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The study addresses the issue of the role played by
swine (domestic pig and wild boar) in the food
economy of prehistoric communities from Romania.
Multiple Correspondence Analyses is used to analyse
the relations between different categories of variables:
historical culture and regions (Moldavia, Muntenia,
Oltenia, Dobrudja, Banat, Transylvania) (Figure 1),
while at the same time emphasizing the synchronic
and diachronic differences. The separation between
domestic and wild forms is difficult due to their

The analysis of the domestic pig remains frequency shows that at the beginning of the Neolithic their share is very small
(under 5%), indicating that these communities had a high mobility due to the necessity of providing food for cattle, sheep,
goat. Domestic pig frequency begins to increase (till 20-25% of the assemblage) towards end of the Neolithic, suggesting a
more sedentary life of the communities from this period (Gumelnita and Salcuta Cultures) (Figure 2). Data for the samples
belonging to the Early Neolithic (Starcevo Cris Culture) are rather sparse.

In the Neolithic samples, domestic mammals have a more significant share compared to the wild mammals. The share of
pig remains does not exceed that of cattle, sheep and goat.

In the Neolithic samples domestic mammals have a more significant share compared to the wild mammals.
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