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Transformations in the Carpathian Basin around 1600 B. C. 
Klára P. Fischl, Viktória Kiss, Gabriella Kulcsár and Vajk Szeverényi

Summary

Around the time of the Thera eruption important transforma-
tions occurred in the Carpathian Basin. This is the so-called 
Koszider Period, which corresponds to the last phase of the 
Middle Bronze Age (MBA) in the Hungarian terminology and 
represents a transition to the Late Bronze Age. The assess-
ment of the period has been controversial among both Hun-
garian and central European scholars. In the past few years 
this period has been interpreted not as a short »horizon« con-
nected to a specific historical event, but as a longer period 
that represented the heyday of the MBA in the Carpathian 
Basin, which ended with significant transformations. The 
main elements of this transformation, however, are still un- 
clear. Our aim is to investigate this transformation through 
the comparison of several aspects of three subsequent phases 
and to amend the previously offered interpretations of the 
changes with a few new considerations.

Zusammenfassung

Um die Zeit des Vulkanausbruchs von Thera fanden wichtige 
Veränderungen im Karpatenbecken statt. Diese sogenannte 
Koszider Epoche korrespondiert mit der letzten Phase der 
mittleren Bronzezeit in der ungarischen Terminologie und 
stellt den Übergang zur späten Bronzezeit dar. Die Untersu-
chung dieser Epoche hat sich bisher als kontrovers erwiesen 

–  sowohl unter ungarischen als auch mitteleuropäischen Wis-
senschaftlern. Erst in den letzten Jahren ist diese Epoche nicht 
mehr als kurzer Zeitraum, mit der ein bestimmtes histori-
sches Ereignis verbunden werden kann, interpretiert worden. 
Vielmehr sieht man sie nun als eine länger dauernde Periode 
an, welche die Blütezeit der mittleren Bronzezeit im Karpa-
tenbecken markiert und die mit einschneidenden Verände-
rungen endet.

Die Hauptelemente dieses Wandels sind allerdings noch 
unklar. Unser Ziel ist es, den Wandel durch den Vergleich ver-
schiedener Aspekte dreier aufeinanderfolgender Phasen zu 
untersuchen. Am Ende sollen einige neue Erwägungen ste-
hen, die die bisherigen Interpretationen dieser Veränderun-
gen erweitern können.

	 1	� Mozsolics 1957; Bóna 1958; Mozsolics 1967.

Introduction

Around the time of the Thera eruption important transfor-
mations occurred in the Carpathian Basin, today covering 
Hungary and parts of Austria, Slovakia, the Ukraine, Roma-
nia, Serbia and Croatia (Fig. 1). This is the so-called Koszider 
Period, which corresponds to the last phase of the Middle 
Bronze Age (MBA) according to the Hungarian terminology, 
and represents a transition to the Late Bronze Age (LBA). 
The assessment of the period has been controversial among 
both Hungarian and central European scholars.

The eponymous bronze hoards that had been found in 
the uppermost layers of the tell settlement of Dunaújváros-
Kosziderpadlás were published by A. Mozsolics and I. Bóna 
in the 195os together with other hoards of similar composi-
tion. The burial of the hoards –  based on the traditional con-
cept of culture and then dated to 135o B. C.  – was connected 
to the attack of the mobile pastoralist warriors of the 
»Tumulus Culture« from southern Germany, whose appear
ance brought an end to the flourishing »Tell Cultures« of the 
Danube and Tisza regions1. Accordingly, the Koszider 
Period was considered a short, war-ridden and turbulent 
phase.

In the past few years this period has been interpreted not 
as a short »horizon« connected to a specific historical event, 
but as a longer period that represented the heyday of the 
MBA in the Carpathian Basin, which ended with significant 
transformations (Bóna 1992; Bóna 1992a). The main ele-
ments of this transformation, however, are still unclear. Our 
aim below is to investigate this transformation through the 
comparison of several aspects of three subsequent phases 
–  the classic phase of the MBA (Reinecke Bronzezeit [here- 
after: RB] A2b–c; ca. 18oo–16oo B. C.), its final phase, the 
Koszider Period (RB B; ca. 16oo–15oo/145o B. C.) and the 
beginning of the LBA, the classic Tumulus Grave Period 
(RB C1–C2; ca. 15oo/145o–13oo B. C.)  – and to amend the 
previously offered interpretations of the changes with a few 
new considerations.

The Early and Middle Bronze Age background

At the beginning of the Early Bronze Age (EBA) in Hungary 
(28oo/27oo–26oo/25oo B. C.) ceramic styles delineate com-
munication networks covering large areas within the whole 
Carpathian Basin with two main groups characterized by 
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	 2	� Bóna 1992; Kulcsár 2oo9; Reményi 2oo9.
	 3	� Hatvan, Maros, Vatin/Vattina, Vatya, 

Füzesabony, Gyulavarsánd styles: Bóna 
1975; Bóna 1992.

	 4	� Bóna 1975; Neugebauer 1994; Krenn-Leeb 
2oo6.

	 5	� Sherratt 1993; Gogâltan 2oo2; O’Shea 2o11.

	 6	� Stevanović 1997; Chapman 1999; Szeverényi 
2oo4.

the Makó-Kosihy-Čaka and Late Vučedol/Somogyvár- 
Vinkovci ceramic styles2. With a few exceptions, the settle-
ment pattern of this phase indicates little social stratifi
cation, with not much differentiation between the larger 
centres and the smaller or larger open settlements.

In the second half of the EBA (25oo/24oo–2ooo/19oo 
B. C.), we can observe a transformation that probably grew 
out of the contact of a southern, Balkan and a northwestern 
and central European (Bell Beaker) network within the Car-
pathian Basin; the exact process, however, still remains un- 
known. In place of –  and partly beside  – the previous two 
large stylistic units, new ones covering smaller areas appear 
along the Danube and to the east, and develop continuously 
into the MBA (RB A2; from 2ooo/19oo B. C.) (Fig. 2)3. West 
of this region we encounter the Transdanubian Encrusted 
Ware in the MBA (Kiss 2oo3; Kiss 2o12). Even more to the 
west communities belonged to the wider Aunjetitz circle 
(Gáta/Wieselburg, Unterwölbling) and the southeast Alpine 
regional groups4. All this indicates the emergence of smaller 
groups that communicated their identities with new, increas
ingly distinct ceramic styles.

One of the major features of the period is the formation of 
tell settlements that were inhabited for many centuries 
along the Danube and Tisza rivers and their tributaries5. 
These settlements imply increased sedentism and intensive 
agriculture on the one hand, and a new attitude towards ter-
ritoriality, the emergence of a new relationship with the 
past, traditions and ancestors, and of new rituals –  primarily 
that of deliberate house burning6  – on the other.

It is important to note, however, that within the distri
bution area of the so-called »Tell Cultures« tell settlements 
themselves are not present everywhere. According to 
P. Sümegi’s results, on the macro level, tells emerged in areas 
with a sub-Mediterranean climate and an alluvial environ-
ment with mosaic patterning (Sümegi/Bodor 2ooo). For 
example, in the case of the sites characterized by Hatvan 
style material it is striking that tells characteristically do not 
occur north of the Pannonian forest steppe vegetation zone 
(Fig. 3). This indicates that tell settlements are important, 
but not exclusive features of the cultural and social units of 
the period. The often fortified tells along the Danube and to 
the east, and the fortified hilltop settlements in the central 
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Fig. 1  The Carpathian Basin with modern state borders and major rivers and mountains.
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	 7	� Sherratt 1987; Sherratt 1993; Sherratt 1994; 
Kristiansen 1998; Duffy 2o1o; Earle/Kris
tiansen 2o1o.

	 8	� Mozsolics 1957; Bóna 1958; Hänsel 1968; 
Bóna 1992a; see also Benkovsky-Pivovarová 
1996; David 2oo2; Blischke 2oo2.

	 9	� Görsdorf 1992; Roeder 1992; Görsdorf et al. 
2oo4; Koós 2oo9; Koós 2o1o; Uhnér 2o1o.

part of Transdanubia –  where tells are missing  – are usually 
interpreted as chiefly centres, surrounded by larger single 
layer settlements and smaller satellite settlements. It 
remains debated whether this three-level settlement hier
archy, probably integrating a few thousand individuals, can 
be taken to indicate the presence of chiefdom type polities in 
the area7.

