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INTRODUCTION

Living in arid environments from
prehistoric times to the present day:
approaches to the study of refugia
and oases

Louise PURDUE, Julien CHARBONNIER, Lamya KHALIDI

The history of human occupation in arid environments has always been
inextricably tied to the history of water. From prehistory to the present day, popu-
lations have continuously occupied spaces in proximity to watering holes. The
conditions that determine/d human occupation of these spaces and how they
are/were modified stimulated the juxtaposition of two concepts that are both
distinctive and coinciding. In anthropology, refugia are commonly regarded as
isolated ecological niches where past populations retracted (allopatry) during
hyperarid periods, while oases are commonly regarded as water-rich spaces in arid
landscapes modified by humans (typically through cultivation and irrigation) in
the form of artificial niches. However, the two concepts overlap, as they both insi-
nuate refuge from a harsh environment and implicate man. Furthermore, an oasis
is not necessarily cultivated and can act as a refuge. Similarly, a refugium can be
a cultivated or natural oasis. The objective of the XVIII® Rencontres Internationales
d’Archéologie et d’Histoire d’Antibes (France) was to investigate the natural formation
of these spaces, the conditions which determine/d their occupation by humans,
and their construction and evolution as socio-economic, political and agricultural
entities in a variety of arid landscapes across the world.

The themes developed in this volume are an illustration of human responses to
social and ecological issues, as well as the impact of socio-environmental changes
on human communities living in constraining environments. Oases and refugia
are currently in full transformation and are endangered in many parts of the world
because of combined social, political and environmental constraints. Conflict,
climate change and urban migration have led to an abandonment of many of the
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world’s oases. The consequent loss of tradition and collective memory has also
generated complex issues related to family heritage prompting the abandonment
of many plots of land. Some oases have even become theme parks. When not
abandoned, global climate change and the modernization of these spaces has led
to an overexploitation of available resources and increased soil and salinity issues.
A more holistic understanding of the world’s oases and refugia is needed as they
become increasingly threatened. This volume brings together new archaeological
and environmental data that documents human-environment coevolution of this
tangible and intangible world heritage in a variety of arid landscapes across time
and space. Each contribution in this volume brings a unique perspective that is
critical to our understanding of refugia and oases and to the preservation and
durability of these fragile spaces.

Defining refugia and oases

One challenge we encountered in organizing the conference and this
volume involved reassessing and redefining oases and refugia in a way that was
not static (neither in space nor in time), and took account of the unique case-
studies we brought together in this publication. A second related challenge lay
in distinguishing the two concepts, which have a great deal of overlap as they
can progressively or abruptly transition from one to the other and include simi-
lar features as mentioned above, but also because they allude to similar notions
(fig. 1). For example, concepts of refugia and oases overlap in their dichotomous
allusions to isolation and connectivity, and to mobility and stability. A refugium
implicates population refuge from a harsh environment, whether a population
takes refuge as a result of climate, geography or human activities (deforestation,
over-hunting, etc.). While populations migrate to refugia, they find stability in
isolating themselves, creating niches that are favorable to the maintenance of
relict populations and to speciation. When there is an amelioration of the envi-
ronment from which they took refuge, these refugia are once again linked and
these relict populations expand. The same dichotomy is alluded to with regards to

Micro-climate in contrast to harsh surroundings

Progressive

REFUGIUM < e OASIS
Abrupt
External drivers: External drivers:
Environment / Human Human / Environment

STABILITY <=m=p [SOLATION MOBILITY <=m==p CONNECTIVITY
Unaltered safe heaven, Speciation, «m» Rest stop, Population expansion,
Repository for Relict populations, migration Interaction networks,

organisms, Resilient autochtonous Production & trade

Available resources cultural traditions

(water) Settlement

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram illustrating the relationships, distinctions and overlap implied in
concepts of refugia and oases and their utilization in anthropology.
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oases, whether natural or artificial. Oases are often synonymous with shade, and
with rest-stops, or refuges. They are isolated by the aridity of their surrounding
landscapes (MARSHALL, LAVIE, 2017) and yet linked to other oases by migration
and trade routes (f.e.: animal migration routes, incense trade routes, pilgrimage
routes, etc.). Oases are also areas of stability and permanent settlement due to the
presence of perennial water resources and intensive cultivation since the onset of
agriculture. Their modification into water- and agro-scapes fosters new ecosystems
attracting and favoring species that could not have otherwise survived or adapted,
and turning these oases into artificial refugia.

From refugia...

The word refugium is defined by the Merriam Webster dictionary as an:
Area of relatively unaltered climate that is inhabited by plants and animals
during a period of continental climatic change (such as a glaciation)
and remains as a center of relict forms from which a new dispersion and
speciation may take place after climatic readjustment.!

Broadly implicit in this definition of refugium is an environment that is habi-
table and sustainable by organisms during a period and/or in a region thatis not.
This, in turn, insinuates a stable source of water —a prerequisite for all life-forms —
during an arid period or in an arid region where water is scarce or unavailable.
While not exclusive to periods of hyperaridity or hyperarid landscapes, a refugium
is epitomized by the presence of a habitable environment in such contexts.

In arid landscapes like those of North and Northeast Africa, the Arabian
Peninsula, Central Asia, and the deserts of Latin America, ecological niches are
marked by perennial or stable water resources, particularly along certain moun-
tain chains or coastal zones. Refugia may have functioned as isolated ecological
niches during cold and arid oscillations, and as ideal settlement and gathering
areas during humid phases, offering access to water and allowing human groups
to exploit animal and plant resources over the long term. However, in anthropo-
logy the concept of refugia is more commonly applied to prehistoric populations,
and namely to Pleistocene populations. Our reading of prehistory is often marked
by the hydro-climatic fluctuations that affected exploitation and modification of
the environment and territorial management by human groups and other spe-
cies, globally, regionally and in so-called ecological niches. Concepts of niche
were developed in the field of ecology to describe specific habitats adapted to
and modified by organisms and can be applied to any environment or range of
environments, community or area of the world. The ecological niche is therefore
notspecific to arid landscapes butis a term that s particularly applicable to refugia
and oases, which are characterized in anthropology, by their relationship to arid
periods or landscapes, respectively.

1. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/refugium

11
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Itis thus that the concept has often been used in the context of glaciation or
hyperarid events in the fields of palacontology and prehistoric archaeology. In the
literature, refugia have mainly been referred to with regards to the Last Glacial
Maximum (LGM) by paleogeneticists, paleoclimatologists and archaeologists
(AcHILLI et alii, 2004 ; CERNY et alii, 2011 ; PALA et alii, 2012 ; ROSE et alii, 2013 ;
HiLBERT et alii, 2015 ; GANDINI ¢t alii, 2016) butis also applied to studies on homi-
nid population expansions and contractions (sometimes referred to as genetic
bottlenecks), and in correlation with a host of glaciation and hyperarid events,
and human activity in more recent periods (LAHR, FOLEY, 1994 ; HAWKS et alii,
2000 ; DELSON, HARVATI, 2006 ; BASELL, 2008 ; STEWART, DALEN, 2008 ; PRESTON et
alii, 2012 ; DELAGNES et alii, 2013). For example, itis used to explain the presence
of Palaeolithic populations in parts of the world where human occupation seems
to have been impossible as a result of hyper-arid conditions during the LGM, as
well as to explain the persistence of Pleistocene haplotypes in Holocene popula-
tions (GANDINI ¢t alii, 2016 ; GAVASHELISHVILI, TARKHNISHVILI, 2016 ; ROSE et alii,
2013). The ‘Coastal Oasis Theory’ (FAURE et alii, 2002 ; PARKER, ROSE, 2008) sug-
gests that currently submerged sources of water in the Persian Gulf also served as
refugia during glacial periods. Since the Neolithic, the sedentarisation of human
groups and the development of agro-pastoralism also occurred in these refugia,
such as is the case for the highland plains of Yemen (KuaLip1, LEwis, 2018), the
‘lomas fog oases’ in Peru (BERESFORD-JONES et alii, 2015) or for the large lakes of
the Sahara or the Afar (SERENO et alii, 2008 ; LESUR et alii, 2014).

During historical periods, the voluntary and progressive management of
these spaces heavily impacts their ecology and their socio-economic roles.
Anthropisation is exponential from the Neolithic period onward, encouraging
the development of long-distance exchange networks. Some of these niches, once
refugia, progressively transform into cultivated oases.

