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Simple Summary: Seascapes were the last environments to be discovered and mastered in the
history of humankind. The adaptation to such environments therefore required the development
of techniques considered as part of a set of distinctive innovations encapsulated in the concept of
“modern behaviour”. This paper highlights the repeated catch and exploitation of toxic fish (e.g.,
Diodontidae, also known as porcupinefish in the Philippines, starting in the terminal Pleistocene ca.
13,000 years ago. The Bubog and Bilat archaeological sites yielded both cranial bones and dermal
spines demonstrating that no preparation of the fish occurred immediately after the catch but rather
that the fish were brought back to the camps. If not used for poison, these fishes would at least
document the advanced knowledge to separate the toxic principle from the edible parts, which also
implies a multi-stage cognitive process. Such knowledge was certainly one of the first steps toward
the use of poison, meaning separating the edible parts from the toxic ones and keeping the latter for
further use.

Abstract: Representatives of the Diodontidae family (porcupinefish) are known to have been fished
by prehistoric Indo-Pacific populations; however, the antiquity of the use of this family is thus far
unknown. We report here on the presence of Diodontidae in the archaeological sites of Bubog I,
II, and Bilat in Mindoro, Philippines, dating back to c. 13,000 BP (Before Present). This evidence
demonstrates the early exploitation by islanders of poisonous fish. Every part of porcupinefish can
be toxic, but the toxicity is mostly concentrated in some organs, while other parts are edible. The
continuous presence of Diodontidae remains throughout the stratigraphic record of these Philippines
shell middens suggests that porcupinefish were prepared by human inhabitants of the sites to render
them safe for consumption, indicating an advanced cultural knowledge of the preparation needed to
separate the toxic principle from the edible parts. This constitutes one of the rare examples of poison
processing by humans, aside from the contentious wooden stick poison applicator from Border Cave
(South Africa).
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1. Introduction

The use of poison is culturally shared by all historically known hunter-gatherer
groups [1,2], suggesting either that this behavior was a convergence acquired indepen-
dently by the different groups, or that it is a cultural trait deeply rooted in time, with
origins predating at least the later out-of-Africa dispersal by Homo sapiens [3]. The use of
poison represents a major step in the evolution of cognitive skills, as it relies on advanced
multi-stage processes in terms of techniques [1,4-6] and on the concept of deceit in terms
of subsistence strategies and cultural adaptation to the environment [1].

Seascapes were the last environments to be discovered and mastered in the history
of humankind [7]. The adaptation to coastal environments and the exploitation of aquatic
resources forced humans to face never-before-encountered ichthyosarcotoxism amongst
other challenges. The site of Madjedbebe on the Sahul Shelf, dated to c. 65,000 years
BP, currently provides the earliest worldwide evidence for deliberate seafaring by our
species [8,9]. Seafaring and intensive maritime use required the development of knowledge
and technology considered an essential part of a new set of innovations distinctive of
a “modern behavior” [10-12]. This theory of modern behavior, defining the why and
the when of the emergence of modernity, was based on a series of traits, also sometimes
glossed as a “package” of cultural innovations [5,13,14]. These new cognitive capacities
were particularly useful, enabling adaptation to new environments often considered as
impoverished or difficult to utilize, such as tropical rainforest [15] and coastal insular
environments with sparse terrestrial fauna that require high-level or specialized technology
to effectively exploit, such as composite hunting weapons and fishing gear [10,12,16-18].

Within this package of cultural innovation developed by H. sapiens, d’Errico and coau-
thors [5] reported a fragmented wooden stick from Border Cave, South Africa, which they
interpreted, based on residue analysis, to be an applicator of poisonous ricin extracted from
castor beans. This Later Stone Age tool, deriving from a layer dated to 24,000 BP, constitutes
the earliest evidence for the use of poison by humans. However, the interpretation of
the function of this artifact, as well as the toxicity of the ricin, have been challenged by
Evans [6]. Regardless of whether or not it was used for the application of poison, this tool
at least documents an advanced knowledge of the preparation required to separate the
toxic principle from the edible parts of the castor beans [19], which still demonstrates a
multi-stage cognitive process never before reported. This highly advanced knowledge of
poisons would have been acquired by steps, initially through the identification of the toxic
part of a plant or animal.

Here, we report on a similar behavior: the repeated exploitation of toxic fish in the
rockshelters of Bubog I and Bubog II, and in Bilat Cave, southern Occidental Mindoro,
Philippines [20] (Figure 1), whose occupation deposits date from the terminal Pleistocene
to the early/mid-Holocene and modern era (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. (a) Taxa diversity surrounding the Philippine islands (transformed data from fishbase.org,
accessed on 1 May 2023) and location of Mindoro and Ilin islands where the archaeological sites are
situated. (b) Aerial view of Ilin Island and Ilin Strait and location of the three archaeological sites.
Bubog II is located about 300 m north of Bubog I; Ilin Island is currently less than 1 km off the west
coast of Mindoro and Bilat Cave is situated approximately 8 km north of the Bubog sites.


fishbase.org

Animals 2023, 13,2113 40f19
a (o Bubog | b Bubog Il
South wall fem] Trench 2
250 - 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 (NISP) East wall 0 2 4 6 8 10 (NISP)
| et ‘ ‘ T L 1

c. 4200-4000 cal. BP

c¢. 5900-5500 cal. BP

c. 7400-7000 cal. BP

c. 33,000-28,000 cal. BP | -

100 —

150 - Layer|

. (MNI = 1)
3
B (MNI = 1)

77222720

Pre-colonial
era/
Neolithic

(MNI = 1)

‘ (MNI = 1)

A ‘ (MNI = 1)
(MNI = 1)

100—

A ‘ (MNI = 1)

c. 48004600 cal. BP

(MNI = 1)
(MNI = 1)

¢. 5900-5700 cal. BP

50
¢. 9500-9300 cal. BP

100 ¢ _
[em asmi] Bilat Cave
Northwest wall
: . ’ ¢ ° 12 (NISP)
] T T ‘ : :
250— (MNI = 1)
c. 8200-8000 cal. BP |
(MNI = 1)
1 _A (MNI = 1)
< 2 (MNI = 1) '

o ﬁ Number of burnt specimens

I e

Limestone rocks

% N
\/\>\>\X >\
S N
150 DD DN

Shells

c. 13800-13600 cal. BP \\K
IS
)

40

Figure 2. Stratigraphic profiles and Diodontidae Number of Identified Specimens (NISP) and Min-
imum Number of Individual (MNI) per layer at (a) Bubog I, (b) Bubog II, and (c) Bilat Cave and
corresponding Number Identified Specimens (NISP) of Diodontidae for every layer. The hatchings
represent the number of burnt specimens for each layer. Radiocarbon dates cited were calibrated
with OxCal 4.4 (using the most recent calibration curves of IntCal20 (file version intcal20.14c) for
dating charcoal, and Marine 20 (file version marine20.14c) for dating marine shells and reported as
modeled data at 95.4% confidence intervals) [21-23]. Dates published before 2020 were corrected
accordingly where necessary.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Sites

Bubog I is a rock shelter on the eastern coast of Ilin Island at c. 30 m AMSL (Figure 1).
It has produced a human-derived stratified shell midden dating from c. 35,000 to 4000 cal.
BP, beneath which are terrestrial silty deposits with some cultural remains that currently
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remain undated [24-26] (Figure 2). Fish remains belonging to 19 families were found
throughout all layers (NISP = 1445) [25,27,28]. The Late Pleistocene occupants of Bubog I
successfully exploited a large range of inshore marine resources, as well as inland resources,
with a notable shift from mangrove swamps to open reef from Layer 8, dating to around
7500 years ago [24,25,27]. Among the larger terrestrial taxa recovered were wild native pig,
Sus oliveri, two endemic deer species, Rusa marianna and Cervus alfredi, and the tamaraw, the
endemic dwarf Mindoro buffalo Bubalus mindorensis [20,25,27], all currently absent on Ilin
Island, but the vast majority of the mammalian remains recovered belong to the recently
extinct endemic giant cloud rat Crateromys paulus [29]. The two lowermost layers contained
sparse mollusk assemblages, unlike the higher stratigraphic units. Layers 9 and 8 were rich
in mangrove shells such as Terebralia sulcata, as well as the mud crabs Cardisoma carnifex and
Scylla serrata [25,30]. In the upper layers, beginning with Layer 7, marine intertidal shells
such as Nerita undata are abundant. Evidence for the use of marine shells as raw material
for tool making dates to as early as 33—-28,000 cal. BP with several flaked Geloina coaxans
valves and one Tridacna shell edge-ground adze blade that was directly dated to 7347-7016
cal. BP [20,24,31]. A few small fragments of flaked obsidian were also recovered from the
base of the shell midden and the immediate underlying layer, evidencing early inter-island
networking dating back to c. 33,000 BP [26,32].

