ceramic fragments found at habitation sites are
brief and not conducive to further interpretations.

Third, the relationship of the Andronovo to other Bronze/Iron Age cultures in Xinjiang is another subject
of our investigation. The range of calibrated radiocarbon dates place it squarely in the second millennium BCE,
with most dates in the later half of the millennium. The geography of their distributions is clear in that the edge
of Tian Shan and the Dzungarian Basin mark respectively the eastern and northern limits of the Andronovo
material culture, beyond which are archaeological remains attributed to the Qi’ermugqieke (Chermuchek), the
Eastern Tian Shan painted pottery tradition, as well as necropolises in the Tarim Basin.

To identify the basis of what “Andronovo” presents in the Bronze Age archaeology of Xinjiang, we refer
to the development of Andronovo studies that began during the time of the Soviet Union in the 1920s. We
consider various schemas and schools of thought that were devised to organize and analyze materials discovered
in regions extending from the Caucasus to southern Siberia. The Andronovo is represented by a complex
lineage of local cultures and technological traditions from the Southern Urals, to the Minusinsk Basin, the
Yenisei Valley, and the Semirich’ye, each characterized by a different trajectory of development that embodies
regional characteristics as well as globalized traits, most notably in ceramics (e.g. of Alakul and Fedorovo).
We argue that aligning this evolving understanding of the geography of the “Andronovo community”, as is
referred to in Russian literature, with materials from Xinjiang, has important implications for contextualizing
Bronze Age Xinjiang on a regional scale. Specifically, we point out the importance of not confounding regional
nomenclature with actual material traits, especially when the terms can subsume multiple elements of material
culture that were of mixed local and foreign descent.
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On the basis of a collective assessment of the corpus of archaeological material discovered in Xinjiang,
our presentation will focus on 1) devising substantive criteria of assessment that enhance the analytical value of
typologies for present and future research; and 2) clarifying diachronic and geographical patterns of variability
and connectivity within the region of Xinjiang and with regard to the economic and sociocultural landscapes
represented by other contemporaneous cultures in Central Asia.

Bibliography

Bureau of Cultural Relics of Altay Prefecture, and Altay Prefectural Museum, eds. 2014. Shoulie, youmu, huangjindao
FPIR, WBENK, $54%E [Hunting, Herding, and the Golden Path]. Urumgi: Xinjiang Science and Technology Publishing
House. [Proof copy].

Chan A. Out of Place: Stone Architecture and Pastoral Nomadism in Prehistoric Inner Asia. PhD dissertation,
University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia. 2017.

Chernykh E.N. “Kargaly: The Largest and most ancient metallurgical complex on the border of Europe and Asia.” In
K. Linduff (ed.), Metallurgy in Ancient Eastern Eurasia from the Urals to the Yellow River. Lewiston, 2004. Pp. 223-237.

Chernykh E.N. Nomadic Cultures in the Mega-structure of the Eurasian World (1. Savinetskaya and P.N. Hommel
trans.). Brighton, MA, 2017.

Doumani Paula N., Michael D. Frachetti, Rebecca Beardmore, Tekla M. Schmaus, Robert N. Spengler I11, and Alexei
N. Mar’yashev. “Burial ritual, Agriculture, and Craft Production among Bronze Age Pastoralists at Tasbas (Kazakhstan).”
Archaeological Research in Asia 2015. Vol. 1-2. Pp. 17-32.

Gong, Guogiang. “Xinjiang diqu zaoqi tongqi liielun 1 (A Brief Discussion of Early Bronze Finds from Xinjiang
Uyghur Autonomous Region).” Kaogu. 1997. Vol. 9. Pp. 7-20.

Guo Wu #W). Xinjiang shigian wangi shehui de kaogu yanjiu Fris S il AL HE HEMFSE [The
Archaeological Study of Late Prehistoric Societies in Xinjiang]. Shanghai Ancient Works Publishing House. 2011.

Gryaznov M.P. [{pesrue kynomypor Anmas. Obwecmeo uzyuenus Cubupu. [Ancient Cultures of the Altai. The Nature
of the Study of Siberia]. Novosibirsk, 1930.