...to oases

The word oasis, which derives from ancient Egyptian and is first mentioned by
Herodotus around 450 BC, means “inhabited space” (BRUNET, FERRAS, THERY,
1992). The meaning has greatly evolved over time, and has almost taken a roman-
tic turn. The Merriam Webster Dictionary for instance defines oases as:

Fertile or green areas in arid regions, but also a place that provides refuge,
relief, or pleasant contrast.?

Like many other definitions of oases, this one emphasizes the contrast between
the oasis and its hostile surroundings (MARSHALL, LAVIE, 2017). Geographers and
agronomists have also provided their own definitions. Oases are generally classi-
fied based on their history (modern versus ancient oases), water management
(groundwater, sources, floodwater, etc.) or hydro-climatic conditions (coastal,

2. https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/oasis
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plain, mountain oases) (TOUTAIN et aliz, 1990). The agronomist LACOSTE (1985)
defined oases as intensively cultivated spaces located in cold or hot climatic zones
marked by water shortage. This anthropological definition considers oases as
“terroirs” entirely managed by humans and dependent on the socio-technical
management of water. In 1990, the geographer TouTAIN added that oases are
complex systems of production in which agriculture and goat/camel farming
closelyinteract. Small plots of lands containing three superimposed levels of vege-
tation including palm trees, fruit trees and cereals or fodder crops at lower levels,
provide food for people or animals, while the herds supply manure to fertilize
soils that have been cultivated for millennia. Irrigation is generally gravity fed.
Biodiversity (floral and faunal) in oases has only recently been acknowledged.

These definitions consider oases primarily as agricultural spaces. They
properly describe oasis agrosystems as places of production marked by the mana-
gement of water resources and the mastery of hydraulic systems. At the same time,
the construction of these spaces necessarily implies social organization, not to
mention population densities large enough to maintain them. Oases are areas
of residency and circulation. Anthropologists, such as BATTESTI (1998), added
that an oasis is a combination between a human agglomeration and a cultivated
area. SKOURI (1990) also defined oases as intensively cultivated spaces in arid
environments in which a settled population lives, but he also suggested that the
agrosystem is often isolated, providing a specific microclimate that allows for
intensive socio-economic activities.

Despite their precision, these definitions unfortunately fail to consider
oases as strategic nodes with undeniable political and commercial significance.
Archaeologists working in northern Africa and in the Middle East have identified
oases that have been occupied for millennia (f.e.: WELLBROCK et alii; MATTINGLY
et alii, this volume). Their construction and long-term management involves ter-
ritorial and population control as well as integration within exchange networks
on amacro-regional scale. These numerous attempts to describe and define oases
combine agricultural, social and economic factors. However, the functional diver-
sity of oases makes their final classification complex (e.g. Kassan, 1996, 2010).
Indeed, their spatial boundaries have evolved through time (BATTESTI, 2005) asa
result of socio-environmental changes that have made them mobile and dynamic
(GARCIER, BRAVARD, 2014). Oases are not static. The history and management of
oases and their hydroclimatic and geomorphic states have evolved for at least the
last ten millennia.

State of research on refugia and oases

Preconceived ideas regarding refugia

In 1929, V. Gordon Childe published “The Most Ancient Near East”, in which he
developed the Oasis Theory, said to have been first coined by R. Pumpelly, a geologist
and explorer, in 1908. Childe maintained that human populations contracted to
oases (specifically the Nile valley) at the end of the last Ice Age in response to rapid

13
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aridification, bringing them into close contact with abundant wild species. He argued
that this led to relative crowding of populations and familiarity with growth cycles of
wild flora and fauna stimulating the onset of food production and agriculture. With
advances in radiocarbon dating and paleoclimatology, this environmentally deter-
ministic theory has since been challenged, even dismantled. However, the situation
he described as population contraction into oases was the precursor of what is refer-
red to today as population contraction into refugia. Over the last decade, scientific
articles dealing with human evolution, migration events, and human response to
changing climates and environments in the past, have increasingly relied on the
concept of human refugia as an explanatory model for hominid responses to harsh
(synonymous here with hyperarid) climate and environments.

Despite theoretical advances in studies on human-environment relations, envi-
ronmental determinism (environmental factors are responsible for human behavior)
continues to be used to explain the evolution of these spaces, refugia included,
and human societal transformation. Many scholars have made efforts to counter
deterministic tendencies like those of Childe, by adopting models such as possibi-
lism. This theory, first developed in the field of geography, maintains that human
behavior and culture are determined by both the environment and human agency.
While such models are developed in opposition to deterministic notions (environ-
mental or geographic), their integration of human agency remains limited, even
if indirectly, by environmental constraints.

Furthermore, while more and more scholars today challenge environmental
determinism, recent advances in paleoclimatic studies and their correlation with
paleogenetics and archaeology have had the inverse effect by subtly reinforcing
deterministic tendencies. This resurgence in closet environmental determinism
is shrouded by emphasis on pluridisciplinary approaches and comparison of mul-
tiple datasets that is meant to counteract such notions, but in reality, only conceal
them. While climatic events are important parameters for refugia, these events
and environmental response to them end up representing the only criteria for
population refugium in most of the literature. Just as with possibilism, implica-
tions are that these spaces are solely determined by the environment, restricting
the role of human agency (and that of other species) and coevolution in their
existence and maintenance.

Preconceived ideas regarding oases

Like prehistoric refugia, the archaeological and historical study of oases haslong
been hampered by preconceived ideas regarding these spaces, ideas which were
developed by the first travelers visiting North Africa, the Middle Eastand Arabia and
propagated both by fiction and academic research. In much of the literature, oases
are depicted as simultaneously archaic and timeless. MAGEE asserts that this is the
vision of Arabia shared by many westerners, from the first travelers to contemporary
scholars (2014: 367, 463). This antiquated view continues to resurface in scholarly
work on the Libyan desert in Egypt (GARCIER, BRAVARD, 2014: 30) as well as in the
western Sahara. VEYRAG-BEN AHMED and ABDEDAYEM note “the layman sees an oasis as
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an untouched area, a potential refuge for men in a hostile environment, a place of serenity and
eternity and a place where nothing ever changes” and emphasize the fact that this image
is also propagated by present-day tourism advertising (2017: 4). We also owe the
diffusion of this vision to orientalists, painters and novelists (SAID, 1978).

This timeless vision of oases has and continues to be propagated by many archaeo-
logists, notably those working in the Persian Gulf, as evidenced by CHARBONNIER
(2017: 57). Although aware of the impact of long-term environmental change on
agrarian and hydraulic landscapes, these scholars have tended to make direct ana-
logies between past and present oases and in this way, to project current realities on
the past, therefore denying oases of any diachronic dimension (POWER, SHEEHAN,
2012: 296). Oases have also been regarded as timeless because they are assumed
to be isolated from the outside world. This preconceived idea stems from the fact
that oases are often separated from each other by deserts and other arid landscapes
regarded as frontiers or obstacles to movement and therefore to advancement,

just as seas are regularly regarded as frontiers between continents and islands. It is
indeed a common metaphor to compare oases to islands and deserts to seas:

Oasis ! Elles flottaient sur le désert comme des iles; de loin, la verdeur des palmiers

prometiait la source 0w lewrs racines s abreuvaient [ ...]°

Furthermore, oases are frequently regarded as static landscapes because

researchers have long assumed that their environmental contexts have been sta-
ble (GARCIER, BRAVARD, 2014: 30). Environmental change during the Holocene
and the fact that present deserts were greener in the past were long ignored.
The single contributor to change in oases was thought to be hydraulic technol-
ogy. These views maintained that the introduction of new techniques allowed the
exploitation of new hydric resources leading to the growth of oases, and a lack of
investment in infrastructure would be the main cause for their decline. It was thus
assumed that human labor was driving the evolution of oases.

As GARCIER and BRAVARD (2014: 30-31) rightly point out, this vision of oases
was forged by colonialism. Itis therefore the product of an ideology aimed to jus-
tify colonial policy. The objective was, and continues to be in many cases (ABU EL
Haj, 2001), to prove that indigenous people are incapable of properly managing
their land, and that only colonizers can make the desert green again (GARCIER,
BRrRAVARD, 2014: 31).