Bubog Il is a rock shelter located about 300 m north of Bubog I at a slightly higher
elevation of 45 m AMSL (Figure 1). Like Bubog I, it is close to the shore, from which both
sites can currently be reached by a 10 min walk. The site is comprised of a shell midden
showing a similar structure to its neighbor, although less extensive, with a stratigraphic
profile of 14 distinct layers in the eastern Trench 2, spanning from c. 9500 cal. BP to 16th—
17th century AD (Figure 2). The earliest date thus far obtained for Bubog Il is 11,061-10,522
cal. BP on associated charcoal, retrieved from Trench 3 in the center of the habitation floor.
The faunal and lithic assemblages, although less substantial, are similar to Bubog I [26].
Fish remains belonging to 19 families were found throughout all layers (NISP = 1382) [28].
An unfinished Tridacna preform retrieved from Trench 3 was dated to 8971-8600 cal. BP on
associated charcoal [26].

The third site, Bilat, is a cave at a maximum elevation of just 3 m AMSL, located in
Santa Teresa on the southern coast of the main island of Mindoro (Figure 1). It has three
openings, one facing the land side, the other two the narrow Ilin Strait and Ilin Island. Ilin
Island is currently less than 1 km off the west coast of Mindoro and Bilat Cave is situated
approximately 8 km north of the Bubog sites which are visible from there. Being located
close to current sea level, Bilat Cave was probably flooded during the Holocene climatic
optimum around c. 6000 BP when the sea level was c. 3-5 m higher than at present [33,34].
A large shell midden covered the surface of the entrance area, and two excavation trenches,
including a shell-sampling square, were opened here. A total of four layers were identified
with a radiocarbon chronology ranging from 20,830-20,310 cal. BP in the main trench, to
13,790-13,596 cal. BP until present day (287-3 cal. BP) within the shell midden where
most of the fish remains were recovered (Figure 2). Parts of the cave are still used by
modern fishers for storage, and two of the cave’s three entrances open directly onto the Ilin
Strait [20,26]. The excavation produced fragmented remains from terrestrial and marine
vertebrates and some lithic artifacts. Fish remains belonging to 15 families were found
throughout all layers (NISP = 678) [28]. Pawlik and Piper [26] also reported the finding of
an edge-ground Tridacna shell adze dated to 7291-6981 cal. BP, which is similar in form
and age to the one found in Bubog I [31]. The similarities between these artifacts suggest a
relationship to the Bubog sites across the Ilin Strait and the widespread use of this particular
type of tool technology during the early to mid-Holocene [26,35].

All three sites yielded quite diversified fish remains with no less than 19 families re-
ported at Bubog I and Bubog II and 14 at Bilat Cave [28]. Most of the specimens were prob-
ably taken along the shore within the coral reef zone in different kinds of substrates (from
rocky to sandy areas) or in the mangrove swamps, using line fishing and nets/traps [25].
The recorded fish taxa ranged from Carcharhinidae (requiem shark) to Scaridae (parrot-
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fish) and Balistidae (triggerfish), to name just a few, but notably also included the toxic
Diodontidae (porcupinefish), which we discuss here.

2.2. Taxonomy

The Tetraodontoidei suborder (Diodontidae and Tetraodontidae) and, more generally,
Tetraodontiformes are highly derived teleosts (bony fishes) with extremely modified skin
appendages and exhibit morphological diversification both in terms of their craniofacial
and dermal skeletons [36]. As a defense mechanism, their spines erect, and their body
inflates and eventually swells like a balloon because of their ability to ingest water or air
into gas bladders, their absence of ribs, and the extreme elasticity of their ventral and lateral
skin [37,38].

Currently seven species of Diodontidae are known along the Philippine coasts. Two
of them belong to the genus Cyclichthys (C. orbicularis, C. spilostylus), one to the genus
Chilomycterus (C. reticulatus), and four to the genus Diodon (D. eydouxii, D. holocanthus, D.
hystrix, D. liturosus) (Figure 2), while the family Tetraodontidae is far more diversified with
9 genera and 34 species found in the area [39].

2.3. Ecology of Tetraodontoidei Fishes

Diodontidae, commonly referred to as porcupinefish, as well as its close relative
Tetraodontidae (pufferfish) are distributed worldwide, although they are most common
in Asia [39,40] (Figure 3). They have a wide diversity of diets, from invertivorous to
herbivorous, omnivorous, and even carnivorous [38], and inhabit marine environments
from pelagic to coastal areas but can also be found in fresh waters [39,41]. However, most
of the members of this fish suborder favor shallow sandy bottoms and reefal areas [42].

71 genus
[ 2 genera
B 3 genera

Figure 3. Worldwide richness distribution (isometric 1 x 1 degree squares) of Diodontidae in Spilhaus
projection (transformed data from fishbase.org, accessed on 1 May 2023).
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2.4. Zooarchaeology

Representatives of the Diodontidae present some osteological characteristics that
make their identification straightforward in archaeological records [43-45]. To begin with,
their body is covered with numerous dermal spines (200 to 500 spines per individual
depending on the species and specimen) that are easily observable to the naked eye [43].
Tetraodontidae’s dermal spines, being smaller and sometimes even microscopic, are not
recorded in the archaeological record. Diodontidae and, more particularly, Diodon sp.
dermal spines usually have a characteristic oval cross-section and two movable roots [43,46]
(Figure 4). While easily identified, this element can cause issues in overestimation and is
by no means suitable for estimating the minimum number of individuals (MNI) [47-50].
Diodontidae’s jawbones are also easily identifiable as both dentary and articular, and
premaxilla and maxilla are fused [51] (Figures 4 and 5).

a
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1- Erectile dermal spines
b 2- Fused premaxilla and dentary

Figure 4. (a) D. holocanthus (longspined porcupinefish) (max. TL = 50.0 cm) with (b) dermal spines
of Diodon sp., c. skeleton of D. holocanthus after Carpenter and Niem [46] and Tyler [51]. Source (b):
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. Reproduced with permission.

In the present study, the Diodontidae remains come from the excavated sediments
of the three sites that were sieved through a 2 mm mesh screen and bagged for flotation
at the beach, then sieved again with a 0.5 mm mesh. All fish remains were sorted from
the assemblage [24]. The Diodontidae specimens have then been identified utilizing the
osteoichthyological reference collection of the Muséum national d’histoire naturelle in Paris
(UMR 7209 “Archéozoologie et Archéobotanique—Sociétés, Pratiques et Environnements”) in
which three representatives of the Diodontidae family, (Diodon holocanthus (No. 00141),
Diodon hystrix (No. 00211), and Cyclichthys orbicularis (No. 00224), are housed. For each site,
the number of identified specimens (NISP), as well as the minimum number of individuals
(MNI) and the minimum number of elements (MNE), have been calculated. The MNI has
been calculated using the occurrence of jaw bones (premaxilla and dentary), or dermal
spines, when jaw bones were absent, the presence of one dermal spine or more counting for
only one individual. The external surfaces of the remains were assessed for the presence
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of anthropogenic bone modifications (e.g., cut marks) using a hand lens (x10). Black, grey,
and brown burning coloration [52,53] were identified from their homogeneous shapes with
gradual and often partial coloration as a result of localized heating points (as opposed
to dendritic-shaped manganese stains). Upon completion of the project and subsequent
analyses, all materials will be returned to the National Museum of the Philippines as the
country’s repository for cultural property.

b

e

Figure 5. Diodon hystrix (a) premaxilla, Bubog II, Layer 5; (b) dentary, Bubog I, Layer 1; (c) dentary,
Bilat Cave, Layer 2; (d) dentary, Bubog II, Layer 7; (e) premaxilla, Bilat Cave, Layer 2; (f) premaxilla,
Bubog I, Layer 5.

3. Results

In total, we counted 193 Diodontidae remains from the three sites in Occidental
Mindoro.

3.1. Bubog I

Among the 19 families and the 1445 fish remains identified at Bubog I, the Diodontidae
are dominant in terms of number of identified specimens (NISP = 148) [28]. They have
been identified from Layer 8 to 1 (c. 7400 cal. BP until after 4000 cal. BP) with two peaks, in
Layer 6 (NISP = 68) and 5 (NISP = 41); the MNI is 7 (Figure 2). Most were dermal spines
(MNE = 137) (Figure 6). A dentary was identified in Layer 1, as well as one premaxilla and
an unidentified jaw fragment in Layer 5 (5628-5309 cal. BP), all belonging to the species D.
hystrix (spot-fin porcupinefish) (Figure 5). Burning marks were present on 130 of the bones
(Figures 5 and 6) representing 12.52% of the burnt remains found at the site (NISP = 1038)
(Supplementary Table S1).
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Figure 6. Diodontidae dermal spines, (a) Bubog I, Layer 2; (b) Bubog I, Layer 5; (c) Bubog II, Layer
4; (d) Bubog II, Layer 5; (e) Bubog II, Layer 8; (f—j) Bubog I, charred dermal spines, Layer 5; (k—-p)
Bubog I, charred dermal spines, Layer 6.