Typochronology and absolute dates

One of the most salient phenomena in the youngest layers of 
tell settlements is that the borders between previously more 
distinct pottery styles become blurred, and generally pot-
tery becomes more uniform. There are a number of possible 
explanations for this: perhaps the different local identities 
communicated through distinct ceramic styles became more 
open and inclusive, causing a change in stylistic features 
and the gradual dissolution of differences. Another possible 
reason is the increase of the intensity of contacts between 
MBA communities, which may be connected to the wid
ening of regional and interregional exchange networks 
through which raw materials and exotic items were ac- 
quired. Another general characteristic of the period is the 
lavish and varied decoration on pottery observed in every 
local style (Fig. 4).

In this period new jewellery, weapon and tool types make 
their appearance that are summed up by research under the 

label Koszider metallurgy (Fig. 5). In Austria and Germany, 
the emergence of this new type of jewellery was connected 
to the appearance of elements from the Carpathian Basin. In 
Hungary, however, the new metal types were connected to 
the appearance of a new ceramic style that was thought to 
arrive from the western part of central Europe through the 
migration of the »Tumulus Grave Culture«8. The best expla-
nation for this paradigm change that can be observed in a 
number of regions may be the emergence of a new commu-
nication network throughout most of central Europe, whose 
point of origin is still unknown, perhaps can never be 
known, or should be considered »multi-centred«.

Within the framework of the radiocarbon-based high 
chronology, the MBA in Hungary is placed between ca. 2ooo 
B. C. and 15oo B. C. Within this period the date of the end 
phase of the MBA, the Koszider Period (RB A2c–RB B) 
remains somewhat uncertain. The first –  and up till this day 
the largest  – series of radiocarbon dates scatter between 
18oo B. C. and 14oo B. C., with most of them around 17oo–
15oo B. C. (Raczky et al. 1992). These were, however, pre-
AMS dates with large standard deviations, and beyond the 
name of the site neither their proper context nor the material 
they were associated with were published (Fig. 6). New 
radiocarbon measurements from the period (e. g. from 
Mošorin-Feudvar, Nagyrozvágy-Pap-domb, Százhalombatta-
Földvár, Včelince)9 reinforce this date, although some dates 
from apparently Koszider Period contexts seem to be earlier 
than expected (ca. 18oo–16oo B. C.), which warns us that we 
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Fig. 2  Distribution of Middle Bronze Age (MBA) ceramic styles in the Carpathian Basin. 
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	1o	� Sz. Máthé 1988; Sz. Máthé 1992; Bóna 1992; 
Németi/Molnár 2oo2, 16–17; Olexa 2oo3, 
Tab. V; Dani et al. 2oo3, 94–96; Molnár/
Imecs 2oo6, 48; 53; P. Fischl 2oo6; P. Fischl  
2o12; Duffy 2o1o.

	11	� E. g. Tószeg D, Jászdózsa 1–3, Százhalombatta 
1–3, Košice-Barca, Dunaújváros-Kosziderpad-
lás 1–2, Baracs 1–2/3, Tiszafüred, Túrkeve.

	12	� Bóna 1992; Koós 2oo3; Reményi 2oo5; Tár-
noki 2o1o.

may have to rethink solely typology-based chronologies in 
the future. There are even less dates from Tumulus Grave 
Period contexts from Hungary. An Early Tumulus Grave 
Period burial at Nagydém-Középrépáspuszta (Grave 1A) 
yielded similar dates (Fig. 6; Ilon 1998–1999; Ilon 2oo5). 
Dates from the younger Tumulus Grave periods settlement 
from Németbánya start around 14oo B. C., thus these are 
beyond the scope of this study (Ilon 1996).

According to new radiocarbon dates from southern Ger-
many, early Tumulus Grave assemblages, which correspond 
to the Koszider Period in Hungary, were dated after Bayesian 
analysis to ca. 155o–145o B. C. The south German RB C1–C2 
phase (ca. 145o–14oo B. C. and 14oo–13oo B. C.; Müller/
Lohrke 2oo9) corresponds to the first phase of the LBA, the 
classic Tumulus Grave Period in Hungary.

Settlement and subsistence patterns

During the MBA the settlement structure of the polities in 
the Carpathian Basin developed continuously from the 

above-mentioned EBA antecedents. However, a number of 
important transformations did occur, which indicate signifi-
cant social and economic changes.

Based on the available data, during the MBA the extent of 
tell settlements increased at many sites, and often the ditch 
surrounding the settlement was filled up and its area was 
built over (Fig. 7; e. g. at Ároktő, Carei, Bakonszeg, Nižná 
Myšľa, Polgár-Kiscsőszhalom, Sălacea)10. Life on numerous 
tell settlements ended already before the Koszider Period 
(e. g. Bölcske, Nagykőrös, Gomba), while others continued to 
be occupied in the Koszider Period11, or rarely even into the 
Late Bronze Age (e. g. Včelince, Nižná Myšľa, Pecica). At the 
same time, a few tell or tell-like settlements (e. g. Solymár, 
Alpár, Mende) or »horizontal« settlements (Buják, Nagyroz
vágy) were founded in the Koszider Period12.

It is a general problem in the research on the central part 
of the Carpathian Basin that sites beyond the above-men
tioned, well-known tell settlements are hardly known or 
have been excavated. The almost complete lack of proper 
radiocarbon dates also warns us to refrain from the analysis 
of the number and extent of settlements according to chron
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Fig. 3  Correlation between tell settlements (o) and other sites (o) characte-
rized by Hatvan style material and the vegetation zones of the Carpathian 
Basin. 1 Pannonian forest steppe region; 2 Submediterranean oak forest 
region; 3 Mixed zone between the Submediterranean and Central Euro-

pean forest region; 4 Balkan oak forest region; 5 Central European oak 
forest region; 6 Beech and coniferous forest;            Northern distribution 
of Tilia tomantosa (silver lime). 
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	13	� Ecsedy et al. 1982; Jankovich et al. 1989; Jan-
kovich et al. 1998; Duffy 2o1o.

	14	� Bakay et al. 1966; Bakay et al. 197o; Éri et al. 
1969; Dax et al. 1972.

	15	� Süttő-Nagysánctető, Veszprém-Várhegy, 
Somogyvár-Kupavárhegy, Harc-Várhegy, 
Kölesd-Csonthegy, Dunaszekcső-Várhegy: 
e. g. Honti 1994; Kovács 1994; Kiss 2o12.

ological phases, especially in the case of field surveys. Thus, 
only tendencies can be delineated in a few better studied 
microregions in Hungary.

According to the results of systematic surveys in Békés 
County (SE Hungary), in the Körös River region the size of a 
few settlements increased in the MBA Gyulavarsánd (Oto-
mani II) period, compared to the Ottomány (Otomani I) 
period at the end of the EBA. At the same time the number of 
sites increased by 24 %13. The situation could be examined 
in more detail in the Eriu Valley and the Carei Plain (NW 
Romania), where the number of settlements increased signif
icantly during the MBA, but decreased in its final, Koszider 
Period (Molnár/Imecs 2oo6, Pl. 4; 6; 8; for dates see Németi/
Molnár 2oo2, 32–33).

In central Hungary, in the valley of the Benta, a tributary 
of the Danube, within a 5o km2 microregion, the increase of 
the size of a few sites can be demonstrated in the MBA; e. g. 
the tell settlement of Százhalombatta-Földvár increased 
from 2 ha in the EBA Nagyrév period to 5,5 ha. Here the cen-
tral settlements are 5,5–12 ha large, while the smaller ones 
are 2–3 ha large. At the same time, the number of settle-
ments doubled (five in the Nagyrév period, 13 in the MBA 
Vatya period; Artursson 2o1o; Earle/Kolb 2o1o). A similar 
increase in the number and size of settlements could be 
observed on the left bank of the Danube as well during pre
liminary surveys in the Kakucs region (Szeverényi/Kulcsár 
2o12).