Deconstructing these ideas

Human societies have occupied, managed, modified and constructed refugia,
including oases. By doing so, they have heavily impacted future generations. The
consequences of these short and long-term choices and their social, behavioral,
ecological and biological transmission over time express themselves in long-term
cycles of development, transformation, rupture and abandonment. Deconstructing
the ideas of refugia and oases as static entities requires understanding them in an

3. A. Gide, Les nourritures terrestres.
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integrated way and untangling the constant interactions and feedbacks that occur
between endogenous and exogenous drivers. Through recent climatic, archaeologi-
cal, historical, ethnological and geographical studies we now know that the climate
fluctuated significantly over the course of the Pleistocene and Holocene, and that
isolation of oases and refugia as it was perceived in the past is simply a myth. Oases
and refugia are at the heart of the forging and maintenance of migration, trade and
pilgrimage routes, simultaneously allowing and stimulating mobility and interac-
tion. Consequently, both are dynamic landscapes in fluctuating environments. The
cycles of evolution of these landscapes depend on endogenous drivers, such as the
fragile balance between humans and resources within oases. They also depend on
exogenous drivers, such as environmental change, evolution in trade patterns, and
conquest and integration in new political bodies. The constant interaction of these
drivers at various spatial and temporal scales does not support the idea that oases
are static and isolated entities.

Several and new theoretical approaches combined with new field results allow
us to deconstruct these preconceived ideas about refugia and oases, and better
integrate most, if notall of the above-mentioned driving factors. Recent work car-
ried out by multi-disciplinary teams, including many contributions in this volume,
highlight the dynamic nature of these spaces and the drivers and choices that
influence their formation and transformation.

New approaches to the study of refugia and oases?
Anthroposystems, adaptative cycles and socio-hydrology

In France, the concept of anthroposystems was first proposed in the early
2000s. BERTRAND (1968) and LEVEQUE et alii (2003) define natural or artificialized
systems that societies exploit and/or manage as anthroposystems. In anthropo-
systems, socio-systems co-evolve with eco-systems over the longue-durée at various
embedded temporal (from the event to long-term trends) and spatial scales
(local to regional) (REDMAN, 2005). This evolution can be visualized as mobile
loops, structured around phases of stability and shifts (PURDUE, this volume).
Understanding the driving factors (social versus environmental) of these cultural
changes in an integrated way is key to understanding past societies and hyper-an-
thropogenic landscapes such as oases.

The interactions between societies and their environment can also be model-
led following concepts of Panarchy (GUNDERSON, HOLLING, 2002), resilience and
adaptative cycles, used most often in the Anglo-Saxon world. Adaptative cycles,
initially used in the natural sciences, suggest that ecosystems are regulated cycli-
cally around phases of growth, conservation, restructuring and renewal (HOLLING,
2001 ; REDMAN, KiNziG, 2003). When considering socio-ecosystems, adaptative
cycles are connected to one another by embedded spatial and temporal scales. This
is referred to as Panarchy. Different phases are linked by “memory” and “revolt”.
At smaller spatio-temporal levels, socio-ecosystems innovate and change while lon-
ger scale processes stabilize and exploit human memory to keep the system stable.



This concept of Panarchy entirely integrates mutations and change within the cycle
(Resalliance.org, consulted in 2018). The identification of the drivers of change
can provide insight into emergent processes such as the appearance of new social
configurations. In fragile and constraining environments that are very sensitive to
environmental shifts, this approach allows us to identify complex patterns and how
they generate adaptation and resilience in agricultural communities.

The concept of socio-hydrology was introduced more recently (SIVAPALAN
et alir, 2012 ; DIBALDASSARRE el alii, 2019). It aims to understand the interac-
tions and feedbacks, specifically between humans and water systems (PANDE,
SIvAPALAN, 2017), with the aim of identifying emergent behaviors (see PURDUE,
this volume). In intensively irrigated landscapes, highly subject to resource fluc-
tuation, this approach has great potential and should be applied more often to
archaeological contexts.

Niche Construction Theory (NCT)

Niche Construction Theory, which originated as a branch of evolutionary
biology (LALAND et alii, 2000 ; KENDAL, TEHRANT, ODLING-SMEE, 2011: 785), con-
ceptualizes the capacity of organisms to modify their own environments and, in
turn, to influence their own evolutionary trajectories, or fitness, as well as those
of other organisms through feedback relationships. This conceptual framework
allows the integrated study of the co-evolution of spaces and the communities
which occupy or shape them.

Since its conception, NCT has developed to integrate culture as a potentially
determinant factor in evolutionary trajectories of humans and other organisms,
and has been applied to many fields. Cultural Niche Construction Theory main-
tains that “Niche construction from all ontogenetic processes modifies human selective
environments, generating a legacy of modified natural selection pressures that are bequeathed
by human ancestors to their descendants” (LALAND et alii, 2000). This inherited legacy
includes ecology, culture and genes, and has been termed the triple inheritance
approach. There are several convincing example of cultural and ecological mod-
ification of selective natural pressures that have in turn modified genes traceable
in anumber of descendant lineages. These include certain cases of dairy farming
that created the selection pressure that led to the spread of alleles for adult lac-
tase persistence (see GERBAULT ef alii, 2011). Another example is the case of yam
cultivation in West Africa which promoted the spread of malaria in populations
and led to the selection of an allele resistant to malaria in these same populations
(LaranD, 2008).

Refugia are often used as explanatory frameworks that take account of pheno-
mena we can trace genetically through relict or resilient haplotypes and alleles,
but that we have a dearth of archaeological evidence for. The application of NCT is
therefore useful to understanding and interpreting refugia as it naturally bridges
the gap between the environment, genetics and the legacy of human activities
(both tangible as in artifacts and intangible as in oral tradition, symbolism and
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know-how) while empowering all organisms, and specifically humans, with agency,
and doing away altogether with determinism. Its popularity and widespread appli-
cation to archaeology (LALAND, O’BRIEN, 2010) is demonstrated in the dedication
of an entire volume of the Journal of Archaeological Method and Theory (17(4)) to
“Archaeological Perspectives on Niche Construction Theory”.

In arid areas, oases are constructed niches ‘par excellence . As mentioned pre-
viously, hydraulic technologies have long been considered the prime movers in
the evolution of oasitic niches. Conversely, recent studies highlight the fact that
climatic fluctuations and the evolution of the environment had an impact on oases
over the course of the Holocene. The application of a NCT perspective (or the
Anthroposystem/Panarchy perspective) neutralizes anthropocentric explanations
and environmentally deterministic tendencies by focusing on the complex interac-
tions between social and environmental factors (including hydraulic technologies
and climate) to explain the development, fluctuation and decline of oases. Natural
oases are in effect refugia supported by available surface water resources, such as
springs or lakes, within landscapes that are lacking. Such oases can be modified by
human activity to different degrees. Oases can also be entirely artificial, created
and developed by humans by bringing water to arid zones or by diverting water
streams or hauling groundwater to the surface. Once an oasis has been transfor-
med or artificially created by humans, it becomes a space where the cultivation of
crops that would normally not tolerate desert climates becomes possible, hence
becoming a veritable (man-made) refugia. Water management improves its spatial
distribution as the humidity collected by irrigation canals encourages the growth of
wild plants and attracts wild animals. This, in turn, contributes to trapping moisture
and fostering pedogenesis. The formation of soils, which are as rare as water in arid
areas, benefits crops and wild plants and contribute to the increase of yields. In the
Sahara and the Middle East, oases are usually characterized by the cultivation of
date palms. The arrangement of palm trees in palm groves creates ideal conditions
(using the shade of the palm rows) for the cultivation of other crops that require
reduced heatand evaporation. These positive outcomes initiate a cycle that has the
effect of creating a new ecosystem favorable to cultivation and human settlement
(LAUREANO, 1998; R10U, 1990). Another positive feedback is the fact that oases play
the role of nodes in caravan trade, thus fostering long distance exchange. In some
cases, oases were even developed and maintained for this purpose. Furthermore,
the development of these intensively cultivated gardens and waterscapes involves
the establishment of collective rules for sharing water and maintaining irrigation
systems. This usually leads to the implementation of a ‘water administration’ with
specialists managing hydraulic issues. Ultimately, this will have an impact on the
social structuration of these hydraulic communities. On the other hand, negative
feedbacks to the establishment of oasitic ecosystems are numerous. Tackling the
evolution of the environmentand its deterioration linked to human activity (surface
or groundwater depletion, salinization of soils, sand dunes, pests and locusts etc.)
can imply continuous maintenance and innovation (adoption of new hydraulic



techniques, canal dredging, soil cleaning,
etc.). These actions also contribute to the
construction of oasitic niches.