3.2. Bubog II

We recovered 30 Diodontidae remains at Bubog II, from Layers 9 to 2 (early Holocene
to pre-Spanish era), among the 19 fish families and 1382 remains identified at the site. They
are the third dominant taxon at the site, after the Scaridae (parrotfishes) and the Balistidae
(triggerfishes) [28]. A total of 28 Diodontidae dermal spines, as well as two jaw fragments
(a dentary and a premaxilla) of D. hystrix, were recovered from Trench 2 associated with
a date of 5927-5747 cal. BP, where the NISP is the highest (NISP = 8), and from Layer 5
in Trench 3, dated to 4868—4653 cal. BP (Figures 5 and 6). The MNI is 8 (Figure 2). Four
bones (13.3%) exhibited burning marks, which is proportionally in agreement with the
13.46% of the whole 1382-bone assemblage of the site that exhibits burning coloration [28]
(Figures 5 and 6; Supplementary Table S2).

3.3. Bilat Cave

At Bilat Cave, 15 fragments of Diodontidae were recovered from Layers 4 to 1 (c. 13,000
BP to present) among the 678 fish remains and 14 families identified. They are the second
dominant taxon at the site, after the Scaridae (parrotfishes) [28]. The MNI is 4 (Figure 2;
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Supplementary Table S3). Most of the Diodontidae remains are dermal spines (MNE = 12).
A dentary and a premaxilla belonging to the species D. hystrix have been identified in Layer
2 and a Diodontidae dentary in Layer 3 (Figure 4). Diodontidae is the second most dominant
taxa, after the Scaridae (parrotfish), at the site [28]. Eleven of the identified fragments (73%)
have been partially or totally burnt, conforming to 80.68% of fish specimens recovered at
Bilat Cave that presented burning marks [28] (Figure 2; Supplementary Table S3).

4. Discussion

The investigated Ilin Strait sites are mainly composed of marine taxa [24,25,28,30].
Fish, and particularly porcupinefish, were exploited throughout all cultural layers, from
the end of the Pleistocene through to the beginning of the Spanish colonial era. They are
predominant at Bubog I (NISP = 148), notably in Layers 6 (NISP = 68) and 5 (NISP = 41),
dated to the mid-Holocene. At Bubog II (NISP = 30), Layers 8 to 5, dated to around the
same period, yielded most of the remains (NISP = 21). At Bilat Cave (NISP = 15), located on
the coast of Mindoro where environmental settings were and are slightly different from the
two other sites, most of the remains were associated to Layer 2, dated to the early Holocene,
while only two remains were recovered from Layer 1. While, as previously discussed, the
NISP can cause overestimation issues, the low MNI of Diodontidae has the contrary effect.
It is not representative of the actual number of individuals that were brought back to the
sites, as most of the remains identified were dermal spines—furthermore, different sizes
of spines were observed during the identification process, meaning that there are more
individuals per layer than are reflected in the MNI (Figure 2).

The context of the finds, the broken shells, and the burning marks on several bones
are evidence for the human derivation of these accumulations. No marks such as, for
instance, digestive or gnawing marks, of any other biotic agent have been identified.
No anthropogenic cut marks were identified on any of the Diodontidae remains, but
experiments have shown that cut marks preserve poorly on fish bones once buried [54]. All
the remains were fragmented, which added to the difficulty of identifying them to genus
or species level. The recovery of a polished bone fishing gorge used as bait and modified
pebbles used as net sinkers at Bubog I are additional evidence for the anthropogenic
accumulation of the midden and fish bones and are further indications of the use of a variety
of fishing techniques [25]. Yet, one cannot discard the possibility that the porcupinefish
might have been gleaned along the shore when floating while inflated, therefore requiring
no specialist technique or equipment for their capture [47,55]. We observed such a catch
by the present-day inhabitants of Ilin Island, and a similar behavior has been reported
to us from Samar Island, on the east coast of the Philippines (J. Magloyuan, personal
communication, 6 December 2022).

Bubog I and Bubog II are today located at about 30 m and 45 m, respectively, above
msl and ¢.180 m in a straight-line distance from the coast (Figure 1). The porcupinefish
were, therefore, brought back to cave campsites along a partially steep trail, rather than
being discarded immediately back into the sea, which would be the expected scenario if
they were not of any interest to the fishers. Whether the Diodontidae were carried to the
sites incidentally, within a net along with other fish intended for consumption, is uncertain.
In such a case, the toxic porcupinefish could have been discarded at the camp only when
the content of the net was checked. However, based on the study of Brainerd [37] on the
comparative stomach volumes of a D. holocanthus at rest and when water-inflated, one
can estimate that a water-inflated D. holocanthus, which ranges between 40 to 90 cm long,
would weigh between 900 g and 2.2 kg, which would represent a certain energy cost in
its transport from the shore up to the Bubog rock shelters. This extra carrying cost seems
unnecessary if the fish were simply discarded after returning to the camp. No data at hand
allows us to make a similar estimate for an inflated D. hystrix, but the weight would have
probably been proportionally about the same. At rest, D. hystrix can weigh up to 2.8 kg [39],
which would become quite heavy when inflated. Furthermore, the proportion of burnt
Diodontidae remains—145 spines of Diodontidae were totally or partially burnt—at each
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site is similar to the proportion of burnt specimens observed for the other fish bones, which
indicates these fish were not processed to remove the toxins at the shoreline but rather were
transported whole back to the sites. We also believe that the Diodontidae may have been
brought to the camp separately from the other fish catch since, if collected and transported
as a mixed catch and then discarded, there would have been a high risk of spoiling the
rest of the catch they were transported with, as the skin of the Diodontidae can secrete the
toxin (Table 1). This effort to bring poisonous fishes from the shore to the rock shelters was
observed in almost every cultural layer of the three Ilin Strait sites. The clear anthropogenic
origin of all the fish remains recovered, the continuous presence of Diodontidae in the
cultural layers, the effort that carrying these specimens from the shore to the sites would
have required, and the repeated burning of the spines, leaves little doubt that Diodontidae
were intentionally caught and returned to the shelters.

Table 1. Edibility and toxicity of Japanese porcupine and pufferfish organs after Mastuura [43],
Noguchi and Arakawa [56], and Khora [57]. For Khora [57], only the highest concentration of toxin
have been taken into account. Taxa in bold letters: species present on the Philippines coasts after
Froese and Pauly [39]. In light grey: edible parts; in dark grey: nonedible parts; in white: no data
available. : <10 MU/ g tissue; o: 10-100 MU/ g tissue; @: 100-1000 MU/ g tissue; %: > 1000 MU /g
tissue; -: no data available. 1 MU = the amount of TTX that kills a male mouse of 20 g in 30 min after
intraperitoneal administration (about 0.2 pg of TTX).
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Most marine and freshwater Diodontidae and Tetraodontidae (pufferfish) are
toxic [38,43,58-60]. This toxicity is primarily caused by tetrodotoxin (TTX) or to a lesser ex-
tent by saxitoxin (STX) or other analogs such as anhydrotetrodotoxin [56,61]. In freshwater
pulffers, this toxin is partly synthesized [62], while it mostly results in porcupinefish from
the accumulation of TTX-producing bacteria—either through the food chain or parasitism—
present in the environment to which porcupinefish, puffers, and some other marine animals
are tolerant [56]. It usually results from the fact that the liver first uptakes TTX, which is
then accumulated in other organs or muscles [61] (Table 1). Some species of porcupinefish
that have been previously documented as nontoxic can still accumulate large amounts of
TTX. For instance, while D. hystrix has an acceptable level of toxicity in Okinawa, Japan [57]
(Table 1) and is considered a delicacy [40], its consumption has become taboo in Fiji where
numerous cases of food poisoning have been recorded over time, notably for women during
pregnancy or breastfeeding [63,64]. Although the concentration of the toxin in the different
parts of the fish has been proven to vary during the year in most species [43,57,59,65-67],
there is no such thing as a “safe season’ for their consumption [68]. The presence of TTX in
porcupine and pufferfish primarily depends on the presence of TTX-producing bacteria.
Twenty-five bacteria genera have been reported to produce TTX with Vibrio, Aeromonas, and
Bacillus the most common [69]. These bacteria are all ubiquitous and present worldwide [70].
V. alginolyticus has been identified as the main TTX producer [69]. In the Philippines, this
bacterium, which causes vibriosis in fish, has been documented at several locations [71-74],
evidencing that TTX- and STX-producing bacteria are present in the seas surrounding the
archipelago. Additionally, the local fishers in Occidental Mindoro say that “butbutan”
(Diodontidae) and “butiti” (Tetraodontidae) are poisonous. Any by-catch of one of these
taxa today would be disposed of immediately (H. Yap, M. Webb, personal communication,
26 February 2022).

Environmental factors further seem to play an important role in the level of toxicity
of each species and even individuals [69]. TTX is in higher amounts in fish during the
spawning season—currently between spring and summer, probably because the fish use
TTX to protect their eggs from predators [75]—making them more dangerous to eat at
this time of the year [40]. The concentration of TTX in the fish body will also depend
on season and age [66,76]. Because the level of toxicity of porcupine and pufferfish is
environmentally dependent, it has been suspected that the concentration of TTX in Diodon-
tidae and Tetraodontidae could be higher with higher temperatures and at higher sea-level
stands [61,77], a condition partly met on Ilin Island when early fishers were bringing these
fish back to the Bubog rock shelters and Bilat Cave [24], between 7000 to 4000 BP during
the Holocene climatic optimum, when the sea level was at its highest [78]. However, this
must be treated circumspectly, as while Vibrio development is strongly correlated with
high temperatures [79], at present there is no reason to suspect that the concentration of
TTX 13,000 years ago in the Philippines when the first consumption of toxic fish is first
registered was different from the present conditions.