In the distribution area of Transdanubian Encrusted Ware 
we can also see an increase in the number of sites: based on 
the results of systematic surveys in Veszprém County (west 
Hungary), 23 EBA Kisapostag period and 52 MBA Encrusted 
Ware period settlements are known14. We have much less 
information on the changes in the size of the sites. At Kapos-

vár, Route 61, Site 1 a 1,5 ha large area was excavated where 
3o features belonged to the Kisapostag period, while 18o to 
the Encrusted Ware period (Kiss/Somogyi 2oo4). At the 
same time, of the 9 fortified hilltop sites known from the 
classical MBA phase only six were still inhabited in the Ko- 
szider Period15.

An opposite dynamic can be observed in the Borsod Plain 
(northeast Hungary), where the MBA settlement network 
with Füzesabony style material (RB A2) was much sparser 
than the precedent network characterized with Hatvan style 
material (RB A1: P. Fischl/Rebenda 2o1o, Fig. 2; P. Fischl/
Rebenda 2o12). Around the end of RB A2 and within the 
Koszider Period we cannot refine further this picture. Most 
MBA tell settlements (e. g. Ároktő) can be placed to the clas-
sic phase of the period, and it seems that not many remain 
occupied in the Koszider Period, as opposed to the appear
ance of Streda nad Bodrogom type material in the Bodrog-
köz area to the northeast (e. g. Nagyrozvágy). It is conceiv
able, however, that in this region other ceramic forms are 
characteristic for the final phase of Füzesabony type mate-
rial.

Based on the above-described cases it seems that the 
increase of the size and number of settlements in the MBA 
indicates demographic growth. In the final phase of the 
MBA beside the lower number of continuing settlements we 
can also count with the foundation of new ones, thus it is 
hard to determine whether we can actually observe settle-
ment nucleation, which would indicate the movement of 
people into the larger centres and the presence of centralized 
chiefdoms (Earle/Kolb 2o1o, 69–78). The picture is further 
refined by other data indicating a restructuring of settled 
areas, e. g. the depopulation of the Körösszög region in the 
southeast, or the settlement of the piedmonts of mid-altitude 
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Fig. 4  Koszider style pottery. 1 Túrkeve-Terehalom; 2 Csanytelek; 3–4 Buják; 5 Százhalombatta-Földvár.
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	16	� Ecsedy et al. 1982; Jankovich et al. 1989;  
Jankovich et al. 1998.

	17	� Bakay et al. 1966; Éri et al. 1969; Torma 1969, 
98 and Fig. 1, 3–4; Bakay et al. 197o; Dax  
et al. 1972.

mountains (a movement towards higher areas or towards 
copper sources? Comp. Duffy 2o1o; P. Fischl/Reményi 2o13). 
Nevertheless, obvious differences certainly existed between 
the often fortified, multilayered, densely inhabited tell sett-
lements and smaller and larger open settlements, that may 
reflect significant social differentiation in terms of access to 
wealth, social status and ritual knowledge. These differ
ences seem to have reached their peak during the final phase 
of the MBA, around 16oo–15oo/145o B. C.

At the beginning of the LBA the number of settlements 
in all the above-mentioned regions is lower than in the pre
vious phase. In southeast Hungary, according to the results 
of the survey in Békés County, we have 13 sites with Tumu-
lus Grave and five with Hajdúbagos (Otomani IV/Cehăluţ) 

type material, which indicates a strong population decrease 
after the Koszider Period16. A survey in 1999–2ooo in the 
vicinity of Kelebia in the southern Great Hungarian Plain 
identified 27 MBA settlements, while the number of Tumu-
lus Grave period sites was only two (Sánta 2o1o).

In Veszprém County (west Hungary) we have data on 25 
Tumulus Grave Period sites, which is also a significant de- 
crease compared to the 52 MBA settlements17. In the Little 
Balaton area we can also detect a fall in the number of sites: 
after 15 MBA settlements only three remain in the early 
phase of the LBA (Kiss/Kulcsár 2oo7).

At the same time there are areas that were inhabited for 
the first time in this phase. During the systematic survey of 
the vicinity of the village of Zákányszék (5ooo ha) near Sze-
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Fig. 5  Koszider type metal finds. 1–4 Dunaújváros-Dunadűlő, Grave 854a; 5–7 Győr-Ménfőcsanak, Grave 1o6o; 8 Dunaújváros-Kosziderpadlás, Hoard 
III; 9 Letkés. 
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	18	� E.g. Százhalombatta-Földvár: 5 m × (?) 
1o–11 m; Túrkeve-Terehalom: 6 m × 11,6 m; 
Mošorin-Feudvar: 5 m × 9,5 m): Csányi/Tár-
noki 1992; Csányi/Tárnoki 2o13; P. Fischl 
2oo6, 147–148; Hänsel/Medović 2oo4; 
Sørensen 2o1o; Vicze 2o13.

	19	� E.g. Kóny: 4–7 m × 8–1o m; Domaszék: 3,5 m 
× 7 m; Gelsesziget: 1o m × 2o m; Dunakeszi-
Székesdűlő: 5–7 m × 16–23 m; Óföldeák-
Gencshát: 8 m × 25–3o m: M. Egry 2oo2; Hor-
váth et al. 2oo3, 8–9; Bondár/Kiss 2oo7, 12; 
Sánta 2oo9; Sánta 2o1o, 515–516; Kiss 2o11.

	2o	� See Vörös 1998–1999; Bökönyi 1992; 
Choyke/Bartosiewicz 1999/2ooo; Gyulai 
2o1o; Vretemark 2o1o.

ged in southeast Hungary, only very few possibly MBA 
sherds were found. From the Early Tumulus Grave Period 
on, however, ten smaller or larger hamlets were discovered. 
Among these, the size of Zákányszék-Homokkultúra 
MGTSZ, dated to RB B–C1, is ca. 5 ha, with a number of 
much smaller find scatters in its vicinity that were not larger 
than ca. 1o m in diameter (Sánta 2oo4, 54; 57 Fig. 1; Sánta 
2o1o, 523 Fig. 6). Based on these, early LBA communities 
appeared in the southeastern part of the sand dunes of the 
Kiskunság region, which remained uninhabited during the 
MBA (V. Szabó 1999, 62–63; Sánta 2oo9, 267). The size of the 
settlement at Domaszék-Börcsök-tanya is also larger than 
2 ha, although here the occupied area seems to have shifted 
horizontally during the RB B–C1 periods (Sánta 2oo9).

In the Tumulus Grave Period, the new settlement patterns 
without signs of long-term occupation seem to reflect a dif
ferent social and economic organization, a different perspec-
tive on the landscape and probably a different legitimization 
of power. Obvious major centres like tells and hilltop sites 
disappear, and give way to a network of open settlements. 
Some differences between their sizes do exist that may indi-
cate social differences as well. Generally we are faced with a 
more decentralized network of polities, possibly without 
high-ranking chiefs achieving large-scale political integra-
tion (Kristiansen 1998; Kristiansen 2oo7).

Another important source of information regarding set
tlement structure and social changes are changes in house 
sizes. At the tell settlements of the Great Hungarian Plain 
house sizes fluctuate between 5o m2 and 7o m2 and houses 

usually have two rooms18. From Transdanubia, from the dis-
tribution area of Encrusted Ware we know the remains of 
similar above-ground, timber-framed houses (e. g. Dör, Vesz-
prém-Kádárta; Kiss 2o12).

Although data on house sizes remains insufficient, it 
seems that there is a change from a uniform pattern in the 
MBA to variability in the early LBA. While there does not 
seem to be much difference in average house sizes, early and 
classical Tumulus Period buildings seem to show more vari-
ety19. This may reflect a change from the more structured 
social space of the tell settlements, where apparently social 
differences were not communicated through differences in 
house sizes, or perhaps the more decentralized polities used 
larger, communal buildings as well.