The investigation of these actions and
retroactions through a diachronic and
socio-environmental perspective (from
the perspective of socio-hydrology to
applications of NCT theory) has enor-
mous potential, for example in identifying
genetic adaptations to such feedback rela-
tionships within oasitic populations.

Presentation of the themes of the
volume

This volume is structured into four
different themes. Addressing these the-
mes allows for a better understanding of
the dynamics of refugia, oases and niches
that have developed in arid environments
from the prehistoric period until now, and
specifically tackles the adaptation of past
societies to continuous and/or abrupt
climatic and hydrological changes over
the long term. With the multiplication of
archaeological studies in arid regions of
the world, it is now possible to renew our
knowledge of their history and compare
their trajectories. We begin to do this in
this volume by covering a large geogra-
phical area over a long period of time
(from the late Pleistocene to the present-
day), as well as including studies from
specialists in various disciplines.

Articles from this volume range from
the Pacific coast of America (CLEMENT
and BERESFORD-JONES et alii) to the steppes
of Central Asia (BRUNET), and include

Fig. 2. Location of study areas
corresponding to the different contributions
in this book. Specific archaeological sites,
refugia and oases are indicated by dots,

while broader study regions are indicated
by ovals and circles.
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case-studies in Arizona (PURDUE), the Maghreb and Central Sahara (MATTINGLY et
alii), the Egyptian desert (AGUT-LABORDERE, CREPY, GONON and LESUR), the Horn
of Africa (BASTIAN et alit, KHALIDI et alii and LESUR) and the Arabian Peninsula,
from the North (MARQUAIRE ef alii, WELLBROCK et aliz) to the South (HILBERT et
alit, KHALIDI et alit and McCORRISTON et alii) and in the Arabo-Persian Gulf area
(BEUZEN-WALLER et alii, CHARBONNIER et alii, COSTA et alii, and CREPY) (fig. 2).

The wide chronological context provided by these different articles pro-
vides clues on the development and evolution of niches in arid regions over the
long-term. Late Pleistocene to middle Holocene hunter-gatherer and pastoral
communities are discussed in the first theme entitled Refugia and oases : environ-
ment, resilience and mobility and the Late Neolithic to Bronze Age early oasitic
communities in the second theme entitled The emergence of oases. The third and
fourth theme entitled Oases as waterscapes and Oases as agroscapes include case-
studies ranging from the Iron Age to the present-day.

Interdisciplinarity is key to moving research and debates forward. We therefore
chose to represent different disciplines and new methodological developments
in the study of arid regions in this volume. These include combined perspectives
in hydro-climatology, geomorphology, hydraulic engineering, archaeozoology,
archaeobotany, genetics, geoarchaeology, archaeology, ethnoarchaeology,
and epigraphy.

THEME 1 - Refugia and oases: environment, resilience and mobility

The first theme aims to better define and develop concepts of refugia and
oases in prehistory through investigations into the conditions that determined or
encouraged human occupation of these spaces, and the cultural, ecological and
biological niches that developed within them (autochthonous cultures, resilience
and biological adaptations).

Refugia functioned as veritable socio-environmental niches during glacial
periods, heightening the resilience of human groups (maintenance of relict
population and speciation). Palaeoclimatic and palacoenvironmental studies and
reconstructions have strongly suggested the presence of different types of refugia
and oases (natural and/or submerged water sources, highland zones with high
precipitation rates, etc.; FAURE et aliz, 2002 ; WILKINSON, 2009), which certainly
facilitated the settlement or mobility of human groups during arid and hyperarid
periods. Moreover, marriage between the fields of archaeology and palaecogene-
tics have enabled researchers to identify regions where the persistence of ancient
haplogroups amongst current populations suggest the presence of human refugia
during hyperarid periods (GANDINI et alii, 2016 ; PALA et alii, 2012 ; ROSE et alii,
2013). These phenomena often correlate with populations in regions where we
find autochthonous cultural traditions during the late prehistoric periods, des-
pite the intensification of mobility and human interactions and the introduction
and intensification of herding during the Holocene (CrRassARD, KHALIDI, 2017;
KuaLIDI, LEWIS, 2018).



In this section, we explore this theme by addressing and developing
the following:
1. theidentification of refugia and oasitic niches using palaeoclimatic, palaeoge-
netic and material culture data (BASTIAN et alii; HILBERT et alii; KHALIDI et alii);

2. the application of concepts of refugia and niche-construction approaches to
better understand and interpret the evolution of dynamic human-environ-
ment landscapes in prehistoric archaeology (HILBERT et alit; KHALIDI et alii;
McCORRISTON et alii);

3. the transformation of refugia and oases with the onset of herding and early
plant management (KHALIDI ¢f alii; LESUR ; MCCORRISTON et alii).

BASTIAN and colleagues begin the section with a summary of the Northeast
African palaeoclimatic record over the last 30,000 years using data from Nile delta
and African Rift lake cores. They highlight the need to correlate high-resolution
hydro-climatic and archaeological data in order to accurately interpret the impact
of gradual and abrupt climatic oscillations (humid/arid/hyper-arid) on the envi-
ronment, human populations and their adaptations, and vice versa. The authors
set the stage for the volume by detailing the hydro-climatic conditions that gene-
rate refugia and natural oases, and that may have encouraged their occupation
and management by human groups.

HiLsERT and colleagues correlate the great number of new and dated Upper
and Late Palaeolithic occupation sites in South Arabia with genetic, cultural and
paleoclimatic evidence, demonstrating the validity of at least one if not several
refugium scenarios in South Arabia during the LGM. Through detailed techno-
typological studies of South Arabian industries and radiocarbon dates, they argue
for population and cultural continuity and indigeneity in the region despite
abrupt climatic and environmental changes, and despite the lack of acculturation
at the onset and during the South Arabian Neolithic.

KnaLIDI and colleagues detail the indigeneity of culture and tradition in
Southwest Arabia and the African Horn from the Late Pleistocene to the mid-Holo-
cene, through a Niche Construction perspective, adding that oasitic landscapes
facilitated both human innovation and contact as well as cultural resilience and
isolation. Using case studies from settled coastal (Yemen) and lakeside oases
(Afar triangle) on opposite shores of the Red Sea, the authors illustrate a parallel
coevolution between these populations and their carefully managed wild oasi-
tic environments. With increased aridification at the end of the African Humid
Period, they hypothesize that by complementing wild resources with domesticated
herds and increased mobility, and interaction and trade that served to connect
them, these populations maintained these sensitive oasitic niches.

LESUR presents two Northeast African case studies (the Kharga oasis in Egypt
and the Afar in Ethiopia and Djibouti) to highlight the important role of animal
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domestication in human adaptation to increasingly constraining desert environ-
ments and to the development of oases. She argues that these arid-adapted herds
were crucial to linking oases as their introduction as a food security measure enga-
ged humans in seasonal mobility between perennial watering holes.

McCoRrrIsTON and colleagues demonstrate that the development of pastoral
landscapes in the Dhufar region of Oman is the consequence of dynamic cycles
of niche construction. They highlight the importance of mobile herding and the
dynamic landscapes that sustained and perpetuated it, to our understanding of
the ecosystem history and lack of early agriculture in the region but also to the
foundations of early Arabian oases.

THEME 2 — The emergence of oases

The second theme aims to develop our understanding of the emergence of
oases in different regions of the world : from Southern America to Central Asia, via
the Sahara and Southeast Arabia. In that respect, the four papers presented here
call into question many ideas regarding the origins of oases. They suggest that
their development began much earlier than previously thought and was more gra-
dual, albeit at different times and at different rhythms depending on the region.
The definition given to oases by geographers and agronomists insinuates seden-
tarism and intensive irrigated agriculture. However, it is demonstrated early on
in this volume that hunter-gatherer communities living in arid areas were already
constructing potent niches. They had a significant impact on their environment,
and were thus already transforming refugia into oases. Furthermore, it is also
demonstrated that long-distance interaction and exchange was already a feature
of the first emergent oases and was a key part of their social make-up and eco-
nomy since prehistoric times. Oases were therefore never isolated nor were they
marginal places. Instead, they appear to have quickly become economic hubs that
attracted populations as a result of the resources available and/or their role as
transit points for raw materials, commercial goods, people and ideas.