It has been demonstrated that puffers can identify tetrodotoxin in the environment
by their sense of smell [80], which shows that this toxin has a special chemically odorant
signature. Yet, there is no evidence at present that any animal other than puffers themselves
who are TTX bearers can detect this toxin by smell. It is furthermore very unlikely that
microsmatic H. sapiens would be capable of doing so, whatever the olfaction skills of
hunter-gatherers. Because of the capacity of porcupine and pufferfish to bioconcentrate
large quantities of TTX, they become highly toxic and lethal to humans and predators in
general [75]. In humans, symptoms of TTX ingestion usually appear three to 30 min after
eating [76,81]. First observed clinical manifestations are perioral paresthesia, weakness
of the two lower limbs, headache, difficulty in breathing, nausea and vomiting, blurring
of vision, vertigo, dizziness, and cramping pain in the lower limbs, which rapidly lead
to ascending paralysis, coma, and death within 24 h for 50 to 60% of the persons who
ingested it [40,57,75,76,81]. To be eaten, the viscera, which are the most toxic parts, should
be removed as quickly as possible [68] (Table 1). Captain Cook and his HMS Resolution
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crew suffered in 1774 from TTX poisoning after consuming a puffer’s liver and roe while
anchoring off an island in New Caledonia, and his record provides the earliest description
of the symptoms related to such fish poisoning [82]. Today, the lack of data for many
species and areas [57] and the ignorance regarding their proper cooking [40] makes the
consumption of porcupine and pufferfish controversial.

Coastal ethnic communities around the world largely rely on seafood consump-
tion [83], and so did the earliest settlers of the oceanic islands of the Indo-Pacific [25,28,84,85].
Tetraodontoidei poisoning is most common in Asian coastal populations where it is the
main cause of death by food [86]. Although the majority of the studies focusing on
Tetraodontiformes’ toxicity were conducted on Japanese specimens (Table 1)—because
“fugu” are one of the finest delicacies in the Archipelago of the Rising Sun—most of the
cases of poisoning by puffer consumption were reported from countries surrounding the
South China Sea [65,87-92]. In the Philippines, in 2022, one death and seven injured people
were reported from Cebu [93]. In 2020, three deaths were reported from the Visayas, while
four other persons who ate at the same barbecue stand recovered at the hospital [94]. An-
other case from 2019 reports on 16 persons recovering at the hospital from puffer poisoning
at Ozamiz City, Mindanao, while another one was more seriously affected [95]. In the
archaeological sites of Ilin Strait, one single H. sapiens individual has been recovered at
Bubog I [96]. There is therefore no evidence for any correlation between the continuous
and common occurrence of poisonous fishes and any accumulation of human remains.

In several communities around the world, porcupine and pufferfish are regarded as
taboo. This is the case in Brazil where puffers are tabooed all year long [97-99], as well
as in Fiji [63,64]. However, in other parts of the Indo-Pacific, porcupine and pufferfish are
carefully prepared to remove the toxic parts and then consumed. In Betong, Malaysian
Borneo, a pluri-century festival is organized yearly—mostly for tourists nowadays—around
the catch and consumption of large quantities of the Lagocephalus lunaris that gather in the
Saribas River to lay their eggs [100]. Although this pufferfish is said by the locals to be
safe to eat, it does contain TTX [59], which has resulted in some side effects following its
ingestion [100]. From our own observations in Timor-Leste, whenever porcupine fish are
caught—which often happens during low tide, sometimes with basket traps—the guts, the
skin, and the dermal spines are removed prior to consumption [28]. Ethnographic studies
also report that Malay populations used to take out the head and the guts of the fish [76],
as ordinary cooking (heating/roasting or boiling) procedures do not destroy nor alter the
toxicity of the fish and, thus, do not make it safe for consumption [81]. Only withstanding
boiling for six to nine hours would modify the efficiency of the poison [76]. After removing
the viscera, the pufferfish are boiled in water to remove the tinik (e.g., dermal spines), and
the flesh is then removed for cooking (J. Magloyuan, personal communication, 6 December
2022). It appears from this ethnographic review that puffers are either taboo all year long,
or considered edible only after the toxic parts are removed through a complex multi-stage
preparation process. There is no in-between, meaning that puffers are never part-year
taboo. Nor are they ever fully consumed without removing the most common toxic parts
(Table 1). However, depending on the environment, some specimens may have a lower
toxic level. In the Bubog and Bilat sites, the recovery of both cranial bones and dermal
spines indicates that no preparation of the fish immediately following the catch occurred
shoreside, but rather they were brought back to the camps with spines intact.

Diodontidae also appear to have been part of the diet of Pacific populations and have
been documented in several Neolithic-aged zooarchaeological records at sites in Microne-
sia [101-106], Melanesia [47,63,107,108], and Polynesia [44,45,48,109-112]. Some of these
sites recorded high proportions of Diodontidae remains and sometimes also Tetraodontidae
remains, whereas, in Island Southeast Asia, only one instance of a cutmark on a Diodon-
tidae dermal spine, associated with other remains of the same taxa, has been reported at
the Neolithic archaeological site of Pamayan, Batanes Islands, Northern Philippines [49].
Ethnographic accounts on the Batanes Islands suggested to the authors that spines of
porcupine fish were deliberately removed during butchery using sharp tools and buried
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in the sand [49]. Twenty remains of Diodontidae and the same amount of Tetraodontidae
were recovered from the large Holocene assemblage (NISP over 20,000) of Asitau Kuru
(Timor-Leste) [28,113]. Six remains of Diodontidae and four of Tetraodontidae were identi-
fied at Here Sorot Entapa (Kisar, Indonesia) [84], while 49 specimens of Diodontidae were
counted at Tron Bon Lei (Alor, Indonesia) [85].

The findings from our archaeological data further highlight the social aspects of
fishing [114]. The consumption, in the Philippines, of porcupinefish, over several thousand
years in Ilin Strait, is a statement to the persistence of cultural practices across generations
of established islanders, perhaps indicating a continuity in the occupation of the sites by
the same cultural groups of people sharing the same knowledge [28]. It can be seen as
the last step toward coastal adaptation with the selection, acquisition, preparation, and
consumption of these fish for either the nutritional, technical, or social values that they carry.
Additionally, once the poisonous parts have been identified and removed, these discarded
parts could also be used specifically for their toxicity, for hunting, or as bait for fishing.
Gimlette [76] reported that, in Kelantan, Malay populations mix the gall of two locally
occurring fish species, Tetraodon fluviatilis and Takifugu oblongus, with other local toxins
in order to create a powerful poison. Such a mixture could have been coated on hunting
devices such as arrowheads [1] or traps used to catch small animals. A small injection of
TTX into a prey can cause a fall in blood pressure, slowing of the circulation with cardiac
tremor, fibrillation, and paralysis, followed by death [76]. At the Bubog sites, the high
frequency of giant cloud rats Crateromys paulus has been interpreted as human-derived
prey, but their method of capture remains unclear [30]. Whether they were hunted with
some sort of poisoned darts from TTX extraction after pufferfish processing is unknown
but not improbable.

TTX was also used by some tribes for performing rituals, as was the case at Tikal
(Guatemala) by the Maya [115] and in Haiti [116-119]. One should further consider that
the risk one takes when eating toxic food such as porcupinefish or pufferfish is in itself
neurally stimulating, and the same may have been true for the early Mindoro settlers who
might not have sought to remove the toxic parts before consumption but preferred to look
for perilous quests to face [120].

5. Conclusions

In the case of the Bubog I and Bubog II rock shelters and Bilat Cave, Diodontidae were
recovered from the assemblage and are not considered an accidental by-catch. The presence
of burning marks on several of the Diodontidae spines shows the anthropogenic origin of
the accumulation. This burning, however, was incapable of removing the toxin for safe
consumption of the flesh. As of now, we have no evidence whether the Diodontidae were
acquired for direct consumption or for other purposes, such as for using their poison for
future hunts. The fact that their bones mirror the other fish bone in the cultural assemblage
to which they were mixed in the archaeological layers has been interpreted, at the very
least, as indicating an advanced knowledge of the preparation needed to separate the toxic
principle from the edible parts, whether this was for consuming their flesh or for exploiting
their toxin, which requires a multi-stage process. Such knowledge was certainly one of the
first steps toward the use of poison, meaning separating the edible parts from the toxic
ones and keeping the latter for further use. The processing and use of toxic fish represent
the final step toward modernity related to coastal adaptation, and the data from the Ilin
Strait sites constitute some of the earliest evidence of processing of poison, in addition
to the challenged wooden stick poison applicator discovered at Border’s Cave in South
Africa [5,6,19].