The internal chronology of the settlement patterns of the 
LBA Tumulus Grave Period still requires more elaboration 
(Csányi 2oo3; Sánta 2o1o). The open settlements with early 
Tumulus Grave type material that appeared at the end of the 
MBA seem to complement the already existing settlement 
pattern, first in western Transdanubia and in the southern 
part of the Great Hungarian Plain. Archaeobotanical and 
archaeozoological studies that investigate lifestyle and sub-
sistence20 do not indicate major changes which contradicts 
the topos of the »pastoralist Tumulus Grave Culture«, al- 
though the available evidence may not be adequate for a prop- 
er comparative study. While some tendencies certainly show 
this direction, the difference between the MBA and LBA settle
ment and subsistence pattern may not be as clear cut as previ-
ously suggested (e. g. Kristiansen 1998, 376–384; 412 Fig. 224).
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R_Date Toszeg, Bln-1923, 3490+/-45 B.P.

R_Date Jaszdozsa, Bln-1847, 3469+/-50 B.P.

R_Date Jaszdozsa, Bln-1846, 3450+/-58 B.P.

R_Date Jaszdozsa, Bln-1850, 3330+/-50 B.P.

R_Date Jaszdozsa, Bln-1620, 3240+/-55 B.P.

R_Date Nagydem, Deb-1999, 3450+/-60 B.P.

R_Date Nagydem, Deb-2021, 3470+/-60 B.P.

R_Date Vcelince, Bln-5559, 3328+/-30 B.P.

R_Date Mende, Bln-1942, 3280+/-45 B.P.

R_Date Dunaujvaros, GrN-1944, 3270+/-50 B.P.

R_Date Szazhalombatta, GrN-1941, 3265+/-60 B.P.

R_Date Fuzesabony, Bln-1904, 3450+/-55 B.P.

R_Date Fuzesabony, Bln-1905, 3420+/-50 B.P.

Fig. 6  Calibrated radiocarbon dates from Koszi-
der Period and Early Tumulus Grave Period con-
texts. 
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	21	� Stuchlík 1992; Neugebauer 1994;  
Bátora 2oo4.

Burial rites

During the Early and Middle Bronze Age among communi-
ties using the same ceramic styles, burial rites do seem to be 
more or less uniform: cremation is characteristically associ
ated with the distribution areas of the Vatya, Hatvan and 
Transdanubian Encrusted Ware styles, while inhumation is 
dominant in the areas associated with Füzesabony (Oto-
mani II) and Maros styles. However, it can be observed that 
in certain periods and areas a larger variety of burial rites 
occurs (e. g. Gyulavarsánd/Otomani II–III: inhumations, 
urn graves and scattered cremation burials). In the Koszider 
Period, burial rites become more varied even in communi-
ties previously characterized by a uniform rite, and biritual 
cemeteries become more frequent. In the Kelebia and Csany
telek cemeteries, characterized with Late Vatya style ceram
ics, inhumation burials also occur (Lőrinczy/Trogmayer 
1995), and in the distribution area of the Füzesabony style 
previously unknown cremations appear as well (e. g. at Pol-
gár-Kenderföld, Streda nad Bodrogom). Although the treat-
ment of the body changed, the practice of providing grave-

goods continued in the same manner: e. g. in the cemetery of 
Streda nad Bodrogom the position of vessels in cremation 
burials is identical to that in inhumation burials (Sørensen/
Rebay-Salisbury 2oo8, 56 Fig. 4).

In the Tumulus Grave Period a new element, the burial 
mound appears. Its occurrence in the Carpathian Basin was 
connected to the immigration of the »Tumulus Grave people« 
from southern Germany (Mozsolics 1957; Bóna 1958). How
ever, based on the most recent data on the earliest appear
ance of mounds (e. g. at Borotice, Franzhausen and Jelšovce) 
it seems that this burial rite –  together with the use of a spec
ific ceramic style  – spread from the area of modern-day west
ern Slovakia, Austria, and Moravia to the east (Svätý Peter/
Dolný Peter/Alsószentpéter) and west21.

The Middle Bronze Age cemeteries with their graves 
richly furnished with jewellery in female burials and weap
ons in the male ones (e. g. Mokrin, Battonya, Hernádkak) 
seem to indicate a more stratified society (e. g. Bösel 2oo8; 
see however O’Shea 1996). The warrior graves of the early 
and classic Tumulus Grave Period (e. g. Letkés: Bóna 1975; 
Kovács 1996) may indicate a continuity with this pattern, 
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Fig. 7  Bronze Age sites mentioned in the text (black dots Middle Bronze 
Age; circles Tumulus Grave Period; black dot with circle both periods).  
1 Alpár; 2 Ároktő; 3 Bakonszeg; 4 Baracs; 5 Battonya; 6 Bölcske; 7 Boro
tice; 8 Carei/Nagykároly; 9 Csanytelek; 1o Dunaszekcső; 11 Dunaújváros; 
12 Franzhausen; 13 Gomba; 14 Harc; 15 Hernádkak; 16 Jászdózsa;  
17 Jelšovce; 18 Kaposvár; 19 Kelebia; 2o Košice-Barca/Kassa-Bárca;  
21 Kölesd; 22 Mende; 23 Mokrin; 24 Mošorin/Mozsor; 25 Nagykőrös;  

26 Nižná Myšľa/Alsómislye; 27 Pecica/Pécska; 28 Polgár-Kiscsőszhalom; 
29 Sălacea/Szalacs; 3o Solymár; 31 Somogyvár; 32 Süttő; 33 Százhalom-
batta; 34 Tiszafüred; 35 Tószeg; 36 Túrkeve; 37 Včelince/Méhi; 38 Vesz
prém; 39 Domaszék; 4o Dunakeszi; 41 Gelsesziget; 42 Kóny; 43 Letkés;  
44 Nagydém; 45 Németbánya; 46 Óföldeák; 47 Ordacsehi; 48 Svätý Peter/
Dolný Peter/Alsószentpéter; 49 Tápé; 5o Zákányszék.
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	22	� Kovács 1981; V. Szabó 1999; Csányi 2oo3.
	23	� Farkas 1976; Szathmáry 1988; Hajdu 2o12.

	24	� Mozsolics 1967; Bóna 1975; Honti/Kiss 
1999–2ooo; Honti/Kiss 2o13;  
Polányi 2oo8.

beside the transformation of the burial tradition (Blischke 
2oo2). However, in the somewhat later Tápé cemetery the 
burials seem to be more uniform, indicating a change 
perhaps towards a more egalitarian social structure (Bösel 
2oo8).

Based on the physical anthropological analysis of skeletal 
material from some of the cemeteries, mostly an internal 
restructuring can be observed in the Koszider Period. There 
is only limited evidence pointing to the income of new 
human groups from the west/northwest, and the hetero-
geneity of the LBA population of the Tumulus Grave area 
was certainly significant. The results of physical anthropolog
ical analyses seem to support the view based on the archae
ological material that the continuity of the population was 
considerable and MBA groups contributed to a great extent 
to the development of the LBA ones22. The regional hetero-
geneity of the physical anthropological make-up of Tumulus 
Grave Period communities is probably a result of this23.

Metallurgy and metal depositions

The Carpathian Basin was an important metallurgical cen-
tre throughout the Bronze Age with important copper and 
gold resources in Transylvania and eastern Slovakia. After 
the relative poverty of metal objects in the Late Copper Age, 
production seems to increase again in the mid third millen-
nium B. C., as shown primarily by the manufacture of shaft-
hole axes and a few jewellery and tool types. The number of 
»stray finds« that can be interpreted as single-item deposi-
tions is rather large, especially in the case of shaft-hole axes. 
There seems to be a hiatus in hoarding practices during the 
final phase of the EBA and the beginning of the MBA, and 
the small amount of known metal objects –  primarily jewel-
lery, rarely weapons or tools  – mostly come from graves.

During the MBA the quantity, quality and variety of 
metal finds increased significantly. After 2ooo B. C. classic 
4–1o % tin bronzes became common (Liversage 1994, 
77–78). From the classic phase of the period the number of 
hoards also increased, which however was not accompanied 
by the disappearance or lack of metal in graves. Between ca. 
18oo B. C. and 16oo B. C. we can distinguish two large groups 
of hoards both geographically and regarding their composi-
tion. The area west of the Danube is characterized by the so-
called Tolnanémedi type hoards, in which mostly jewellery, 
especially various types of pendants dominate, while weap
ons, tools and gold objects are rather rare24. The jewellery 
types in the hoards are identical to those known from  
graves. All this may indicate a less dominant role of the war-
rior elite than observed in the eastern part of the basin.