Institute of Archaeology, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences. C/4: Zhongguo kaoguxue zhong tanshisi niandai
shujuji C14: (Radiocarbon Dates in Chinese Archaeology 1965-1991). Beijing: Wenwu Chubanshe, 1991.

Kiryushin Yu.F., Papin D.V. and Fedoruk O.A. Auopornosckas kynemypa na Anmae (no mamepuanam nocpebaibHoix
xkomnaexcos) [Andronovo Culture in the Altai (based on materials from funerary complexes)]. Yuebnoe nocobue. Barnaul, 2015.

Korochkova O.N. K o6cyxneHuro TepMuHa «aHIpoHOBCKas oomrHocTh [Toward a discussion of the term “An-
dronovo community”]. IIpoonemor nepsobvimuoii apxeonoeuu Espasuu [The Problems of the Primitive Archaeology of
Eurasia]. 2004. Pp. 202-211.

Kuzmina E.E. The Origins of the Indo-Iranians (J.P. Mallory ed.). Leiden, Boston: Brill. 2007.

Li Suoyuan ZE#iJ. Yili-hegu Agarshen leixing qingtongqi [t AP/ /R AR FEi%S [Agarsheng
Bronzewares in the Ili River Valley]. Research of China's Frontier Archaeology. 2014. Vol. 16.

Li Xiao 2% and Dang Tong %f%. Zhunge’er pendi zhoubian diqu chutu tongqi chutan %1% #f 7 b J& 2 5 1
§f#54) 78 [Preliminary Exploration of Unearthed Copperware in the Peripheral Area of Junggar Basin]. Xinjiang Wenwu.
1995. Vol. 2.

Lin Yun #Ri5.“Silu kaitong yigian Xijiang de jiaotong luxian (Routes of Transportation in Xinjiang before the Silk
Routes).” Caoyuan Wenwu. 2011. Vol. 1. Pp. 55-64.

Lin Yun #ki=. Silu kaitong yiqian Xinjiang de jiaotong luxian & BH i@ LARTHTIER)AC @ KR [Routes of
communication in Xinjiang before the Silk Roads]. Caoyuan Wenwu. 2014. Vol. 1. Pp. 55-64.

Maksimenkov G.A. Audponosckas kyremypa na Enucee [Andronovskaya culture in the Yenisei]. Leningrad, 1978.

Mei Jianjun &=, “Early metallurgy and socio-cultural complexity: archaeological discoveries in northwest
China.” In B.K. Hanks and K.M. Linduff (eds.) Social Complexity in Prehistoric Eurasia: Monuments, Metals, and
Mobility. Cambridge, New York, 2009.

Mei Jianjun ##% 5 and Colin Shell. The existence of Andronovo Cultural Influence in Xinjiang during the Second
Millennium BC. Antiquity. 1999. Pp. 570-578. Vol. 73 (281).

Molodin V.I. and Komissarov S.A. “Recent Finds of Bronze Age Cultures in Xinjiang and their Siberian Affinities.”
In Chong Deng and Xingcan Chen (eds.), “Blossoming Peaches and Plums” A Collection of Essays In Celebration of
Professor An Zimin's Eightieth Birthday, Hong Kong, 2004. Pp. 214-221.

Outram Alan J., Natalie A Stear, Alexei Kasparov, Emma Usmanova, Victor Varfolomeev, and Richard P. Evershed.
“Horses for the Dead: Funerary Foodways in Bronze Age Kazakhstan.” Antiquity. 2011. Vol. 85. Pp. 116-128.

PengKe @4, The Andronovo Bronze Artifacts Discovered in Gongliu County in Yili, Xinjiang. In Victor H. Mair
(ed.) The Bronze Age and Early Peoples of Eastern Central Asia I1. 1998. Pp. 573-580.

Polyakov A.V. Modern Chronology of Chalcolithic and Bronze Age monuments in Minusinsk basin. In Proceedings
of the Russian-Mongol-Chinese Archaeology Forum. Rock Art in Central Asia and Northern China. Ulaanbaatar, 2017.
Pp. 197-211.