BERESFORD-JONES and colleagues reassess the role of lomas, natural oases crea-
ted by ocean mists along the arid Pacific coast of Peru, during the Preceramic
Period. They demonstrate that the exploitation of these seasonal green areas, in
association with marine resources, allowed for increased sedentism well before
the advent of an agricultural economy. Populations took advantage of lomas by
exploiting what they naturally offered, but also modified these niches by managing
the mists and the environments they produced, sometimes overexploiting them.
Not only do the authors demonstrate the capacity of hunter-gatherers to organize
their societies around and manage natural mist oases but also their capacity to
create seasonal artificial oases that complemented other resource economies.

The fact that the anthropization of oases began before the introduction of
agriculture is also emphasized by BRUNET whose research focuses on the valley of



Zeravchan (Uzbekistan and Tajikistan). The author demonstrates the evolution
from managed fluvio-lacustrine oases to proto-urban ones from the Neolithic to
the Chalcolithic period in this region of Central Asia. In this arid zone, Neolithic
communities of hunter-gatherer-fishermen were established along river systems
composed of multiple channels and lakes that formed a natural oasis, interacting
and trading with the Eurasian steppe cultures. With the onset of aridification
during the Chalcolithic period, proto-urban agropastoralist populations settled
at the site of Sarazm, intensifying and enlarging their exchange networks. This
contribution demonstrates the transition from natural to anthropized oases and
the keyrole that exchange played in the oasitic economy of this arid region of the
world since prehistory, growing in importance over time.

By combining geomorphological, geomatic and archaeological approaches,
BruzeEN-WALLER and colleagues identify, based on predictive modeling, the ear-
liest potential oases in several regions of Oman. They hypothesize that these
proto-oases, dated to the Early Bronze Age, were not yet characterized by sophis-
ticated hydraulic practices, but instead opportunistically took advantage of water
and soil-rich areas that form the core of different agropastoralist communities’
territories. Archaeological and environmental data tend to validate their innova-
tive model, which could therefore be applied to other arid regions in the world.

The development of man-made oases are a later occurrence in the Western and
Central Saharan desert of Morocco and Libya. However, through a reassessment
of available evidence and new absolute dating, MATTINGLY and colleagues push
the origin of these oases back in time and challenge the model of the development
of oases and trade in the Central Sahara prior to the Islamic period. The authors
demonstrate thatin the region of Fezzan (Libya), the Garamantian oases were sett-
led since the early 1* millennium B.C. These oases were nodes in a long-distance
exchange network connecting sub-Saharan regions to the Mediterranean region.

THEME 3 - Oases as waterscapes

By the proto-historic and early historic periods, oases became fully anthropized
landscapes, dedicated to agriculture and characterized by complex irrigation sys-
tems that aimed to compensate the lack of or irregularity of rainfall. Water is
thus one of the structural elements of oases, and this theme emphasizes the role
of hydric resources in its distribution and evolution. One focus of this theme is
therefore the hydrological and climatic context in which human communities
developed, with the objective of understanding the evolution of resource availabi-
lity and its exploitation over the long-term in arid regions. In this regard, it stresses
the need for a multidisciplinary approach to these heavily managed “waterscapes”’.
This theme is also devoted to the reconstruction of hydraulic technical systems,
from a range of perspectives. Contributions focus on the complex rules of water
management necessary for the durability of these niches, on the spatial organiza-
tion of these systems and on putting past and current practices into perspective.
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WELLBROCK and colleagues succeed in reconstructing the evolution of the
Tayma oasis, located in Northwestern Saudi Arabia, from the mid-Holocene until
today. The authors use an archaeohydrological approach, which combines mul-
tiple methodologies drawn from the sciences and the humanities. This innovative
approach allows them to show that the Tayma oasis owes its existence to important
groundwater resources available at shallow depth, and which could be exploited
without sophisticated hydraulic technologies. Their results also lend support to
the hypothesis of an emergence of Northern Arabian oases related to the process
of aridification after the mid-Holocene.

The contribution of MARQUAIRE and colleagues also concerns northern Saudi
Arabia. The study of a Nabatean period rainwater collection system excavated
near the oasis of Dumat al-Jandal demonstrates the importance of anthropogenic
watering places for pastoral/nomad populations living in the desert, who also
played a major role in the economy of oases.

The study of the Kharga area in Southwestern Egypt by GonoN is dedicated to
the long-term evolution of oases through archaeological (excavation and survey),
hydrological and hydraulic investigations. It demonstrates that human settlement,
initially conditioned by water availability (artesian springs) is then maintained
using a hydraulic innovation: the development of ganat galleries during the
Persian period. Aridification combined with overexploitation of resources pro-
bably led to the lowering of the water table and the drying out of ganatsat the end
of Antiquity. After this period, settlements and gardens were organized around
wells. This contribution illustrates the delicate balance that must be maintained
by human populations to cultivate in arid regions.

CLEMENT presents research on the irrigation systems in the Chicama valley,
located on the north coast of Peru, and emphasizes the sophistication of hydrau-
lics during the Chimu period, which were necessary for survival in this arid
environment. He combines archaeology (field survey) with remote sensing and
ethnohistory to show that the sociopolitical organization of Chimi communi-
ties is mirrored by the network of canals. The latter seems to have strengthened
relationships among communities, delineated their respective territories but also
fostered hierarchical relationships between them. For example, groups exploiting
minor downstream canals were dependent upon upstream groups controlling the
main canals. Lastly, this study points out the role of local water governance in the
management of these important coastal oases.

An ethnoarchaeological and palaeoenvironmental approach is used by
CHARBONNIER and colleagues to study two oases located on the Gulf coast of the
United Arab Emirates. The authors advocate that the collection of data on water
and soil management in present-day oases is crucial to understanding those of the
pastand propose to lay the foundation for an ethnoarchaeology of water systems.



THEME 4 — Oases as agroscapes

Refuge zones, like oases, have been exploited and intensively transformed by
humans. The typical system of production, which combines goat, sheep and camel
farming with agriculture, has evolved with time due to the combined effect of the
needs of populations, the availability of water/soil resources and of technological
and social capacities. The last theme of this volume aims to understand the spatial
and temporal dynamics of these spaces, and more precisely their transformation into
food production systems. Numerous paleo-botanical studies have been conducted to
reconstruct the evolution of the vegetation cover and crops grown, mainly in Middle
Eastern oases. However, there are still numerous lacunae in the study of oases if we
consider them as agricultural, social and geographical entities. How can we recognize
oases as agricultural landscapes and what are their limits? How are they socially and
spatially organized ? How were resources other than water managed through time?
What was the impact of climate change on resource availability, management, and
thus on the social and spatial structure of oases? The four papers in this section pro-
vide some answers to these questions by developing theoretical backgrounds (CREPY
and PURDUE), and by putting forward new approaches and methods of interpreta-
tion (CosTA et alitand AGuT) for a better understanding of oases as “agroscapes”.

Costa and colleagues focus on the agricultural, geoarchaeological and che-
mical study of cultivated gardens (oasis of Masafi, United Arab Emirates) in order
to understand the evolution of soil management over the last five millennia. The
manuscript relies on the construction of a modern reference collection to identify
markers in soils of irrigation, manuring, land abandonment, and crops grown.
The results provide new methods and keys for the identification of ancient agri-
cultural practices in semi-arid environments.

The historical approach developed by AGuT aims to reconstruct the evolution
of'an agricultural village (oasis of Kharga, Egypt) based on the study of legal docu-
mentation. The author identifies the role of family, inheritance and internal social
controlin the construction of oases. He also emphasizes the importance of written
agreements, the increasing importance of institutions and consequent conflicts
(land organization, resource depletion) when maintaining these spaces. This
contribution provides unique perspectives on the socio-environmental constraints
that impacted the structure and durability of these agroscapes.