Hajdúsámson type hoards are known primarily east of 
the Danube in the Tisza region and western Transylvania 
(Mozsolics 1967; David 2oo2) and are characterized more by 
weapons and gold objects; indeed, there are quite a few 
depositions that contain exclusively these classes of objects, 
and mixed hoards containing tools and jewellery as well are 

rarer (Polányi 2oo8). The weapons are usually richly deco
rated with engraved spiral and geometric motifs, which we 
may interpret as the increased material and symbolic elabo-
ration of a warrior elite identity. Some of the weapon hoards 
contain only one or two items, which may represent the 
weapon set of a leading warrior, while others contain nu- 
merous weapons. These may be connected to rituals involv
ing groups of warriors, for example the creation of alliances 
or the deposition of weapons after victorious battles.

In the Koszider Period the composition of hoards changes: 
the ratio of objects of the various classes (weapons, tools, 
jewellery, and gold objects) becomes even, as seen primarily 
in the increase of the frequency of tools (axes and sickles). 
Mixed hoards containing more classes of objects become 
more common, although hoards containing exclusively 
weapons and jewellery are also attested (Szeverényi 2oo8). 
The number of objects related to metallurgy increases as 
well: these include mostly scrap metal and wires collected to 
be re-melted, so-called tongue-shaped ingots and bronze 
lumps (Polányi 2oo8). Pieces or beads of amber now often 
accompany metal objects in the hoards as well. It is in this 
phase, when fragmentary objects make their appearance in 
hoards, whose interpretation (ritual ecstasy, prevention of 
profane use, re-use as scrap metal) remains questionable 
(e. g. Nebelsick 1997; Hansen 2oo5). Some regional differ
ences between east and west can perhaps be detected in this 
phase as well, since hoards with weapons are somewhat 
more frequent east of the Danube, but this borderline is not 
very sharp. An important change is that the objects of the 
Koszider Period seem to have been manufactured from a dif-
ferent and uniform raw material (Schubert/Schubert 1967; 
Liversage 1994). At present it is not clear whether the new 
raw material can be explained by the use of a new source of 
copper or the change towards uniformity of metallurgical 
techniques. Compared to the previous period the number of 
bronze hoards generally increases, which may indicate a 
wider access to rituals resulting in the deposition of the 
hoards.

At the beginning of the LBA, in the Tumulus Grave 
Period, depositional practices show great differences be- 
tween the eastern and western parts of the Carpathian 
Basin. In the east, especially in the northeast and in Transyl-
vania, most of the metallurgical products were deposited in 
the so-called Forró and Ópályi type hoards. Mixed hoards 
dominate, the combination of weapons and jewellery is com-
mon, especially of shaft-hole or shaft-tube axes and hand-
guard spirals. Among weapons axes remain the most fre-
quent, and the number of swords and spears remains low 
(Mozsolics 1973). These latter characteristics regarding 
hoard composition indicate strong continuity with the MBA. 
In the weapon hoards of the following phases, swords and 
spears were to play the leading role, which indicates signifi-
cant changes, among others, in the style of warfare. As op- 
posed to the hoards of the eastern Carpathian Basin, metal
lurgical products are usually deposited in graves in western 
Hungary (Kőszegi 1988), thus wealth is withdrawn from cir-
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	25	� E. g. Bóna 1975; Kiss 1998; Kiss 2oo2.
	26	� Kreiter 2oo7; Michelaki 2oo8; Earle et al. 

2o11.
	27	� Papalas 2oo8; Duffy 2o1o; O’Shea 2o11.  

See also Bátora 2oo9 for fortified settlements 
in Slovakia.

	28	� Sprincz/Beck 1981; Bátora 1995; Horváth 

1998–1999; Marková 2oo3; Sprincz 2oo3; 
Czebreszuk 2oo7; Kneisel/Müller 2o11.

	29	� Kull 1989; Kristiansen/Larsson 2oo5; David 
2oo7.

	3o	� Hänsel 1982; Bouzek 1985; Kristiansen/ 
Larsson 2oo5; see however Dietrich/ 
Dietrich 2o11.

	31	� Wels-Weyrauch 1989; Jockenhövel 1991;  
Bergerbrant 2oo5.

	32	� Sherratt 1993; Kristiansen 1998;  
Kristiansen/Larsson 2oo5.

	33	� Harding/Hughes-Brock 1974; Barfield 1991; 
Gerloff 1993; Sherratt 1993; Maran 2oo4.

culation through a different social practice. This may indi-
cate a different way of the construction of social statuses and 
roles, and may point towards the more individualistic use of 
wealth items as opposed to the more group-oriented hoard
ing practices.

Exchange networks

The position of the communities of the Carpathian Basin 
within communication and exchange networks is deter
mined to a great degree by the Danube, which cuts through 
the basin first in a west-east, and then north-south direction. 
The river was one of the main arteries of communication 
connecting central Europe with the Black Sea area. Other 
routes are provided by the larger tributaries of the Danube 
and the Tisza (Dráva/Drava, Száva/Sava, Berettyó, Körös/
Criş, Maros/Mureş, Hernád/Hornad, etc.), which create a 
web in the basin and its immediate surroundings. The 
importance of the rivers as routes is highlighted by the fact 
that most tell settlements and hilltop sites are located along 
these rivers, proving the »strikingly riverine orientation« 
(Sherratt 1993) of the communities living here (see also 
O’Shea 2o11). The passes through the Carpathian Mountains 
provided connections with the area beyond the basin, and 
further routes probably followed other rivers: the Danube to 
the west, the Elbe, the Oder and the Vistula to the north to 
the Baltic and North Sea, and the Danube, the Morava and 
the Vardar to the south, towards the Aegean Sea. As a conse-
quence of its location, the Carpathian Basin formed a periph
ery of the central European, Aegean and steppe interaction 
zones (Fig. 8a).

In the classical phase of the MBA the regions within the 
Carpathian Basin were connected by multiple and complex 
exchange networks as indicated by non-local ceramic 
finds25. Despite these exchanged objects, studies on ceramic 
technology in various microregions have shown that the ves-
sels were everywhere made locally, and although some form 
of specialization may have existed, no significant extent of 
exchange or movement of pottery can be detected within a 
microregion26. In some microregions local metallurgical 
activity is also certain: according to the latest research, 
bronze working and considerable local technological experi-
mentation was carried out at even small hamlets in the 
Körös and Maros regions27. Raw materials, especially copper 
and gold were available in the nearby mountains (Carpa
thians, Apuseni Mountains), while the origin of tin remains 
uncertain. Other important regionally available raw mate
rials were timber and salt (Dietrich 2o1o; Kiss 2o11a).

Beside local production, bronze prestige objects seem to 
have travelled much longer distances. Certain products of 
the workshops of the eastern Carpathian Basin and Transyl-
vania, for example the Hajdúsámson-Apa type swords –  or 

their imitations  – reached central and northern Europe 
(Vandkilde 1996; Fischl 2o12). After sporadic 3rd mil
lennium B. C. antecedents (Czebreszuk 2oo3) Baltic amber 
reached the Carpathian Basin in increasingly larger 
amounts28. It seems, however, that it was rarely transported 
to areas further to the south, to the Balkans at this time 
(Palavestra 2oo7).

The extent and significance of the connections towards 
the south and southeast (the Aegean and Anatolia) remain 
debated to this day. The best and chronologically correct par-
allels of bone and antler horse gear decorated with compass-
drawn spiral motifs in the Carpathian Basin are known 
from Anatolia, e. g. Kültepe/Kaneš29. Both the route along 
the Danube to the Black Sea and the southern route along 
the Morava and Vardar rivers were probably significant, 
possibly towards Troy in both cases (Sherratt 1993). Some 
researchers assume unidirectional contacts from Minoan 
Crete as well (Furmánek 1997; Kristiansen/Larsson 2oo5). 
These connections may also be integrated with contacts 
towards the steppe, as indicated by the spread of socketed 
spearheads and various horse-gear (Fig. 8b; Sherratt 1993; 
O’Shea 2o11).