Ruan Qiurong FeAk4E. Xinjiang faxian de Andeluonuowo wenhua yichun yanjiu F758%55 B 22 18 81K SU B AT
9T [Research of Findings of Andronovo Culture in Xinjiang], Xibu kaogu Vail,% 5 [The Archaeology of the Western
Regions]. 2014. Vol. 7. Sanqin Publishing House.

Rudkovsky I.V. Kepamuueckne Mapkepbl KOHTAKTOB BHYTPH aHIPOHOBCKOU KyJIBTYPHO-MCTOPHYECKOH OOIIHOCTH
[Ceramic markers of contact within the Andronovo Community]. Becmuux TI'TIV [TSPU Bulletin]. 2011. Vol. 11. Pp. 74-82.

58



LImuom A.B., Ulamwun A.b. K npobreme pekoncmpyKyuu HeOIUmMu4ecko20 KOCmomd...

Rudkovsky I.V. AHnpoHOBCKasi OpHAMEHTHKA B KOHTEKCTE CHCTEMOOOpa3yoINX HHBapHaHTOB [Andronovo orna-
mentation in the context of system-forming invariants]. Almaty, 2013: Institute of Archacology of O.H. Margulan, the
Committee of Science, Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Sal’nikov K.B. /Jlpesnetiwue namsmuuxu ucmopuu Ypana [Ancient Monuments in the History of the Urals].
Sverdlovsk State Publishing House, 1952.

Shao Huiqgiu A& #k. Xinjiang diqu Andeluonuowo wenhua xiangguan yicun tanxi 3758 [ 72 15 2 557K SC{EAH
FIETFEENT [The Research of Andronovo Culture-related archacological remains in the area of Xinjiang]. Research of
China's Frontier Archaeology. 2009. Pp. 1-14.

Shao Huigiu AR E#X. Yindu-Yilangren de giyuan- pingjia F[1E -t ABUEIR: 554 [Review of The Origins of the
Indo-Iranians). Research of China s Frontier Archaeology. 2014. Vol. 16.

Tan, Yuhua (2 EZ. Xinjiang Tashiku’ergan-xian Xiabandi AIl mudi xinrenshi i+ EH T 58 TRt A I5E
EHh#FHERH [New understanding of Xiabandi Cemetery All in Tashkurgan County, Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Re-
gion]. Xiyu yanjiu. 2011. Vol. 3.

Teploukhov S.A. OnbIT Knaccupukanus APeBHUX METAIUIMYECKUX KyJIbTYp MuHycHHCKOTO Kpast [An exploratory
classification of ancient metal cultures of the Minusinsk Territory]. Mamepuanet no smuoepaguu [Materials on Ethno-
graphy]. 1929. T. 1V, vol. 2. Pp. 41-62.

Tishkin A.A. The Period Division of Eurasian History: Existing Problems and Possible Solutions. Izvestiya of Altai
State University Journal. Archaeology. 2016. Pp. 260-267.

Wang Binghua E ¥R, Xinjiang diqu qingtong shidai kaogu wenhua shixi 758 #h & & H 5 & & SUE AT [An
Analysis of Bronze Age Archaeological Cultures in Xinjiang]. Xinjiang shehui kexue. 1985. Vol. 4.

Wang Bo E1#. Xinjiang jinxieninan faxian de yixie tongqi #7iBr L F F I —LLFAZR [Recent Discoveries of
Bronzewares in Xinjiang]. 1987. Xinjiang wenwu 1.

Wu Yong 2 %. Lun Xinjiang Kashi Xiabandi qingtong shidai wenhua & #T i8I+ T Sk ith 2 #h FH #REF X 324E [On
the Bronze Age Culture of Xiabandi Cemetery in Kashi, Xinjiang]. 2012. Xiyu yanjiu 4.

Zdanovich G.B. Kepamuka smoxu 0pon3sl CeBepo-Kazaxcranckoii obiactu [Bronze Age ceramics in northern
Kazakhstan]. Bonpocet apxeonoeuu Ypana [Research Problems in the Archaeology of the Urals]. 1973. Vol. 12. Pp. 21-43.