CrEpy emphasizes the advantages of combining geoarchaeology and geomor-
phology with a Niche Construction Theory approach to study the transition from
refugia to oases in arid environments. Based on examples from Egypt, Tunisia and
the United Arab Emirates, he proposes a new typology of oases integrating interac-
tions and retroactions between societies and their environments. His classification
is structured around the processes responsible for the formation of oases/refugia
(aeolian, hydrological and/or anthropogenic) and the consequent landforms
visible at various spatial scales.
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Using a theoretical background that also integrates long-term socio-environ-
mental interactions, PURDUE focuses on the construction of a socio-hydrological
and resilience background to study the evolution and dynamics of agroscapes in
the American Southwest (City-oasis of Phoenix, Arizona) over the last two millen-
nia. Based on a rich archaeological, historical and paleoenvironmental dataset,
she discusses the constant interactions between agricultural landscapes, human
adaptations and climate change and identifies the driving factors of change (and
their combination).

Conclusion and research perspectives

The various papers in this volume reveal and confirm the diversity of refugia
and oases, with examples ranging from lomas in South America to underground
water fed oases in the Arabian Peninsula. This further impels us to provide new
ideas on how to define refugia and oases in a more integrated way by taking into
account the concepts of stability/isolation and connectivity/mobility and by dis-
cussing the environmental versus social/economic/political driving factors of
change. We propose that a new working definition and classification be based on
the following three considerations:

Refugia and oases as socio-environmental entities

Asrevealed by recentstudies (e.g. CHARBONNIER ef alii, 2017 ; CosTa et alii, this
volume), refugia and oases are mobile and dynamic spaces. Their structure and
management has evolved through time as a result of complex interacting social
and/or environmental processes. They have been abandoned for similar reasons.
Many driving factors, for instance climate, hydrology, demography, economy,
and politics, can transform these landscapes into anthropogenic and technology
driven spaces, or into areas where environmental dynamics are the main control-
ling factors of change. This perspective is key to understanding oases and refugia
in a diachronic and integrated way.

Refugia and oases as spatial and social entities

We consider that the definition of refugia and oases should integrate their
geographical limits at various scales. The area of contrast between the arid envi-
ronment surrounding them and the luxurious gardens composing them often
marks their boundaries. However, intensively connected areas along fluvial sys-
tems such as the Nile Valley, or isolated hyper-specialized cultivated spaces such as
mountainous oases supplied by runoff water, are also considered refugia or oases.
This implies that they do not have a specific morphology or scale and can be enti-
ties stretching thousands of kilometers or limited to a small area fed by a spring.
Furthermore, how do we define the boundaries of refugia or intensively transfor-
med oases ? Should we consider their environmental, agricultural, socio-political



and/or economic boundaries or those linked to the management of resources,
such as water, with geographical limits established by the collective use of water?

Oases as complex systems of production

Like many geographers and agronomists, we believe that the definition of
oases should consider their production systems. While date palm cultivation is
often synonymous with agricultural oases, the multiplicity of other crops grown
and managed are indispensable to an integrated definition of these spaces
(CLEMENT and PURDUE, this volume). Likewise, the extent and management of
pastoral activity in and around oases is often neglected, as are water management
systems. Lastly, the variable intensity of the production system that can range from
food crops to cash crop for export should be considered, as these often attest to
the environmental and socio-economic backgrounds of oases.

We therefore propose an updated working definition of oases which considers
these aspects: oases are long-term socio-environmental refugia (or niches) supported by
perennial sources of water in otherwise harsh environments with dynamic boundaries
dependent on the structure of the collectively or individually-managed complex hydro-agro
and pastoral production system, integrated within a local to global economic system, and
subject to decisive short-term and long-term climatic change.

Acknowledgements

The XVIII¢ Rencontres Internationales d’Archéologie et d’Histoire d’Antibes
were held in Antibes from the 10™ to the 12" of October 2017. This scientific mee-
ting was organized with the initiative of the UMR 7264 Cultures et Environnements
Préhistoire, Antiquité, Moyen Age (CEPAM) and the Association pour la Diffusion
des Connaissances Archéologiques (APDCA).

We thank the following individuals, entities and organizations whose mate-
rial, institutional and financial support made this international conference
possible: the city of Antibes-Juan-les-Pins, the Archaeology Museum of Antibes
and its director Eric Delaval, the Association pour la Diffusion des Connaissances
Archéologiques (APDCA) and its president Carole Cheval, the CNRS, the ANR
(ANR-16-CE27-0008, Projet OASIWAT), the British Foundation for the Study
of Arabia (BFSA), the Centre Francais d’Archéologie et de Sciences Sociales
(CEFAS) directed by Michel Mouton and Abbés Zouache, the University Cote
d’Azur, the University of Nice Sophia Antipolis and the Maison des Sciences de
I’'Homme et de la Société (MSHS) Sud-Est.

We are grateful to the members of the scientific committee, composed of
Damien AGUT-LABORDERE (CNRS-ArScAn), Frank BRAEMER (CNRS-CEPAM),
Laurent BRUXELLES (INRAP-IFAS), Ricardo GONZALEZ VILLAESCUSA
(UCA-CEPAM), Joséphine LESUR (MNHN), Joy MCCORRISTON (Ohio State
University), Michel MOUTON (CNRS-IFPO) and Margareta TENGBERG
(MNHN), for their involvement in the selection of the abstracts and in the

INTRODUCTION

27



28

FROM REFUGIA TO OASES: LIVING IN ARID ENVIRONMENTS FROM PREHISTORIC TIMES TO THE PRESENT DAY

peer-review process prior to the publication of these proceedings. The additional
scientific expertise provided by the external reviewers was likewise indispensable
to the realization of this publication.

The organization, management and logistics of the conference would not have
been possible without Anne-Marie Gomez whose dynamism, energy and efficiency
is without parallel, and whom we could not thank enough. We also thank our team
of volunteers from the CEPAM including Benjamin Audiard, Juliette Guibert-
Cardin, Joffrey Morin, Arnaud Raibaldi, Carlo Mologni, Marzia Gabriele, Arnaud
Mazuy and Liliane Meignen for their help prior to and during the conference,
as well as the personnel of the city of Antibes Juan les Pins who were on the spot
during the conference for technical and logistical assistance.

In addition to thanking all of the contributors and the session chairs, we would
like to thank Isabelle Théry, director of the CEPAM, for her supportand presence
throughout the process, Lamya Khalidi, Anne Guérin-Castell and Sophia Burnett
for the proofreading, Sabine Sorin for her work on the graphics and illustrations,
and last but not least, Antoine Pasqualini whose engagement, patience, and skills
made this publication a reality.

Les XVIII® Rencontres Internationales d’Archéologie et d’Histoire d’Antibes se sont dérou-
lées a Antibes du 10 au 12 octobre 2017. Cette manifestation scientifique a été organisée a
Uinitiative de UUMR 7264 Cultures et Environnements. Préhistoire, Antiquité, Moyen Age
(CEPAM) et de I’Association pour la Diffusion des Connaissances Archéologiques (APDCA).

Nos remerciements s adressent tout d’abord aux collectivités et organismes qui ont rendu
possible la tenue de ce colloque international, de la conférence, et la publication de ses Actes : la
ville d’Antibes Juan-les-Pins, le Musée d’Archéologie d’Antibes et son directewr Eric Delaval,
UAssociation pour la Diffusion des Connaissances Archéologiques (APDCA ) et sa présidente
Carole Cheval. Nous souhaitons également remercier le CNRS, UANR (ANR-16-CE27-0008,
Projet OASIWAT), la British Foundation for the Study of Arabia (BFSA), le Centre Francais
d’Archéologie et de Sciences Sociales (CEFAS) dirigé par Michel Mouton et Abbeés Zouache,
Uunidversité Cote d’Azuy, U'Université de Nice Sophia Antipolis et la Maisons des Sciences de
UHomme et de la Société (MSHS) Sud-Est.

Nos tres vifs remerciements vont au comité scientifique composé de Damien AGUT-
LABORDERE (CNRS-ArScAn), Frank BRAEMER (CNRS-CEPAM), Laurent
BRUXELLES (INRAP-IFAS), Ricardo GONZALEZ VILLAESCUSA (UCA-CEPAM),
Joséphine LESUR (MNHN), Joy MCCORRISTON (Ohio State University), Michel
MOUTON (CNRS-IFPO) et Margareta TENGBERG (MNHN), pour son aide précieuse
lors de la sélection des résumés, pour la préparation du colloque, et pour les nombreuses relec-
tures et sollicitations qui ont permis la publication de ces actes. Nous remercions également
les relecteurs extérieurs qui ont accepté d assurer Uexpertise de ces contributions.