In the Koszider Period the changes in central Europe and 
the Carpathian Basin were somewhat out of rhythm, which 
is visible in the transformations of long distance contacts as 
well. In the eastern part of the Carpathian Basin the previ-
ous phase develops continuously into the next, and some of 
the southern and southeastern contacts also remain active. 
Spiral decorated objects from the Shaft Graves of Mycenae 
may be a testimony of these30, just like the Mycenaean type 
rapiers that appear in the eastern Balkans and the south
eastern fringes of the Carpathian Basin, whose date in lack 
of proper contexts remains uncertain (see e. g. Bader 199o). 
Northern contacts remain significant, as indicated by the 
wider distribution in the north of weapon types previously 
characteristic of the Carpathian Basin (various axes, swords, 
etc.) (Fig. 8c). At the same time the western part of the Carpa-
thian Basin, together with the other regions of the western 
part of central Europe, gradually became integrated into the 
Tumulus Grave network. In opposition of the earlier north
west-southeast axis of communication along the Danube a 
new N-S oriented series of links was formed between local 
communities, connected by regular exchange and alliances 
based on intermarriage31, which connected northern and 
central Europe, and the eastern Mediterranean via Italy32. It 
was probably this network that connected Wessex II, Tumu-
lus Grave communities and the early Mycenaeans, as shown 
by the distribution of Baltic amber, especially the perforated 
spacers and gold-bound amber objects33. From these connec-
tions, however, the Carpathian Basin is left out (Fig. 8d), and 
most of the previously so emphatic »Mycenaean connec-
tion« proves to be a myth due to both chronology (Raczky et 
al. 1992) and the lack of convincing material evidence.
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Fig. 8  Changes of interregional interaction between bronzeworking foci between 18oo B. C. and 14oo B. C. a location key; b 18oo–16oo B. C.;  
c 16oo–145o B. C.; d 145o–14oo B. C.
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Environmental change

Based on the research on Holocene climate (Kordos 1977), 
the environmental archaeological interpretation of the 
results and on new data we may establish that the Carpa-
thian Basin shows a mosaic patterning in terms of climatic 
zones (Fig. 3; Sümegi/Bodor 2ooo; Sümegi/Bodor 2oo5). 
These data suggest that in the central part of the Carpathian 
Basin both Mediterranean and continental climate had an 
effect in the 3rd and 2nd millennia B. C. Regional and micro-
regional characteristics seem to have determined to a great 
extent the way the landscape was used.

It is an important observation that the sub-phases of the 
Sub-Boreal climatic phase coincide with the chronological 
phases of the Bronze Age. The cooler and wetter climate of 
the early Sub-Boreal –  coeval with the Early Bronze Age  – 
was replaced by a warmer and more favourable climate be- 
tween 2ooo B. C. and 15oo/145o B. C., in the middle Sub-
Boreal phase, which may have induced economic growth. 
The abundant resources exploited through intensive 
methods induced a demographic growth, as indicated by the 
above-mentioned increase of the size and number of settle-
ments until the end of the Middle Bronze Age, and at the 
same time the appearance of cemeteries with hundreds of 
graves (Reményi 2oo5).

The beginning of the late Sub-Boreal period (ca. 15oo/145o 
B. C., the beginning of the Hungarian Late Bronze Age, cen-
tral European RB C1) brought again climatic deterioration 
that may have caused a decrease in productivity, which in- 
duced stress in societies. In addition to this, demographic 
growth led to extensive agricultural methods that caused a 
decrease in, and eventually the running out of, the abundant 
resources. As a consequence of the increase of precipitation, 

pasture for grazing animals had to shift from lower lying 
areas to those previously used as arable land. These transfor-
mations of economic structure made necessary the forma-
tion of a new economic strategy. A cooler climate may also 
have set off smaller movements of people, since it created an 
environment in the Carpathian Basin that fitted well the 
populations previously occupying the western part of cen-
tral Europe (Reményi 2oo5; Sümegi/Bodor 2oo5).

Conclusion

Around 2ooo B. C. the centre of the west and central Euro-
pean interaction sphere was the Aunjetitz area. As a conse-
quence of the economic growth at least partly due to favour
able environmental changes this centre shifted to the Upper 
Tisza region and Transylvania between 18oo B. C. and 16oo 
B. C. Settlement data indicate a gradual demographic growth, 
but some restructuring occurred as well. Some tell settle-
ments were abandoned already before the Koszider Period, 
at other sites habitation continued, and at a few places new 
settlements were established as well. Thus change was grad
ual, although its most salient element was the abandonment 
of the tell settlements at the end of the period, which does 
provide a break between the Middle and Late Bronze Age. At 
the end of this transformation a new network of communi-
ties emerged. Thus, the changes around 16oo B. C. were part 
of a continuous process of development and transformation, 
and represent the apex of the consolidated economic, social 
and ritual organization of Middle Bronze Age communities. 
A radical restructuring can be observed only ca. 15o years 
later, with the expansion of the Tumulus Grave network in 
the Carpathian Basin.



Tagungen des L andesmuseums für Vorgeschichte Halle • Band 9 • 2013

367Tr ansformat ions in the Carpathian Bas in around 160 0 B .  C .

Bibliography

Artursson 2o1o
	� M. Artrusson, Settlement Structure and Orga-

nisation. In: T. Earle/K. Kristiansen (eds.), 
Organizing Bronze Age Societies. The Medi-
terranean, Central Europe, and Scandinavia 
Compared (Cambridge 2o1o) 57–86.

Bader 199o 
	� T. Bader, Bemerkungen über die ägäischen 

Einflüsse auf die alt- und mittelbronzezeit
liche Entwicklung im Donau-Karpatenraum. 
In: T. Bader (ed.), Orientalisch-Ägäische Ein-
flüsse in der europäischen Bronzezeit. Monogr. 
RGZM 15 (Bonn 199o) 181–2o5.

Bakay et al. 1966
	� K. Bakay/N. Kalicz/K. Sági, Veszprém megye 

régészeti topográfiája. A keszthelyi és tapolcai 
járás. Magyarország Régészeti Topográfiája 
[Archaeological Topography of Hungary] 1 
(Budapest 1966).

Bakay et al. 197o
	� K. Bakay/N. Kalicz/K. Sági, Veszprém megye 

régészeti topográfi ája. A devecseri és sümegi 
járás. Magyarország Régészeti Topográfiája 
[Archaeological Topography of Hungary] 3 
(Budapest 197o).

Barfield 1991
	� L. H. Barfield, Wessex with and without  

Mycenae: new evidence from Switzerland. 
Antiquity 65, 1991, 1o2–1o7.

Bátora 1995
	� J. Bátora, Fayence und Bernstein im nörd

lichen Karpatenraum während der Frühbron-
zezeit. In: B. Hänsel (ed.), Handel, Tausch und 
Verkehr im bronze- und früheisenzeitlichen 
Südosteuropa. Südosteuropa Schr. 17 =  
Prähist. Arch. Südosteuropa 11 (München, 
Berlin 1995) 187–196.

Bátora 2oo4
	� J. Bátora, Die Anfänge der Hügelbestattungen 

in der Mittelbronzezeit im mittleren Donau
gebiet. In: J. Bátora/V. Furmánek/L. Veliačik 
(eds.), Einflüsse und Kontakte alteuropäischer 
Kulturen. Festschr. für Jozef Vladár zum 7o. 
Geburtstag (Nitra 2oo4) 241–253.

Bátora 2oo9
	� J. Bátora, Metallurgy and Early Bronze Age 

Fortified Settlements in Slovakia. Slovenska 
Arch. 57,2, 2oo9, 195–219.

Benkovsky-Pivovarová 1996
	� Z. Benkovsky-Pivovarová, Zu Erkennungs-

möglichkeiten von Migrationen am Beginn 
der mittleren Bronzezeit im mittleren Donau-
raum. Arch. Austriaca 8o, 1996, 157–164.

Bergerbrant 2oo5
	� S. Bergerbrant, Female Interaction during the 

Early and Middle Bronze Age Europe, with 
special Focus on Bronze Tubes. In: T. Hjorung-
dal (ed.), Gender Locales and Local Genders  
in Archaeology. BAR Internat. Ser. 1425 
(Oxford 2oo5) 13–23.