VIIK 903(571.150)

A.B. IlImuar!, A.B. llammmun?
'Myseti npupoowt u uenosexa, Xanmoi-Mancutick, Poccust;
?Anmatickuil 2ocyoapcmeennwlii ynuseepcumem, bapuayn, Poccus

K ITPOBJIEME PEKOHCTPYKIMU HEOJIUTUYECKOI'O KOCTIOMA:
IO MATEPUAJIAM MOT'MJIBHUKA ®UPCOBO-XI

Pab6ota BemonaeHa npu ¢puHaHCOBOH monaepkke PODU (mpoext Nel8-09-00779
«AHTpOIIOIOrHYECKUE M apXEOIOTNUSCKHE I'PaH! STHOTeHe3a HAaCEICHUS
fora 3amagnaoil u Cpenaeit CuOHUpH B ATIOXH HEOJIUTA U paHHEH OPOH3BI»)

['pynToBBIiT MOrnnesHuK ®upcoBo-XI pacnosokeH B JI€COCTENHON 30He AJrTas, Ha PaBOM KOpeHHOM Oepery OOH, HAPOTUB
Bbapnayna. Beero 3aech packormaHo BOCEMb HEOIMTUUSCKHX (dHEOMHTHYECKNX ?) 3axopoHeHuil. [TorpebansHblii 00psy eanHOOOpaseH:
HHT'yMallyisl B TPYHTOBOH sIME BBITSHYTO Ha CIIHHE, PYKH BJOJb TYJIOBHINA MO0 KUCTH HOKOWIHCh HAa BEPXHEH 4aCTH Ta30BBIX KOCTEH.
B mectn norpedeHnsx oOHapyKEHBI MPOCBEPIICHHBIE B KOPHE 3YObI )KUBOTHBIX (BOJIKA, OJEHS, MEABE/s), CAY)KUBIINE IEMEHTaMU
nexopa onexnpl. Hanbonee undopmaruBasiM Obu1o napHoe norpebenne Nel4. AHaiu3 pacrionoKeHHUs HALIMBOK MO3BOJIMI IIPe]-
MOJIOXKUTh, YTO KOCTIOM JUISl YCOMIIUX CHENUAIbHO IIMIH K TpaypHOH nepeMonun. CormacHo MpeiCcTaBIeHNIO aBTOPOB, MOKOWHBIE
HOXOPOHEHBI B JIETKOU OIeXkK/Ie: KOPOTKUE KyPTKH C Y3KHM T'OPJIOM, KOTOPBIE OJCBAIMCh YEPE3 TOJIOBY; LITaHbI; 00YBb HIKE KOJICHA;
BO3MOKHO, 0€3 I'0JIOBHBIX yOopoB. EcTb 0cHOBaHUs IpeAnoararh, 4To norpeoeHus OCYILECTBIISUIUCH B TEIJIbII EPUOA Tofa.

Kniouesvle cnosa: neonut, Antaii, morpedeHue, peKOHCTPYKIHS KOCTIOMA, OJKEPeIIbs U3 3y0OB KUBOTHBIX.

A.V. Shmidt', A. B. Shamshin?
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THE PROBLEM OF RECONSTRUCTION OF A NEOLITHIC COSTUME:
BASED ON THE MATERIALS OF THE FIRSOVO-XI BURIAL

The work was supported by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (Project No. 18-09-00779
“Anthropological and Archaeological Facets of the Ethnogenesis of the Population
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Groundwater burial ground Firsovo-XI is located in the forest-steppe zone of Altai, on the right bank of the Ob river, opposite
Barnaul. In total, eight Neolithic (Eneolithic?) burials have been excavated there. The funeral rite is uniform: the inhumation in the pit,
the body is stretched out on the back, hands along the body or hands rest on the upper part of the pelvic bones. Six burials reveal the
teeth of animals (wolf, deer, bear) drilled in the root, which served as ornamentation for clothes.
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