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N3 MECTOHAXOXXJIEHUSI MYXKAM 11
(CEBEPO-BOCTOYHBI KABKA3)
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AnHoTanus. OnucaHbl OCTaTKM YEepernoB KPYMHBIX MCOBBIX U3 MecToHaxoxAeHus Myxkaii II, pacnono-
skeHHoro Ha CeBepo-Boctounom Kakasze. Bo3pacT mMecToHaxox[IeHUs ONpeAereH paHHUM ILIEHCTOLIEHOM
(2,1-2,0 mutn siet). Myxxkaii I BbiensieTcst cpey qpyrux paHHEIIeHCTOIIEHOBBIX MECTOHaXoxk qeHni Poccun
OOJIBIINM KOJIMYECTBOM OCTATKOB XMIIHBIX MJIEKOMHUTAIOMINX, OOJIbIIAst YaCTh KOTOPBIX NIPUHA JIEKANA KPYTI-
HBIM 11COBBIM. OnMCcaHHBIN B JaHHON paboTe MaTepuall IpeICTaBIeH TPEeMs TTOJHBIMH YepenaMu. [1ockoabKy
KOCTH HaXOSATCS B TUIOTHOM JIOJIOMUTOBOM «4€XJIe», JUIs UX M3y4YEeHUs ObLI MCIIOIb30BaH METOJ] PEHTI€HOB-
cKoif ToMmorpaduu. [IpuMeHeHne moJoOHON METOUKH ITO3BOJISIET MPOBECTH Hepa3pylIaloliee UCCIIe0BaHue
MaTepHaa Aaxe NpH II0Xoi coxpaHHOCTU. CpaBHUTENBHBIN U CTAaTUCTUYECKUN aHAIN3 TI0Ka3aJl, YTO OCTATKU
nipuHayiexar Buxy Canis etruscus Forsyth Major, 1877 Ha 0oCHOBaHUM 11€JI0TO psijia XapaKTEPHBIX IPH3HAKOB!
crpoenus M1 (nmapaxkoH Ooiee pa3BUT, YeM METAKOH, U OT/ENIEH OT MOCIEIHEro0 00po3/10i, TabnuanbHas BIia-
JIHA OOJIbIIIE JIMHTBAILHOM, XOTSI OHH M UMEIOT OINHAKOBYIO TITyOHHY); IPUCYTCTBHS AUACTEM MEX/Y BCEMHU
BEPXHUMHU IpeMoJsipaMy; Manoil miomanu koutakta M1 u M2; anuHbI TULIIEBOTO OTAENa, KOTopas MpeBoc-
XOJUT JUIMHY MO3TOBOTO OT/eNa. DTPYCCKUN BOJIK SIBJISUICS CaMbIM MHOTOYHCJIEHHBIM KPYITHBIM XUIITHUKOM B
coobiectse miekonuratomux Myxkas 1. Bormbiioe konndectBo octatkoB Canis etruscus, a TaKKe JIOIIA K
Equus stenonis (oburareneil OTKPBITHIX IPOCTPAHCTB) MO3BOJISIET C/IENATh BBIBOJ O HAIMYUHU CABAHHOIIO00-
Horo nanamadra Ha reppuropun CeBepo-Bocrounoro KaBkasa B pannem ruieiicroriene. Myxxkaii 11 Ha ceron-
HSIIIHHUN JIeHb — camasi BOCTOYHAsI TOUKa apealia TPYCCKOTO BOJIKA M OJJHO U3 Hanbosiee paHHUX MECTOHAXOXK-
JICHUI1 9TOTO BU/Ia, MIOKa3bIBAIOIIEE TIEPBhIE TAIlbl NOsBICHNUS TpecTaBuTenel poga Canis Linnaeus, 1758 B
Espore.

KuioueBble ciioBa: panHuii miekctoueH, CeBepo-Boctounbiit KaBkas, kpaHualbHbIE OCTATKH, PEHTT€HOB-
cKkasi ToMorpadusi, XUIIHbIC, TICOBBIe, Canis etruscus.

NEW FINDINGS OF CRANIAL REMAINS OF LARGE EARLY PLEISTOCENE CANIDS
(CANIDAE) FROM THE MUHKAI II LOCALITY (NORTHEASTERN CAUCASUS)

N.A. Lyubimov!, P.V. Guryeva?, E.S. Kovalenko?, K.M. Podurets?, M.V. Sablin’

Abstract. The cranial remains of large canids from the Muhkai II locality in the northeastern Caucasus
have been described. The age of these findings was determined to be from the Early Pleistocene, approximately
2.1 to 2.0 Mya. Mubhkai II stands out from other Early Pleistocene sites in Russia due to the large number of
predatory mammal remains, most of which belong to large canids. The material described in this paper consists
of three complete skulls. Due to the fact that the bones are embedded in dense dolomite, X-ray tomography
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was used to examine them. This technique allows for non-destructive examination of material, even if it is
poorly preserved. Comparative and statistical analyses have shown that the remains belong to the species
Canis etruscus Forsyth Major, 1877, based on a number of characteristic features, namely the M1 structure (the
paracone is more developed than the metacone and is separated from the latter by a furrow, the labial cavity
is larger than the lingual one, although they have the same depth); there are diastemas between all the upper
premolars; the small contact area M1 and M2; the length of the facial region exceeds the length of the cerebral
region. Canis etruscus was the most widespread large predator in the Muhkai 2 faunal complex. The large
number of Canis etruscus remains, as well as those of horse Equus stenonis, indicate that the location existed
in a savanna-like landscape in the Early Pleistocene. In addition, Muhkai II is located at the farthest eastern
point of the Etruscan wolf range, and it is one of the earliest findings of this species. This discovery shows the
first stages of the emergence of the genus Canis Linnaeus, 1758 in Europe.

Keywords: Early Pleistocene, northeastern Caucasus, cranial remains, X-Ray tomography, carnivore,
canid, Canis etruscus.
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