Nous n’oublions pas les personnes impliquées dans lorganisation, la gestion et la
logistique de ces journées, notamment Anne-Marie Gomez et son aide si précieuse et son
dynamisme, mais également les « volontairves » du CEPAM, Benjamin Audiard, Juliette
Guibert-Cardin, Joffrey Morin, Arnaud Raibaldi, Carlo Mologni, Marzia Gabriele, Arnaud



INTRODUCTION

Mazuy and Liliane Meignen, de méme le personnel de la Ville d’Antibes Juan-les-Pins qui a
assuré sur place le bon déroulement de ces rencontres.

Merci a tous les intervenants, les présidents de séance, et les participants qui ont nourris
ce colloque par leurs échanges et réflexions scientifiques.

Enfin, un grand merci a Isabelle Théry-Parisot, directrice du CEPAM, pour son soutien
tout au long de ces rencontres, Lamya Khalidi, Anne Guérin-Castell et Sophia Burnett powr
leurs relectures, Sabine Sorin pour la conception graphique, et Antoine Pasqualini, pour la
qualité de son travail, son engagement et sa patience.

Selected bibliography

AcHILLI A., RENGO C., MAGRI C., BATTAGLIA V., OLIVIERI A., ScOZZARI R., CRUCIANI
F., ZEviant M., Briem E., CAReLLI V., MORAL P., Ducoujon J. M., Roostaru U.,
LoocvavLl E. L., Kivisip T., BANDELT H. J., RicHARDS M., VILLEMS R., SANTACHIARA-
BENERECETTIA. S., SEMINO O., TorrONT A. 2004.— The molecular dissection of mtDNA
haplogroup H confirms that the Franco-Cantabrian glacial refuge was a major source
for the European gene pool. The American Journal of Human Genetics 75(5) : 910-918.

Asu EL-HAj N., 2001.— Facts on the ground : archaeological practice and territorial self-fashioning
in Israeli society. Chicago & London : University of Chicago Press, 363 p.

BaseLL L. S., 2008.— Middle Stone Age (MSA) site distributions in eastern Africa and their
relationship to Quaternary environmental change, refugia and the evolution of Homo
sapiens. Quaternary Science Reviews 27 : 2484 - 2498.

BATTESTI V., 1998.— Les relations équivoques, approches circonspectes pour une socio-écologie des
oasis sahariennes. Thése d’anthropologie sociale, Paris V: MNHN, 357 p.

BATTESTI V., 2005.— Jardins au désert. FEvolution des pratiques et savoirs oasiens. Jérid tuni-
sien. Paris: IRD Editions, 440 p.

BERESFORD-JONES D., PULLEN A. G., WHALEY O. Q,, MoAT J., CHAUCA G., CADWALLADER
L., ARCE S., ORELLANA A., ALARCON C., GORRITI M., MA1TA P. K., STURT F., DUPEYRON
A.,HuamaN O., LANEK. J., FRENCH C., 2015.— Re-evaluating the resource potential of
lomas fog oasis environments for Preceramic hunter-gatherers under past ENSO modes
on the south coast of Peru. Quaternary Science Reviews 129: 196-215.

BERTRAND G., 1968.— Paysage et géographie physique globale. Esquisse méthodologique.
Revue géographique des Pyrénées et du Sud-Ouest 39: 249-271.

BRUNET R., FERRAS R., THERY H., 1992.— Les mots de la géographie. Dictionnaire critique. Reclus
— La Documentation francaise, Paris.

CERNY V., MULLIGAN C. J., FERNANDES V., S1Lva N. M., ALsHAMALI F,, NoN A., HARICH N.,
CHERNI L., EL GAAIED A. B., AL-MEERI A., PEREIRA L., 2011.—Internal diversification of
mitochondrial haplogroup R0a reveals post-last glacial maximum demographic expan-
sions in South Arabia. Molecular Biology and Evolution 28(1) : 71-78.

CHARBONNIER J., 2017.— The Genesis of oases in Southeast Arabia: rethinking current
theories and models. In: LAVIE E., MARSHALL A. (eds.), Oases and Globalization. Ruptures
and Continuities: 53-72. Cham: Springer Geography.

CHARBONNIER J., PURDUE L., CALASTRENC C., REGAGNON E., SaGorY T., BENOIST A, 2017.—
Ancient agricultural landscapes in Southeast Arabia: Approach and first results of an

29



FROM REFUGIA TO OASES: LIVING IN ARID ENVIRONMENTS FROM PREHISTORIC TIMES TO THE PRESENT DAY

30

archaeological, geo-archaeological, and spatial study of the Masafi Palm Grove, Emirate of
Fujairah. In: AL-TIKRITIW. Y, YULEP. A. (eds.), Proceedings of Water & Life in Arabia Conference
14th - 16th December, 2014: 45-65. Abu Dhabi: Abu Dhabi Tourism and Culture Authority.

CHILDE G. V., 1929.— The most Ancient East : the oriental prelude to Evropean Prehistory. New York :
Alfred A. Knopf, 257 p.

CrassarD R., Knavipt L., 2017.— Dispersals, connectivity and indigeneity in Arabian pre-
history. In: BOIvIN N., CRASSARD R., PETRAGLIA M. (eds.), Human dispersal and species
movement - from Prehistory to the Present: 219-236. Cambridge : Cambridge University Press.

DELAGNES A., CRASSARD R., BERTRAN P., S11714 L. 2013.— Human and cultural dynamics in
southern Arabia at the end of the Middle Paleolithic. Quaternary International 300: 234-243.

DEeLsoN E., HarvaTI K., 2006.— Palaeoanthropology : return of the last Neanderthal. Nature
443(7113) : 762-763.

FAaure H., WALTER R. C., GRANT D. R,, 2002.— The coastal oasis : Ice age springs on emerged
continental shelves. Global and Planetary Change 33 : 47-56.

D1 BALDASSARRE G., VIGLIONE A., CARR G., KuIiL L., Sarinas J.L., BLoscHL G., 2013.—
Socio-hydrology: conceptualising human-flood interactions. Hydrology and Earth System
Sciences 17: 3,295-3,303.

GANDINI F., AcHILLI A., PALA M., BODNER M., BRANDINI S., HUBER G., EGYED B., FERRETTI
L., GOMEZ-CARBALLA A., SALAS A., Scozzari R., CruciaNi F., Coprra A., PARsON W.,
SEMINO O., SOARES P., TORRONI A., RicHARDS M. B., OLIVIERI A., 2016.— Mapping
human dispersals into the horn of Africa from Arabian Ice Age refugia using mitoge-
nomes. Scientific Reports 6 - 25472. DOI: 10.1038/srep2547

GARCIER R., BRAVARD ].-P., 2014.— La durabilité des oasis: apercus de géographie histo-
rique a partir du cas de I'oasis de Kharga, Egypte. In: Lavie E., MARSHALL A. (eds.),
Oasis in Globalization : Ruptures and Continuities : 29-36. Cham. : Springer Geography.

GAVASHELISHVILI A., TARKHNISHVILI D., 2016.— Biomes and human distribution during
the lastice age. Global Ecology and Biogeography 25: 563-574.

GERBAULT P., LIEBERT A., ITAN Y., POWELL A., CURRAT M., BURGER J., SwaLLow D. M.,
Tromas M. G., 2011.— Evolution of lactase persistence : an example of human niche
construction. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. Biol. Sci. 366 (1566) : 863-877.

GunDERSON L. H., HoLLING C. S. (EDS.), 2002.— Panarchy : understanding transformations in
human and natural systems. Washington D.C.: Island Press, 508 p.

Hawks J., HuNLEY K., LEE S. H., WoLPoFF M., 2000.— Population bottlenecks and
Pleistocene human evolution. Mol. Biol. Evol. 17(1) : 2-22.

HiLBerT Y. H., PARTON A., MORLEY M. W., LINNENLUCKE L. P,, JAcOBS Z., CLARK-BALZAN
L., RoBERTS R. G., GALLETTI C. S., SCHWENNINGER . L., Rosk J. I, 2015.— Terminal
Pleistocene and Early Holocene archaeology and stratigraphy of the southern Nejd,
Oman. Quaternary International 382 : 250-263.