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani13132113/s1: Table S1: NISP, MNE, MNI and burning marks of
Diodontidae at Bubog I.; Table 52: NISP, MNE, MNI and burning marks of Diodontidae at Bubog II;
Table S3: NISP, MNE, MNI and burning marks of Diodontidae at Bilat Cave.


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani13132113/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani13132113/s1

Animals 2023, 13,2113 15 of 19

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.B. and T.I; methodology, C.B.; formal analysis, C.B.;
investigation, C.B. and T.I; writing—original draft preparation, C.B. and T.I.; writing—review and
editing, C.B., A.P, S.O., A-M.S., M.C.R. and T.L; supervision, A.P,, S.O., A.-M.S. and T.L; project
administration, A.P,; funding acquisition, A.P. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the University Research Council and the Loyola Schools of
Ateneo de Manila University, the University of Western Australia, the National Geographic Society,
the POSCO T] Park Foundation, the University of the Philippines OVPAA, and the University of the
Philippines Diliman OVCRD.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: The datasets analyzed for this study can be found in this paper.

Acknowledgments: We thank the members of the Mindoro Archaeological Research Team, the
National Museum of the Philippines, and the municipalities and people of San Jose and Magsaysay in
Occidental Mindoro. The Ilin Strait explorations and archaeological research were supported by the
University Research Council and the Loyola Schools of Ateneo de Manila University, the University
of Western Australia, National Geographic Society, POSCO TJ Park Foundation, University of the
Philippines OVPAA, and the University of the Philippines Diliman OVCRD. We acknowledge Helen
Yap, Michaela Webb, and Jet Magloyuan for their information on Diodontidae and Tetraodontidae
fishing today in the Mindoro and Samar Provinces. We also thank the UMR7209 laboratory (Muséum
National d’Histoire Naturelle) and Philippe Béarez for giving us access to the fish osteological
reference collection they patiently built year after year. Finally, we would like to thank the Projet
Emergence(s) Ville de Paris PREHISTROPIC. Ateneo de Manila University, University Research Council:
URC 13-2020. Ateneo de Manila University, Loyola Schools: SOSS 01-2023. National Geographic
Society: GEFNE 62-12 and GEFNE-129-14. University of the Philippines Diliman OVCRD, Outright
Research Grant PSNE 131316, 151513, 171718, 191924. University of the Philippines OVPAA, ECRW-
2016, ECRW-2017, EIDR 2-002-1111212 and EIDR-C08-001.3.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Borgia, V. Chapter 1. The Prehistory of Poison Arrows. In Toxicology in Antiquity, 2nd ed.; Wexler, P., Ed.; History of Toxicology
and Environmental Health; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2019; pp. 1-10, ISBN 978-0-12-815339-0.

2. Perrot, E.; Vogt, E. Poisons de Fléches et Poisons d’Epreuve; Vigot Freres: Paris, France, 1913.

3. Bae, C.J.; Douka, K.; Petraglia, M.D. On the Origin of Modern Humans: Asian Perspectives. Science 2017, 358, eaai9067. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Borgia, V.; Carlin, M.G.; Crezzini, J. Poison, Plants and Palaeolithic Hunters. An Analytical Method to Investigate the Presence of
Plant Poison on Archaeological Artefacts. Quat. Int. 2017, 427, 94-103. [CrossRef]

5. D’Errico, E; Backwell, L.; Villa, P.; Degano, L; Lucejko, J.J.; Bamford, M.K.; Higham, T.EG.; Colombini, M.P,; Beaumont, P.B. Early
Evidence of San Material Culture Represented by Organic Artifacts from Border Cave, South Africa. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
2012, 109, 13214-13219. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Evans, A.A. Arrow Poisons in the Palaeolithic? Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, E3290. [CrossRef]

7. Erlandson, ].M.; Fitzpatrick, S.M. Oceans, Islands, and Coasts: Current Perspectives on the Role of the Sea in Human Prehistory. J.
Isl. Coast. Archaeol. 2006, 1, 5-32. [CrossRef]

8.  Clarkson, C.; Jacobs, Z.; Marwick, B.; Fullagar, R.; Wallis, L.; Smith, M.; Roberts, R.G.; Hayes, E.; Lowe, K.; Carah, X.; et al. Human
Occupation of Northern Australia by 65,000 Years Ago. Nature 2017, 547, 306. [CrossRef]

9.  Kealy, S.; Louys, J.; O’Connor, S. Least-Cost Pathway Models Indicate Northern Human Dispersal from Sunda to Sahul. J. Hum.
Evol. 2018, 125, 59-70. [CrossRef]

10. Walter, R.C.; Buffler, R.T.; Bruggemann, ].H.; Guillaume, M.M.M.; Berhe, S.M.; Negassi, B.; Libsekal, Y.; Cheng, H.; Edwards, R.L.;
von Cosel, R.; et al. Early Human Occupation of the Red Sea Coast of Eritrea during the Last Interglacial. Nature 2000, 405, 65-69.
[CrossRef]

11.  Henshilwood, C.S.; Marean, C.W. The Origin of Modern Human Behavior: Critique of the Models and Their Test Implications.
Curr. Anthropol. 2003, 44, 627-651. [CrossRef]

12. Marean, C.W.; Bar-Matthews, M.; Bernatchez, J.; Fisher, E.; Goldberg, P.; Herries, A.LR.; Jacobs, Z.; Jerardino, A.; Karkanas, P.;

Minichillo, T.; et al. Early Human Use of Marine Resources and Pigment in South Africa during the Middle Pleistocene. Nature
2007, 449, 905-908. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aai9067
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29217544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.12.025
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1204213109
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22847420
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1213860109
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564890600639504
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22968
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2018.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/35011048
https://doi.org/10.1086/377665
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06204

Animals 2023, 13,2113 16 of 19

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

D’Errico, E. The Invisible Frontier. A Multiple Species Model for the Origin of Behavioral Modernity. Evol. Anthropol. Issues News
Rev. 2003, 12, 188-202. [CrossRef]

Habgood, PJ.; Franklin, N.R. The Revolution That Didn’t Arrive: A Review of Pleistocene Sahul. J. Hum. Evol. 2008, 55, 187-222.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Roberts, P; Stewart, B.A. Defining the ‘Generalist Specialist’ Niche for Pleistocene Homo Sapiens. Nat. Hum. Behav. 2018, 2, 542.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rabett, R.J.; Piper, PJ. The Emergence of Bone Technologies at the End of the Pleistocene in Southeast Asia: Regional and
Evolutionary Implications. Camb. Archaeol. ]. 2012, 22, 37-56. [CrossRef]

Wedage, O.; Amano, N.; Langley, M.C.; Douka, K.; Blinkhorn, J.; Crowther, A.; Deraniyagala, S.; Kourampas, N.; Simpson, I;
Perera, N.; et al. Specialized Rainforest Hunting by Homo Sapiens ~45,000 Years Ago. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 739. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Ingicco, T.; Amano, N.; Setiagama, K.; Moigne, A.M.; Budiman; Sémah, A.M.; Simanjuntak, T.; Sémah, F. From Food to Grave
Good: Nonhuman Primate Exploitation in Early to Mid-Holocene Eastern Java (Indonesia). Curr. Anthropol. 2020, 61, 264-277.
[CrossRef]

D’Errico, F; Backwell, L.; Villa, P; Degano, I.; Lucejko, ].J.; Bamford, M.K.; Higham, T.E.G.; Colombini, M.P.; Beaumont, P.B. Reply
to Evans: Use of Poison Remains the Most Parsimonious Explanation for Border Cave Castor Bean Extract. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
USA 2012, 109, E3291-E3292. [CrossRef]

Pawlik, A.F. Technology, Adaptation, and Mobility in Maritime Environments in the Philippines from the Late Pleistocene to
Early /Mid-Holocene. Quat. Int. 2021, 596, 109-123. [CrossRef]

Bronk Ramsey, C. Bayesian Analysis of Radiocarbon Dates. Radiocarbon 2009, 51, 337-360. [CrossRef]

Heaton, T.J.; Kohler, P; Butzin, M.; Bard, E.; Reimer, R.W.; Austin, W.E.N.; Ramsey, C.B.; Grootes, PM.; Hughen, K.A.; Kromer, B.;
et al. Marine20—The Marine Radiocarbon Age Calibration Curve (0-55,000 Cal BP). Radiocarbon 2020, 62, 779-820. [CrossRef]
Reimer, PJ.; Austin, W.E.N.; Bard, E.; Bayliss, A.; Blackwell, P.G.; Ramsey, C.B.; Butzin, M.; Cheng, H.; Edwards, R.L.; Friedrich,
M.; et al. The IntCal20 Northern Hemisphere Radiocarbon Age Calibration Curve (0-55 Cal KBP). Radiocarbon 2020, 62, 725-757.
[CrossRef]

Pawlik, A.F,; Piper, PJ.; Faylona, M.G.P.G.; Padilla, S.G.; Carlos, J.; Mijares, A.S.B.; Vallejo, B.; Reyes, M.; Amano, N.; Ingicco,
T.; et al. Adaptation and Foraging from the Terminal Pleistocene to the Early Holocene: Excavation at Bubog on Ilin Island,
Philippines. J. Field Archaeol. 2014, 39, 230-247. [CrossRef]

Boulanger, C.; Ingicco, T.; Piper, P.J.; Amano, N.; Grouard, S.; Ono, R.; Hawkins, S.; Pawlik, A.F. Coastal Subsistence Strategies
and Mangrove Swamp Evolution at Bubog I Rockshelter (Ilin Island, Mindoro, Philippines) from the Late Pleistocene to the
Mid-Holocene. J. Isl. Coast. Archaeol. 2019, 14, 584—604. [CrossRef]

Pawlik, A.F,; Piper, PJ. The Philippines from c. 14,000 to 4,000 Cal. BP in Regional Context. Camb. Archaeol. |. 2019, 29, 1-22.
[CrossRef]

Boulanger, C. Etude des Comportements de Subsistance d’un Site Australo-Mélanésien: Bubog I (ile d'Tlin, Mindoro, Philippines),
ca. 110004000 ans BP Ichtyofaune, Crustacés Décapodes et Grands Mammiferes. Master’s Thesis, Muséum National d 'Histoire
Naturelle, Paris, France, 2015.

