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Record 26, Washington: The SAA Press, pp. 26-32; S. Wilkin ef al. (2021), “Dairying
Enabled Early Bronze Age Yamnaya Steppe Expansions”, Nature 596, pp. 629-633.
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4 T.Kerig etal. (eds.) (2019), Social Network Analysis in Economic Archaeology: Perspectives
from the New World, Bonn: Verlag Dr. Rudolf Habelt GmbH; C. Knappett (ed.) (2013),
Network Analysis in Archaeology, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

5 T. Brughmans (2013), “Thinking Through Networks: A Review of Formal Network
Methods in Archaeology”, Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory 20, pp. 623-662;
T. Kerig et al. (eds.) (2019): C. Knappett (ed.) (2013); B. J. Mills (2011), “Themes and
Models for Understanding Migration in the Southwest”, Movement, Connectivity, and
Landscape Change in the Ancient Southwest (eds. by C. Nelson and C. A. Strawhacker),
Boulder: University press of Colorado, pp. 347-361; P. Ostborn and H. Gerding
(2014), “Network Analysis of Archaeological Data: A Systematic Approach”, Journal of
Archaeological Science 46(1), pp. 75-88.
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8 A. Collar et al. (2015), “Networks in Archaeology: Phenomena, Abstraction,
Representation”, Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory 22, pp. 1-32.
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9  B.]J. Mills (2011), pp. 347-361; B. J. Mills (2017), “Social Network Analysis in
Archaeology”, Annual Review of Anthropology 46, pp. 379-397: B. J. Mills et al. (2013a),
“The Dynamics of Social Networks in the Late Prehispanic US Southwest”, Network
Analysis in Archaeology (ed. by C. Knappett), Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 181~
202; B. J. Millis et al. (2013b), "Transformation of Social Networks in the Late Pre-
Hispanic US Southwest”, Proceedings of the National Academic of Science 110(15), pp.
5785-5790.

10 G. Feinman, M. Golitko, and L. M. Nicholas (2019), “A Network Analysis of Prehispanic
Obsidian Exchange: Implications for Macroregional Dynamics and Ancient Economies”,
Social Network Analysis in Economic Archaeology: Perspectives from the New World (eds.
by T. Kerig, et al.), Bonn: Verlag Dr. Rudolf Habelt GmbH, pp. 13-36; M. Golitko, G. M.
Feinman, and L. M. Nicholas (2019), “Archaeological Network Analysis Viewed through
Mesoamerican Obsidian”, Social Network Analysis in Economic Archaeology: Perspectives
from the New World (ed. by T. Kerig, et al.), Bonn: Verlag Dr. Rudolf Habelt GmbH, pp.
1-12; P, Ostborn and H. Gerding (2014), pp. 75-88.

11 J. L. Munson and M. Marcri (2009), “Sociopolitical Network Interactions: A Case Study
of the Classic Maya”, Journal of Anthropological Archaeology 28(4), pp. 424-438: J. B.
Scholnick, J. Munson, and M. J. Macri (2013), “Positioning Power in a Multi-Relational
Framework: A Social Network Analysis of Classic Maya Political Rhetoric”, Network
Analysis in Archaeology (ed. by C. Knappett), Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 95-
124,

12 B.J. Mills et al. (2013a), pp. 181-202; B. J. Millis et al. (2013b), pp. 5785-5790.
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13 M. E. Allentoft et al. (2015), “Population genomics of Bronze Age Eurasia”, Nature
522, pp. 167-172; A, David (2007), The Horse, the Wheel, and Language: How Bronze
Age Riders form the Eurasian Steppes Shaped the Modern World, Princeton: Princeton
University Press; A. David (2019), “Archaeology, Genetics and Language in the Steppes:
A Comment on Bomhard”, Journal of Indo-European Studies 47, pp. 1-23; J. P. Malloy
(1999), In Search of the Indo-Europeans: Language, Archaeology and Myth, London:
Thames & Hudson.
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ZE3]: Hodder (1972), p. 890.

(32! 3] nastof A7HE A2 Ao SHX| 0|2

EH7 % S Th( g 31 #=x).1°
Qo= GAAES] Fre} old mE FIHY B AAE =43k
X-Tent 292019 4] 7x)3 oA d K9] TE]|A TA|G7IEY T

m) %) BRI ASe] BEAY W5 FR AAAES Aolel] 35 A
6:]

G AAAEC] A T Wskehs 34 AWshs S5 8AAN A
(Peer Polity Interaction) FLH2"([719 5] #=)ol| M= FAIA| 2] F oA o] =25
T Al FHE & AA A9 FAIEH AL Qi
578??} AAA L G9E TMdH g FATE EAZE L A &
B e akel o] o= 3 A QoA FHA S Exs} FEte] AgE

©
X

19 D. L. Clarke (1977). Spatial archaeology. London: Academic Press; I. Hodder (1972),
“Locational Models and the Study of Romano-British Settlement”, Models in Archaeology
(ed. by D. L. Clarke), London: Methuen, pp. 888-911; I. Hodder (1977), “New
Developments in the Analysis of Archaeological Distributions”, Spatial Archaeology (ed.
by D. L. Clarke), London: Academic Press, pp. 253-352; I. Hodder and C. Orton (1976),
Spatial Analysis in Archaeology. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

20 C. Renfrew (1984), Approaches to Social Archaeology, Edinburgh: Edinburgh University
Press.

21 C. Renfrew (1986), “Introduction: Peer Polity Interaction and Socio-Political Change”,
Peer Polity Interaction and Socio-Political Change (eds. by C. Renfrew and J. Cherry),
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
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22 1. Hodder (1986), Reading the Past, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

23 M. Hegmon (2003), “Setting Theoretical Egos Aside: Issues and Theory in North
American Archaeology”, American Antiquity 68(2), pp. 213-243.
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ABSTRACT

Surface, Point, Line and Kim, Jongil*
Network

In recent archaeological research, a close relation between material and
human beings has been newly theorised and alternative hypotheses on the
formation of ethnic groups and human migration has been suggested with
dramatic developments of analytic technology in the natural sciences, such as
archaeogenetics and bioinformatics, which has replaced megatheories which
led hitherto archaeological theory and paradigm shifts in it. Social Network
Theory, adopted first in social science, was introduced to archaeological
research and enabled the finding of important archaeological phenomena
that had been ignored or unrecognised thus far.

Nevertheless network analysis was not simply developed and introduced
from the outside; there already existed some similar ideas and discussions
with network analysis within archaeology. The ways of understanding
objects through their contextual relation in Phenomenology and Analytic
Philosophy are also closely related with network analysis. Therefore,
network analysis was developed in other disciplines but was considered
and ‘domesticated” within archaeological thought and context, rather than
just simply being adopted into archaeology. This fact suggests that the

interpretation of results drawn from network analysis on actual data is not
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enough as long as it is limited to a simple description of visible patterns.
Rather it can be clearly shown that the results should be significantly and
sensitively interpreted when analysis is carried out within an archaeological

context.

Keywords ~ Network Analysis, Space, Landscape, Boundary, Bronze Ritual
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