Blischke 2oo2
	� J. Blischke, Gräberfelder als Spiegel der histo

rischen Entwicklung während der mittleren 
Bronzezeit im mittleren Donaugebiet. Univ-
forsch. Prähist. Arch. 8o (Bonn 2oo2).

Bóna 1958
	� I. Bóna, Die Chronologie der Hortfunde vom 

Koszider Typus. Acta Arch. Acad. Scien.  
Hungaricae 9, 1958, 213–243.

Bóna 1975
	� I. Bóna, Die mittlere Bronzezeit Ungarns und 

ihre südöstlichen Beziehungen. Arch. Hun
garica 49, Budapest 1975.

Bóna 1992
	� I. Bóna, Bronzezeitliche Tell-Kulturen in 

Ungarn. In: W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit 

in Ungarn. Forschungen in Tell-Siedlungen  
an Donau und Theiß. Ausstellungskat.  
(Frankfurt a. Main 1992) 9–39.

Bóna 1992a
	� I. Bóna, Bronzeguss und Metallbearbeitung 

bis zum Ende der mittleren Bronzezeit. In:  
W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit in Ungarn. 
Forschungen in Tell-Siedlungen an Donau 
und Theiß. Ausstellungskat. (Frankfurt  
a. Main 1992) 48–65.

Bondár/Kiss 2oo7
	� M. Bondár/V. Kiss, Copper Age and Bronze 

Age settlement patterns in the Hahót Basin. 
In: Cs. Zatykó/I. Juhász/P. Sümegi (eds), Envi-
ronmental Archaeology in Transdanubia. 
Varia Arch. Hungarica 2o (Budapest 2oo7) 
197–214.

Bouzek 1985
	� J. Bouzek, The Aegean, Anatolia and Europe. 

Cultural Interrelations in the Second Millen-
nium B. C. Stud. Mediterranean Arch. 29 
(Göteborg 1985).

Bökönyi 1992
	� S. Bökönyi, Jagd und Tierzucht. In: W. Meier-

Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit in Ungarn. Forschun-
gen in Tell-Siedlungen an Donau und Theiß. 
Ausstellungskat. (Frankfurt a. Main 1992) 
69–72.

Bösel 2oo8
	� M. Bösel, Wandel durch Bronze? – Verglei-

chende Untersuchung sozialer Strukturen  
auf früh- und mittelbronzezeitlichen Gräber-
feldern im Theißgebiet. Prähist. Zeitschr. 83,1, 
2oo8, 45–1o8.

Chapman 1999
	� J. Chapman, Burning the ancestors: deliberate 

housefiring in Balkan prehistory. In: 
A. Gustafsson/H. Karlsson (eds.), Glyfer och 
arkeologiska rum – en vänbok till Jarl Nord-
bladh. Gotarc Ser. A3 (Göteborg 1999) 113–126.

Choyke/Bartosiewicz 1999/2ooo
	� A. M. Choyke/L. Bartosiewicz, Bronze Age ani-

mal exploitation on the Central Great Hun
garian Plain. Acta Arch. Acad. Scien. Hun
garicae 51, 1999/2ooo (2ooo) 43–7o.

Csányi 2oo3
	� M. Csányi, The Tumulus culture: invaders 

from the west. In: Zs. Visy (ed.), Hungarian 
Archeology at the Turn of the Millennium 
(Budapest 2oo3) 161–163.

Csányi/Tárnoki 1992
	� M. Csányi/J. Tárnoki, Túrkeve-Terehalom. In: 

W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit in Ungarn. 
Forschungen in Tellsiedlungen an Donau und 
Theiß. Ausstellungskat. (Frankfurt a. Main 
1992) 159–165.

Csányi/Tárnoki 2o13
	� M. Csányi/J. Tárnoki, A Dinner Set from a 

Bronze Age House in Level 2 of the Túrkeve-
Terehalom settlement. In: A. Anders/ 
G. Kulcsár (eds.), Moments in Time. 
Ősrégészeti Tanulmányok. Prehist. Stud. 1 
(Budapest 2o13) 7o7–723.

Czebreszuk 2oo3
	� J. Czebreszuk, Amber on the Threshold of a 

World Career. In: C. W. Beck/I. B. Loze/ 
J. M. Todd (eds), Amber in Archeology. Pro
ceedings of the Fourth International Confe-
rence on Amber in Archaeology, Talsi 2oo1. 
Proc. of the Internat. Conference of Isis Stud. 4  
(Riga 2oo3) 164–179.

Czebreszuk 2oo7
	� J. Czebreszuk, Amber between the Baltic  

and the Aegean in the third and second Mil
lennia BC (An outline of major issues). In: 
I. Galanaki/H. Tomas/Y. Galanakis/ 

R. Laffineur (eds.), Between the Aegaean and 
Baltic Sees: Prehistory across borders: Procee-
dings of the International Conference ›Bronze 
and Early Iron Age Interconnections and  
Contemporary Developments between te 
Aegean and the Region of the Balkan Penin-
sula, Central and Northern Europe‹. Zagreb, 
11–14 April 2oo5. Aegaeum 27 (Liège 2oo7) 
363–37o.

Dani et al. 2oo3
	� J. Dani/M. Sz. Máthé/G. V. Szabó, Ausgrabun-

gen in der bronzezeitlichen Tell-Siedlung und 
im Gräberfeld von Polgár-Kenderföld (Vorbe-
richt über die Freilegung des mittelbronzezeit-
lichen Gräberfeldes von Polgár-Kenderföld, 
Majoros-tanya). In: C. Kacsó (ed.), Bronzezeit
liche Kulturerscheinungen im karpatischen 
Raum. Die Beziehung zu benachbarten Gebie-
ten. Ehrensymposium für Alexandru Vulpe 
zum 7o. Geburtstag. Bibl. Marmatia 2 (Baia 
Mare 2oo3) 93–118.

David 2oo2
	� W. David, Studien zu Ornamentik und Datie-

rung der bronzezeitlichen Depotfundgruppe 
Hajdúsámson-Apa-Ighiel-Zajta. Bibl. Mus. 
Apulensis 18 (Alba Iulia 2oo2).

David 2oo7
	� W. David, Gold and Bone Artefacts as Evi-

dence of Mutual Contact between the Aegean, 
the Carpathian Basin and Southern Germany 
in the Second Millennium BC. In: I. Galanaki/ 
H. Tomas/Y. Galanakis/R. Laffineur (eds),  
Between the Aegaean and Baltic Sees: Pre
history across borders: Proceedings of the 
International Conference ›Bronze and Early 
Iron Age Interconnections and Contemporary 
Developments between the Aegean and the 
Region of the Balkan Peninsula, Central and 
Northern Europe‹. Zagreb, 11–14 April 2oo5. 
Aegaeum 27 (Liège 2oo7) 363–37o.

Dax et al. 1972
	� M. Dax/I. Éri/S. Mithay/Sz. Palágyi/I. Torma, 

Veszprém megye régészeti topográfiája. A 
pápai és zirci járás. Magyarország Régészeti 
Topográfiája [Archaeological Topography of 
Hungary] 4 (Budapest 1972).

Dietrich 2o1o
	� L. Dietrich, Eliten der frühen und mittleren 

Bronzezeit im südöstlichen Karpatenbecken. 
Prähist. Zeitschr. 85,2, 2o1o, 191–2o6.

Dietrich/Dietrich 2o11 
	� L. Dietrich/O. Dietrich, Wietenberg ohne 

Mykene? Gedanken zu Herkunft und Bedeu-
tung der Keramikverzierung der Wieten- 
berg-Kultur. Prähist. Zeitschr. 86, 2o11, 67–84.

Duffy 2o1o
	� P. Duffy, Complexity and Autonomy in Bronze 

Age Europe: Assessing Cultural Developments 
in Eastern Hungary. Unpubl. PhD Thesis Univ. 
Ann Arbor (Ann Arbor 2o1o).

Earle/Kolb 2o1o
	� T. Earle/M. J. Kolb, Regional Settlement Pat-

terns. In: T. Earle/K. Kristiansen (eds.), Orga-
nizing Bronze Age Societies. The Mediter
ranean, Central Europe, and Scandinavia 
Compared (Cambridge 2o1o) 57–86.