Boulanger, C. Aquatic Resources Exploitation and Adaptation of Anatomically Modern Human in Island Southeast Asia:
Palaeoenvironmental and Cultural Implications. Ph.D. Thesis, Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris, France, Australian
National University, Canberra, Australia, 2021.

Reyes, M.C.; Ingicco, T.; Piper, PJ.; Amano, N.; Pawlik, A.F. First Fossil Evidence of the Extinct Philippine Cloud Rat Crateromys
Paulus (Muridae: Murinae: Phloeomyini) from Ilin Island, Mindoro, and Insights into Its Holocene Abundance. Proc. Biol. Soc.
Wash. 2017, 130, 84-97. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lim, K.K.A. Coastal Adaptation of Prehistoric Mindoro: The Archaeomalacology of Bubog 1, Ilin Island from the Terminal
Pleistocene to the Mid Holocene. Master’s Thesis, University of the Philippines Diliman, Quezon City, Philippines, 2016.
Pawlik, A.F,; Piper, PJ.; Wood, R.E.; Lim, K.K.A.; Faylona, M.G.P.G.; Mijares, A.S.B.; Porr, M. Shell Tool Technology in Island
Southeast Asia: An Early Middle Holocene Tridacna Adze from Ilin Island, Mindoro, Philippines. Antiquity 2015, 89, 292-308.
[CrossRef]

Neri, L.A.M.; Pawlik, A.F,; Reepmeyer, C.; Mijares, A.S.B.; Paz, V.J. Mobility of Early Islanders in the Philippines during the
Terminal Pleistocene/Early Holocene Boundary: PXRF-Analysis of Obsidian Artefacts. J. Archaeol. Sci. 2015, 61, 149-157.
[CrossRef]

Voris, H.K. Maps of Pleistocene Sea Levels in Southeast Asia: Shorelines, River Systems and Time Durations. . Biogeogr. 2000, 27,
1153-1167. [CrossRef]

Sathiamurthy, E.; Voris, H.K. Maps of Holocene Sea Level Transgression and Submerged Lakes on the Sunda Shelf. Trop. Nat.
Hist. 2006, 2, 1-44.

Pawlik, A.F. Field Report on the Archaeological Excavations on Ilin Island and Sta Teresa, Mindoro Occidental, Philippines—Update on the
Campaign from 21 May—4 June 2017; University of the Philippines Diliman: Quezon City, Philippines, 2017; p. 29.

Shono, T.; Thiery, A.P.; Cooper, R.L.; Kurokawa, D.; Britz, R.; Okabe, M.; Fraser, G.J. Evolution and Developmental Diversity of
Skin Spines in Pufferfishes. iScience 2019, 19, 1248-1259. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.10113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhevol.2007.11.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18485448
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-018-0394-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31209320
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0959774312000030
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08623-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30783099
https://doi.org/10.1086/708186
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1214711109
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2020.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033822200033865
https://doi.org/10.1017/RDC.2020.68
https://doi.org/10.1017/RDC.2020.41
https://doi.org/10.1179/0093469014Z.00000000090
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564894.2018.1531957
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0959774318000306
https://doi.org/10.2988/17-00012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29869630
https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2015.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2015.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.2000.00489.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.06.003

Animals 2023, 13,2113 17 of 19

37.

38.

39.
40.

41.
42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

Brainerd, E.L. Pufferfish Inflation: Functional Morphology of Postcranial Structures in Diodon holocanthus (Tetraodontiformes). J.
Morphol. 1994, 220, 243-261. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Panao, I.; Carrascosa, C.; Jaber, ].R.; Raposo, A. Puffer Fish and Its Consumption: To Eat or Not to Eat? Food Rev. Int. 2016, 32,
305-322. [CrossRef]

Froese, R.; Pauly, D. FishBase. Available online: www.fishbase.org (accessed on 25 November 2022).

Ahasan, H A M.N.; Mamun, A.A.; Karim, S.R.; Bakar, M.A.; Gazi, E.A,; Bala, C.S. Paralytic Complications of Puffer Fish
(Tetrodotoxin) Poisoning. Singap. Med. |. 2004, 45, 73-74.

Nelson, ].S. Fishes of the World; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 2006; ISBN 978-0-471-54713-6.

Dye, T.; Longenecker, K.R. Manual of Hawaiian Fish Remains Identification Based on the Skeletal Reference Collection of Alan C. Ziegler
and Including Otoliths; Society for Hawaiian Archaeology: Honolulu, HI, USA, 2004.

Matsuura, K. Pufferfishes and Their Allies of Japan; Tokai University Press: Tokyo, Japan, 2017.

Kirch, P.V,; Dye, T.S. Ethno-Archaeology and the Development of Polynesian Fishing Strategies. J. Polyn. Soc. 1979, 88, 53-76.
Lambrides, A.; Weisler, M.; Charleux, M. New Taxonomic Records and Regional Trends for the Marquesan Prehistoric Marine
Fishery, Eiao Island, Polynesia. J. Pac. Archaeol. 2018, 9, 44-62.

Carpenter, K.E.; Niem, V.H. (Eds.) The Living Marine Resources of the Western Central Pacific; FAO: Rome, Italy, 1998;
ISBN 978-92-5-104051-5.

Butler, V.L. Fish Feeding Behaviour and Fish Capture: The Case for Variation in Lapita Fishing Strategies. Archaeol. Ocean. 1994,
29, 81-90. [CrossRef]

Densmore, N. An Archaeological Assessment of Fisheries in Vava'U, Tonga. Master’s Thesis, McMaster University, Hamilton,
OH, USA, 2010.

Campos, F.Z. The Ichtyoarchaeology of Batanes Islands, Northern Philippines. Master’s Thesis, University of the Philippines
Diliman, Quezon City, Philippines, 2009.

Bouffandeau, L.; Béarez, P.; Bedford, S.; Valentin, F.; Spriggs, M.; Nolet, E. Fishing at Arapus-Mangaasi, Efate, Vanuatu (2800-2200
BP): New Methodological Approaches and Results. J. Archaeol. Sci. Rep. 2018, 18, 356-369. [CrossRef]

Tyler, ].C. Osteology, Phylogeny, and Higher Classification of the Fishes of the Order Plectognathi (Tetraodontiformes); U.S. Dept. of
Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service: Seattle, WA, USA, 1980.
Fernandez-Jalvo, Y.; Andrews, P. Atlas of Taphonomic Identifications; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2017.

Lebon, M. Caractérisation par Spectroscopie Infrarouge a Transformée de Fourier des Ossements Chauffés en Contexte
Archéologique. Comparaison entre Référentiel Moderne et Matériel Fossile, Implications Diagénétiques. Ph.D. Thesis, Muséum
National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris, France, 2008.

Willis, L.M.; Boehm, A.R. Fish Bones, Cut Marks, and Burial: Implications for Taphonomy and Faunal Analysis. J. Archaeol. Sci.
2014, 45, 20-25. [CrossRef]

Ono, R. Ethno-Archaeology and Early Austronesian Fishing Strategies in near-Shore Environments. . Polyn. Soc. 2010, 119,
269-314.

Noguchi, T.; Arakawa, O. Tetrodotoxin—Distribution and Accumulation in Aquatic Organisms, and Cases of Human Intoxication.
Mar. Drugs 2008, 6, 220-242. [CrossRef]

Malpezzi, E.L.A.; De Freitas, ].; Rantin, ET. Occurrence of Toxins, Other than Paralysing Type, in the Skin of Tetraodontiformes
Fish. Toxicon 1997, 35, 57-65. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Azman, A M.N.; Samsur, M.; Othman, M. Distribution of Tetrodotoxin among Tissues of Pufferfish from Sabah and Sarawak
Waters (Taburan Tetrodotoksin Antara Tisu Di Dalam Ikan Buntal Dari Perairan Sabah Dan Sarawak). Sains Malays. 2014, 43,
1003-1011.