HorrinG C.S., 2001.— Understanding the complexity of economic, ecological and social
systems. Fcosystems 4 : 390-405.

Kassan A., 1996.— Les oasis tunisiennes. Aménagement hydro-agricole et développement en zone
aride. Tunis: CERES, série géographique n°13, 345 p.



INTRODUCTION

Kassan A., 2010.—- Oasis et aménagement en zones arides. Enjeux, défis et stratégies. In:
MARLET S., MEKKI L. (eds.), Gestion des ressources naturelles et développement durable des
systemes oastis du Nefzaoua. Douz, Tunisia: Cirad, 6 p.

KENDAL J., TEHRANI ]. ]., ODLING-SMEE J., 2011.— Human niche construction in interdisci-
plinary focus. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. Biol. Sci. 366(1566) : 785-792.

Kuavor L., LEwis K., 2018.— Tracing prehistory in highland Yemen: contributions of the
Dhamar Survey Projectin light of new discoveries in Arabia. /n: ALTAWEEL M., HriTZ C.
(eds.), From sherds to landscapes : studies on the Ancient Near East in Honor of McGuire Gibson:
149-165. Chicago: Studies in Ancient Oriental Civilization, vol. XX. The Oriental
Institute of the University of Chicago Publications.

LAcosTEY., 1985.— Oasis. Encyclopaedia Universalis.

Laar M. M., FoLEY R., 1994.- Multiple dispersals and modern human origins. Evolutionary
Anthropology 3 : 48-60.

Laranp K. N., O’BrieN M. J., 2010.— Niche Construction Theory and Archaeology. Journal
of Archaeological Method and Theory 17 : 303-322.

Laranp K. N,,OpLING-SMEE F. J., FELDMAN, M. W., 2000.— Niche construction, biological
evolution and cultural change. Behav. Brain Sciences 23:131-175.

Laranp K. N., 2008.— Exploring gene-culture interactions: insights from handedness, sex-
ual selection and niche-construction case studies. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. Biol. Sci.
363(1509) : 3,577-3,589.

LAuRreANO P., 1998.— The Oasis Model: symbiosis, intensification, autopoesis. In: PEARCE
M., Tos1 M. (eds.), Papers from the EAA Third Annual Meeting at Ravenna 1997. Volume I :
Pre- and Protohistory: 71-74. Oxford : BAR International Series 717, Archaeopress.

LESUR J., HILDEBRAND E. A., ABAwWA G., GUTHERZ X., 2014.— The advent of herding in

the Horn of Africa: new data from Ethiopia, Djibouti and Somaliland. Quaternary
International 343 : 148-158.

LEVEQUE C., MUXART T., ABBADIE L., WEIL A., VAN DER LEEUW S., 2003.— L’anthroposysté¢me:
entité structurelle et fonctionnelle des interactions sociétés-milieux. /n: LEVEQUE C.,
vAN DER LEEUW S. (eds.), Quelles natures voulons-nous ?:110-129. Paris: Elsevier.

MAGEE P, 2014.— The archaeology of prehistoric Arabia. Adaptation and social formation from the
Neolithic to the Iron Age. New York : Cambridge University Press, 309 p.

MARSHALL A., LAVIE E., 2017.— Introduction. In: LAVIE E., MARSHALL A. (eds.), Oases and
Globalization. Ruptures and Continuities: ix-xv. Cham: Springer Geography.

Para M., OL1VIERI A., ACHILLI A., ACCETTURO M., METsPALU E., REipLA M., TamM E.,
KarMIN M., REISBERG T., KaAsHANI B. H., PEREGO U. A., CAROSSA V., GANDINI F.,
PEREIRA |. B., SOARES P., ANGERHOFER N., RYCHKOV S., AL-ZAHERY N., CARELLI V.,
SaNATI M. H., HousHMAND M., HATINA J., MACAULAY V., PEREIRA L., WoODWARD S. R.,
DAviEs W., GAMBLE C., BAIRD D., SEMINO O., VILLEMS R., TORRONT A. , RIcHARDS M. B.,
2012.—Mitochondrial DNA signals of Late Glacial recolonization of Europe from Near
Eastern refugia. The American Journal of Human Genetics 90: 915-924.

PANDE S., SIVAPALAN M., 2017.— Progress in socio-hydrology: a meta-analysis of challenges
and opportunities. WIREs Water4: €1193. Doi: 10.1002/wat2.1193.

31



32

FROM REFUGIA TO OASES: LIVING IN ARID ENVIRONMENTS FROM PREHISTORIC TIMES TO THE PRESENT DAY

PARKER A. G., RosE J. I. ,2008.— Climate change and human origins in southern Arabia.
Proceedings of the Seminar for Arabian Studies 38: 25-42.

PrESTON G. W., PARKER A. G., WALKINGTON H., LENG M. J., HopsoN M. J., 2012.— From
nomadic herder-hunters to sedentary farmers: the relationship between climate change
and ancient subsistence strategies in South-eastern Arabia. Journal of Arid Environments
86:122-130.

PoweRr T., SHEEHAN P., 2012.— The origin and development of the oasis landscape of al-‘Ain
(UAE). Proceedings of the Seminar for Arabian Studies 42 : 291-308.

REDMAN C., 2005.- Resilience theory in archaeology. American Anthropologist107 (1) : 70-77.

RepmaN C., KinziG A.P., 2003.— Resilience of past landscapes: resilience theory, society, and
the longue durée. Conservation Ecology7(1): 14 pp.

Rrou C., 1990.—- Bioclimatologie des oasis. In: DOLLE V., TOUTAIN G. (eds.), Les systemes
agricoles oasiens: 207-220. Montpellier: CIHEAM, Options Méditerranéennes: Série A,
Séminaires Méditerranéens 11.

Rose]. L, CERNY V., Bayoumr R. 2013.— Tabula rasa or refugia? Using genetic data to assess
the peopling of Arabia. Arabian archaeology and epigraphy 24: 95-101.

Saip E.W., 1978.— Orientalism. London: Routledge & Kegan, 368 p.

SKOURI M., 1990.— Eléments de synthese et conclusions. In: DOLLE V. TOUTAIN G. (eds.), Les
Systemes Agricoles Oasiens: 331-335. Montpellier : CIHEAM, Options Méditerranéennes:
Série A, Séminaires Méditerranéens 11.

SERENO P., GARCEA E. A, A, Joussk H., StojaNowskr C. M., SALIEGE ] .-F., MAaGA A, IDE, O.
A., KNUDSON K. J., MERCURI A. M., STAFFORD JR. T. W., KAYE T. G., GIRAUDI C., N’SIALA
I. M., Cocca E.,MooTts H. M., DUTHEIL D. B., STIVERS J. P., 2008.— Lakeside cemeteries
in the Sahara: 5,000 years of Holocene population and environmental change. PLoS
One3(8):1-22.

SIVAPALAN M., SAVENTJE H., BLOESCHL G., 2012.— Sociohydrology : A new science of people
and water. Hydrological Processes 26 (8) : 1,270-1,276

STEWART J. R., DALEN L., 2008.—Is the glacial refugium concept relevant for northern spe-
cies? A comment on Pruett and Winker 2005. Climatic Change 86: 19-22.

TouTAIN G., DOLLE V., FERRY M., 1990.— Situation des systémes oasiens en régions chaudes.
In: DoLLE V. ToUuTAIN G. (eds.), Les Systémes Agricoles Oasiens: 7-18. Montpellier:
CIHEAM, Options Méditerranéennes: Série A, Séminaires Méditerranéens 11.

VEYRAC-BEN AHMED B., ABDEDAYEM S., 2017.— Oases in Southern Tunisia: the end or the
renewal of a clever human invention? In: LaviE E., MARSHALL A. (eds.), Oases and
Globalization. Ruptures and Continuities: 3-16. Cham : Springer Geography.

WiLkinsoN T. ., 2009.— Environment and long-term population trends in Southwest
Arabia. In: PETRAGLIA M.D., RoOSE J.I. (eds.), The Evolution of human populations in
Arabia: paleoenvironments, prehistory and genetics: 51-66. Dordrecht: Springer Science.