Elshaer, FM. Comparative Histopathological Studies on Kidney and Liver of Rat Treated by Tetrodotoxin (TTX) Extracted from
Gonads and Muscles of Porcupine Fish Species. Int. J. Fish. Aquat. Stud. 2016, 4, 355-360.

Arakawa, O.; Hwang, D.F,; Taniyama, S.; Takani, T.H. Toxins of Pufferfish That Cause Human Intoxications. In Coastal
Environmental and Ecosystem Issues of the East China Sea; Ishimatsu, A., Lie, H.-]., Eds.; Nagasaki University: Nagasaki, Japan, 2010;
pp- 227-244.

Farrag, M.M.S,; El-Far, A M.; Aly, W.; AbouelFadl, K.Y.; Nasr-Allah, A M.; El-Geddawy, M.-A.M.A; Charo-Karisa, H. Nutritional
Values vs. Toxicity Assessment of Pufferfish, Tetraodon Lineatus (Linnaeus, 1758), from Lake Nasser, Egypt. Eqypt. ]. Aquat. Res.
2022, 48, 53-59. [CrossRef]

Khora, S.S.; Isa, J.; Yasumoto, T. Toxicity of Puffers from Okinawa, Japan. Nippon. Suisan Gakkaisha 1991, 57, 163-167. [CrossRef]
Dalzell, P. The Role of Archaeological and Cultural-Historical Records in Long-Range Coastal Fisheries Resources Management
Strategies and Policies in the Pacific Islands. Ocean. Coast. Manag. 1998, 40, 237-252. [CrossRef]

Henrich, J.; Henrich, N. The Evolution of Cultural Adaptations: Fijian Food Taboos Protect against Dangerous Marine Toxins.
Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2010, 277, rspb20101191. [CrossRef]

Yong, Y.S.; Quek, L.S,; Lim, EK.; Ngo, A. A Case Report of Puffer Fish Poisoning in Singapore. Case Rep. Med. 2013, 2013, e206971.
[CrossRef]

Kumar, N.P. Distribution, Extraction and Characterization of Tetrodotoxin (TTX) in Puffer Fishes from the South Andaman Sea.
Ph.D. Thesis, Pondicherry University, Pondicherry, India, 2017.


https://doi.org/10.1002/jmor.1052200304
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29865387
https://doi.org/10.1080/87559129.2015.1075213
www.fishbase.org
https://doi.org/10.1002/arco.1994.29.2.81
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.01.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2014.01.026
https://doi.org/10.3390/md20080011
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0041-0101(96)00080-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9028009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejar.2021.11.009
https://doi.org/10.2331/suisan.57.163
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0964-5691(98)00043-X
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2010.1191
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/206971

Animals 2023, 13, 2113 18 of 19

67.

68.
69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.
77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

Tamele, L].; Silva, M.; Vasconcelos, V. The Incidence of Tetrodotoxin and Its Analogs in the Indian Ocean and the Red Sea. Mar.
Drugs 2019, 17, 28. [CrossRef]

Bagnis, R.A. La Ciguatera Aux fles Marquises: Aspects Cliniques et Epidémiologiques. Bull. World Health Organ. 1973, 49, 67-73.
Jal, S.; Khora, S.S. An Overview on the Origin and Production of Tetrodotoxin, a Potent Neurotoxin. J. Appl. Microbiol. 2015, 119,
907-916. [CrossRef]

Baker-Austin, C.; Oliver, ].D.; Alam, M.; Ali, A.; Waldor, M.K.; Qadri, F.; Martinez-Urtaza, J. Vibrio Spp. Infections. Nat. Rev. Dis.
Prim. 2018, 4, 1-19. [CrossRef]

Corrales, R.A.; Maclean, J.L. Impacts of Harmful Algae on Seafarming in the Asia-Pacific Areas. J. Appl. Phycol. 1995, 7, 151-162.
[CrossRef]

Monsalud, R.G.; Magbanua, F.O.; Tapay, L.M.; Hedreyda, C.T.; Olympia, M.S.D.; Migo, V.P.; Kurahashi, M.; Yokota, A. Identifica-
tion of Pathogenic and Non-Pathogenic Vibrio Strains from Shrimp and Shrimp Farms in the Philippines. |. Gen. Appl. Microbiol.
2003, 49, 309-314. [CrossRef]

Tendencia, E.A.; Lavilla-Pitogo, C.R. Bacterial Diseases. In Diseases of Cultured Groupers; Nagasawa, K., Cruz-Lacierda, E.R., Eds.;
Southeast Asian Fisheries Development Center, Aquaculture Department: Iloilo, Philippines, 2004; pp. 19-28.

Sampang, A.G. The Calamian Tagbanwa Ancestral Domain (Coron Island, Palawan, Philippines): Evaluation of Traditional Fishing
Practices towards Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainability; World Fish Center: Los Bafios, Philippines, 2007.

Jawad, L.A. Dangerous Fishes of the Eastern and Southern Arabian Peninsula; Springer International Publishing: Berlin/Heidelberg,
Germany, 2018; ISBN 978-3-319-57926-9.

Gimlette, J.D. Malay Poisons and Charm Cures, 2nd ed.; J. & A. Churchill: London, UK, 1923.

Roggatz, C.C.; Fletcher, N.; Benoit, D.M.; Algar, A.C.; Doroff, A.; Wright, B.; Wollenberg Valero, K.C.; Hardege, ].D. Saxitoxin and
Tetrodotoxin Bioavailability Increases in Future Oceans. Nat. Clim. Chang. 2019, 9, 840-844. [CrossRef]

Zong, Y. Mid-Holocene Sea-Level Highstand along the Southeast Coast of China. Quat. Int. 2004, 117, 55-67. [CrossRef]
Abdelaziz, M.; Ibrahem, M.D.; Ibrahim, M.A.; Abu-Elala, N.M.; Abdel-moneam, D.A. Monitoring of Different Vibrio Species
Affecting Marine Fishes in Lake Qarun and Gulf of Suez: Phenotypic and Molecular Characterization. Egypt. ]. Aquat. Res. 2017,
43,141-146. [CrossRef]

Okita, K.; Yamazaki, H.; Sakiyama, K.; Yamane, H.; Niina, S.; Takatani, T.; Arakawa, O.; Sakakura, Y. Puffer Smells Tetrodotoxin.
Ichthyol. Res. 2013, 60, 386-389. [CrossRef]

Halstead, B.W. Poisonous Fishes and Their Relationship to Marine Food Resources in the Pacific Area. In Proceedings of the
Eighth Pacific Science Congress of the Pacific Science Association, Quezon City, Philippines, 16-28 November 1953; National
Research Council of the Philippines: Quezon City, Philippines, 1953; Volume III—Oceanography, pp. 321-330.

Doherty, M.]. Captain Cook on Poison Fish. Neurology 2005, 65, 1788-1791. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cisneros-Montemayor, A.M.; Pauly, D.; Weatherdon, L.V.; Ota, Y. A Global Estimate of Seafood Consumption by Coastal
Indigenous Peoples. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0166681. [CrossRef]

O’Connor, S.; Mahirta; Kealy, S.; Boulanger, C.; Maloney, T.R.; Hawkins, S.; Langley, M.C.; Kaharudin, H.A.F.; Suniarti, Y.; Husni,
M.; et al. Kisar and the Archaeology of Small Islands in the Wallacean Archipelago. |. Isl. Coast. Archaeol. 2019, 14, 198-225.
[CrossRef]

Samper Carro, S.C.; O’Connor, S.; Louys, J.; Hawkins, S.; Mahirta, M. Human Maritime Subsistence Strategies in the Lesser
Sunda Islands during the Terminal Pleistocene-Early Holocene: New Evidence from Alor, Indonesia. Quat. Int. 2016, 416, 64-79.
[CrossRef]

Byard, R.W. Death by Food. Forensic Sci. Med. Pathol. 2018, 14, 395-401. [CrossRef]

Kan, S.K; Chan, M.K,; David, P. Nine Fatal Cases of Puffer Fish Poisoning in Sabah, Malaysia. Med. ]. Malays. 1987, 42, 199-200.
Kanchanapongkul, J. Puffer Fish Poisoning: Clinical Features and Management Experience in 25 Cases. J. Med. Assoc. Thai. 2001,
84, 385-389. [PubMed]

How, C.-K.; Chern, C.-H.; Huang, Y.-C.; Wang, L.-M.; Lee, C.-H. Tetrodotoxin Poisoning. Am. |. Emerg. Med. 2003, 21, 51-54.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

El-Ganainy, A.A.; Sabrah, M.M.; Zaky, M. A. Biology and Toxicity of the Pufferfish Lagocephalus Sceleratus (GMELIN, 1789) from
the Gulf of Suez. Egypt. ]. Aquat. Res. 2006, 32, 283-297.

Homaira, N.; Rahman, M.; Luby, S.P.; Rahman, M.; Haider, M.S.; Faruque, L.I.; Khan, D.; Parveen, S.; Gurley, E.S. Multiple
Outbreaks of Puffer Fish Intoxication in Bangladesh, 2008. Am. |. Trop. Med. Hyg. 2010, 83, 440-444. [CrossRef]

Islam, Q.T.; Razzak, M.A; Islam, M.A; Bari, M.L; Basher, A.; Chowdhury, ER.; Sayeduzzaman, A.B.M.; Ahasan, H.A.M.N,; Faiz,
M.A.; Arakawa, O.; et al. Puffer Fish Poisoning in Bangladesh: Clinical and Toxicological Results from Large Outbreaks in 2008.
Trans. R. Soc. Trop. Med. Hyg. 2011, 105, 74-80. [CrossRef]

Cordova, C. Puffer Fish for Breakfast Kills Woman, Sends Husband, 6 Kids to Hospital in Cebu. Manila Buletin. 2022. Available
online: https:/ /mb.com.ph/2022/08/04/puffer-fish-for-breakfast-kills-woman-sends-husband-6-kids-to-hospital-in-cebu/
(accessed on 1 September 2022).

Amazona, WM. 3 Dead after Eating Puffer Fish in Tabango Town. CNN Philippines. 2020. Available online: http://www.
cnnphilippines.com/news/2020/12/29 / three-dead-food-poisoning-puffer-fish-tabango.html (accessed on 1 September 2022).
Diestro, D. 17 Nalason Sa Pagkain Ng “Butete” Sa Ozamiz. ABS-CBN News. 2019. Available online: https://news.abs-cbn.com/
news/08/13/19/17-nalason-sa-pagkain-ng-butete-sa-ozamiz (accessed on 1 September 2022).


https://doi.org/10.3390/md17010028
https://doi.org/10.1111/jam.12896
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41572-018-0005-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00693062
https://doi.org/10.2323/jgam.49.309
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-019-0589-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1040-6182(03)00116-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejar.2017.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10228-013-0353-z
https://doi.org/10.1212/01.wnl.0000187128.80551.1b
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16344524
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0166681
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564894.2018.1443171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.07.068
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12024-017-9899-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11460940
https://doi.org/10.1053/ajem.2003.50008
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12563582
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2010.10-0168
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trstmh.2010.10.002
https://mb.com.ph/2022/08/04/puffer-fish-for-breakfast-kills-woman-sends-husband-6-kids-to-hospital-in-cebu/
http://www.cnnphilippines.com/news/2020/12/29/three-dead-food-poisoning-puffer-fish-tabango.html
http://www.cnnphilippines.com/news/2020/12/29/three-dead-food-poisoning-puffer-fish-tabango.html
https://news.abs-cbn.com/news/08/13/19/17-nalason-sa-pagkain-ng-butete-sa-ozamiz
https://news.abs-cbn.com/news/08/13/19/17-nalason-sa-pagkain-ng-butete-sa-ozamiz

Animals 2023, 13,2113 19 of 19

96.

97.
98.

99.

100.

101.
102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.
115.

116.
117.
118.

119.
120.

Pawlik, A.; Crozier, R.; Fuentes, R.; Wood, R.; Piper, P. Burial Traditions in Early Mid-Holocene Island Southeast Asia: New
Evidence from Bubog-1, Ilin Island, Mindoro Occidental. Antiquity 2019, 93, 901-918. [CrossRef]

Begossi, A. Food Taboos at Buizios Island (Brazil): Their Significance and Relation to Folk Medicine. J. Ethnobiol. 1992, 12, 117-139.
Seixas, C.; Begossi, A. Ethnozoology of Fishing Communities from Ilha Grande (Atlantic Forest Coast, Brazil). J. Ethnobiol. 2001,
21,107-135.

Ramires, M.; Rotundo, M.M.; Begossi, A. The Use of Fish in Ilhabela (Sao Paulo/Brazil): Preferences, Food Taboos and Medicinal
Indications. Biota Neotrop. 2012, 12, 21-29. [CrossRef]

Yakop Yahya, M.B.; Arif, M.R.B.M. Ikan Buntal Kuning (Lagocephalus lunaris), Sebagai Produk Pelancongan Di Betong, Sarawak
(Ikan Buntal Kuning (Lagocephalus lunaris) as a Tourism Product in Betong, Sarawak). Jati ]. Southeast Asian Stud. 2008, 13, 245-263.
Intoh, M. Reconnaissance Archaeological Research on Ngulu Atoll in the Western Caroline Islands. Asian Perspect. 1981, 24, 69-80.
Leach, F.B.; Davidson, ].M. The Quest for the Rainbow Runner: Prehistoric Fishing on Kapingamarangi and Nukuoro Atolls,
Micronesia. Micronesica 1988, 21, 1-22.

Amesbury, ].R.; Hunter-Anderson, R.L. Review of Archaeological and Historical Data Concerning Reef Fishing in the US Flag Islands of
Micronesia: Guam and the Northern Mariana Islands; Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council: Barrigada, Guam, 2003.
Ono, R.; Morrison, A.; Addison, D. Prehistoric Marine Resource Use in the Indo-Pacific Regions; Terra Australis; ANU Press: Canberra,
Australia, 2009; ISBN 978-1-925021-26-4.

Ono, R.; Intoh, M. Island of Pelagic Fishermen: Temporal Changes in Prehistoric Fishing on Fais, Micronesia. J. Isl. Coast. Archaeol.
2011, 6, 255-286. [CrossRef]

Ono, R;; Clark, G. A 2500-Year Record of Marine Resource Use on Ulong Island, Republic of Palau. Int. J. Osteoarchaeol. 2012, 22,
637-654. [CrossRef]

Jones, S. Human Impacts on Ancient Marine Environments of Fiji’s Lau Group: Current Ethnoarchaeological and Archaeological
Research. J. Isl. Coast. Archaeol. 2007, 2, 239-244. [CrossRef]

Clark, G.; Anderson, A. The Early Prehistory of Fiji; Terra Australis; ANU Press: Canberra, Australia, 2009; Volume 31,
ISBN 978-1-921666-07-0.

Allen, M.S.; Schubel, S.E. Recent Archaeological Research on Aitutaki, Southern Cooks: The Moturakau Shelter. J. Polyn. Soc.
1990, 99, 265-295.

Ono, R.; Addison, D.J. Ethnoecology and Tokelauan Fishing Lore from Atafu Atoll, Tokelau. SPC Tradit. Mar. Resour. Manag.
Knowl. Inf. Bull. 2009, 26, 3-22.

Weisler, M.I,; Green, R.C. Mangareva Fishing Strategies in Regional Context: An Analysis of Fish Bones from Five Sites Excavated
in 1959. J. Pac. Archaeol. 2013, 4, 73-89.

Cannon, A.; Wildenstein, R.; Cannon, D.Y.; Burley, D.V. Consistency and Variation in the Focus, Intensity and Archaeological
Histories of Lapita and Post-Lapita Fisheries in Ha’apai, Kingdom of Tonga. J. Isl. Coast. Archaeol. 2018, 14, 515-540. [CrossRef]
O’Connor, S.; Ono, R.; Clarkson, C. Pelagic Fishing at 42,000 Years before the Present and the Maritime Skills of Modern Humans.
Science 2011, 334, 1117-1121. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Colley, S.M. The Analysis and Interpretation of Archaeological Fish Remains. Archaeol. Method Theory 1990, 2, 207-253.
Maxwell, D. Beyond Maritime Symbolism: Toxic Marine Objects from Ritual Contexts at Tikal. Anc. Mesoam. 2000, 11, 91-98.
[CrossRef]

Davis, E.W. The Ethnobiology of the Haitian Zombi. J. Ethnopharmacol. 1983, 9, 85-104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Davis, E.W. Preparation of the Haitian Zombi Poison. Bot. Mus. Leafl. Harv. Univ. 1983, 29, 139-149. [CrossRef]

Benedek, C.; Rivier, L. Evidence for the Presence of Tetrodotoxin in a Powder Used in Haiti for Zombification. Toxicon 1989, 27,
473-480. [CrossRef]

Efthimiou, C.J.; Gandhi, S. Ghosts, Vampires and Zombies—Cinema Fiction vs. Physics Reality. Skept. Ing. 2007, 31, 1-11.
Glowacki, M. Food of the Gods or Mere Mortals? Hallucinogenic Spondylus and Its Interpretive Implications for Early Andean
Society. Antiquity 2005, 79, 257-268. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2018.190
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1676-06032012000100002
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564894.2010.540531
https://doi.org/10.1002/oa.1226
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564890701518680
https://doi.org/10.1080/15564894.2018.1497733
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1207703
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22116883
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956536100111095
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-8741(83)90029-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6668953
https://doi.org/10.5962/p.168658
https://doi.org/10.1016/0041-0101(89)90210-9
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003598X00114061

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Sites 
	Taxonomy 
	Ecology of Tetraodontoidei Fishes 
	Zooarchaeology 

	Results 
	Bubog I 
	Bubog II 
	Bilat Cave 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