Earle/Kristiansen 2o1o
	� T. Earle/K. Kristiansen (eds.), Organizing 

Bronze Age Societies. The Mediterranean, 
Central Europe, and Scandinavia Compared 
(Cambridge 2o1o).

Earle et al. 2o11
	� T. Earle/A. Kreiter/C. Klehm/J. Ferguson/ 

M. Vicze, Bronze Age Ceramic Economy: The 
Benta Valley, Hungary. European Journal 
Arch. 14,3, 2o11, 419–44o.



Tagungen des L andesmuseums für Vorgeschichte Halle • Band 9 • 2013

368 Kl ár a P.  F ischl ,  V ikt ória  K is s ,  G abriell a Kulc sár,  Va jk Sze verény i

Ecsedy et al. 1982
	� I. Ecsedy/L. Kovács/B. Maráz/I. Torma, Békés 

megye régészeti topográfiája IV/1. A szeg-
halmi járás. Magyarország Régészeti Topo
gráfiája [Archaeological Topography of  
Hungary] 6 (Budapest 1982).

M. Egry 2oo2
	� I. M. Egry, Korahalomsíros nép települése a 

Kóny-Barbacsi tóparton (The settlement of a 
people characterised with early mound graves 
at the lake of Kóny-Barbacs). Arrabona 4o, 
2oo2, 9–32.

Egry 2oo4
	� I. Egry, Halomsíros temető Győr-Ménfőcsanak-

Bevásárlóközpont területén (Cemetery of 
Tumulus culture in the territory of the Shop-
ping center of Győr-Ménfőcsanak). In: G. Ilon 
(ed.), MΩMOΣ III. Őskoros Kutatók III. Össze-
jövetelének konferenciakötete (Szombathely 
2oo4) 121–137.

Éri et al. 1969
	� I. Éri/M. Kelemen/P. Németh/I. Torma, Vesz

prém megye régészeti topográfiája. Veszprémi 
járás. Magyarország Régészeti Topográfiája 
[Archaeological Topography of Hungary] 2 
(Budapest 1969).

Farkas 1976
	� Gy. Farkas, Results of the evaluation of pre

historic finds from the South of the Great  
Hungarian Plain. Anthropologie 14,3, 1976, 
227–229.

Fischl 2oo6
	� K. P. Fischl, Ároktö-Dongóhalom bronzkori tell 

telep. Bronzezeitliche Tell-Siedlung in Ároktö-
Dongóhalom. Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén Megye 
Régészeti Emlékei 4 (Miskolc 2oo6).

Fischl 2o12
	� K. P. Fischl, The role of the Hernád valley in 

the settlement structure of the Füzesabony 
Culture. In: M. Jaeger/J. Czebreszuk/P. Fischl 
(eds.), Enclosed Space-Open Society. Contact 
an Exchange in the Context of Bronze Age For-
tified Settlements in Central Europe. Stud. 
Arch. Ostmitteleuropa 9 (Poznań, Bonn 2o12) 
39–51.

Fischl/Rebenda 2o1o
	� K. P. Fischl/J. Rebenda, Gelej-Pincehát tele

pülésstruktúrájának rekonstrukciója (Recon
struction of the Bronze Age settlement pat-
terns at Gelej-Pincehát). A Herman Ottó Múz. 
Évk 49, 2o1o, 45–8o.

Fischl/Rebenda 2o12
	� K. P. Fischl/J. Rebenda, Early Bronze Age (RA1–

A2) settlement structure at the northern part 
of the Great Hungarian Plain. In: P. Anreiter/ 
E. Bánffy/L. Bartosiewicz/W. Meid/C. Metzner-
Nebelsick (eds.), Archaeological, Cultural and 
Linguistic Heritage. Festschrift for Erzsébet 
Jerem in Honour of her 7oth Birthday. Archae
olingua 25 (Budapest 2o12) 487–497.

Fischl/Reményi 2o13
	� K. P. Fischl/L. Reményi, Interpretation Possibi-

lities of the Bronze Age Tell Sites in the Carpa-
thian Basin. In: A. Anders/G. Kulcsár (eds.), 
Moments in Time. Ősrégészeti Tanulmányok. 
Prehist. Stud. 1 (Budapest 2o13)  
725–738.

Furmánek 1997
	� V. Furmánek, Bronzeanhänger als Belege für 

Kontakte des Karpatenbeckens mit dem öst
lichen Mittelmeerraum. In: C. Becker/ 
M.-L. Dunkelmann/C. Metzner-Nebelsick/ 
H. Peter-Röcher/M. Roeder/B. Teržan (Hrsg.), 
Χρόνος. Beiträge zur prähistorischen Archäo-
logie zwischen Nord- und Südosteuropa. Fest-
schrift für Bernard Hänsel. Internat. Arch. 
Stud. honoraria 1 (Epselkamp 1997) 313–324.

Gerloff 1993
	� S. Gerloff, Zu Fragen mittelmeerländischer 

Kontakte und absoluter Chronologie der Früh-

bronzezeit in Mittel- und Westeuropa. Prähist. 
Zeitschr. 68, 1993, 58–1o2.

Gogâltan 2oo2
	� F. Gogâltan, Die Tells der Bronzezeit im Kar

patenbecken. Terminologische Fragen. In: 
A. Rustoiu/A. Ursuţiu (eds.), Interregionale 
und Kulturelle Beziehungen im Karpaten-
raum (2. Jahrtausend v. Chr.–1. Jahrtausend  
n. Chr.). Interferenţe etnice şi culturale în 
mileniile I a. Chr.–I. p. Chr. Ethnische und  
kulturelle Interferenzen im 1. Jahrtausend 
v. Chr.–1. Jahrtausend n. Chr. 4 (Cluj-Napoca 
2oo2) 11–45.

Görsdorf 1992
	� J. Görsdorf, Interpretation der 14C-Datierungen 

im Berliner Labor an Materialien eines Hauses 
von Feudvar bei Mošorin in der Vojvodina. 
Germania 7o,2, 1992, 279–291.

Görsdorf et al. 2oo4
	� J. Görsdorf/K. Marková/V. Furmánek, Some 

new 14C Data to the Bronze Age in the Slovakia. 
Geochronometria. Journal on Methods and 
Applications of Absolute Chronology 23, 2oo4, 
79–91.

Gyulai 2o1o
	� F. Gyulai, Archaeobotany in Hungary. Seed, 

Fruit, Food and Beverage Remains in the Car-
pathian Basin from the Neolithic to the Late 
Middle Ages. Archaeolingua 21 (Budapest 
2o1o).

Hajdu 2o12
	� T. Hajdu, A bronzkori Füzesabony- és 

Halomsíros kultúra népességének biológiai 
rekonstrukciója [Biological reconstruction of 
the population of the Bronze Age Füzesabony 
and Tumulus Grave cultures]. Unpubl. PhD 
Thesis Univ. Budapest (Budapest 2o12).

Hänsel 1968
	� B. Hänsel, Beiträge zur Chronologie der mitt- 

leren Bronzezeit im Karpatenbecken.  
Beiträge zur ur- und frühgeschichtlichen 
Archäologie des Mittelmeer-Kulturraumes 7 
(Bonn 1968).

Hänsel 1982
	� B. Hänsel: Südosteuropa zwischen 16oo und 

1ooo v. Chr. In: B. Hänsel (ed.), Südosteuropa 
zwischen 16oo und 1ooo v. Chr. Prähist. Arch. 
Südosteuropa 1 (Berlin 1982) 1–28.

Hänsel/Medović 2oo4
	� B. Hänsel/P. Medović, Eine Bronzegießerwerk-

statt der Frühen Bronzezeit in Feudvar bei 
Mošorin in der Vojvodina. In: B. Hänsel (ed.), 
Parerga Praehistorica. Jubiläumsschrift zur 
Prähistorischen Archäologie. 15 Jahre UPA. 
Univforsch. Prähist. Arch. 1oo (Bonn 2oo4) 
83–111.

Hansen 2oo5
	� S. Hansen, Über bronzezeitliche Horte in 

Ungarn – Horte als soziale Praxis. In: 
B. Horejs/R. Jung/E. Kaiser/B. Terzan (eds.), 
Interpretationsraum Bronzezeit. Bernhard 
Hänsel von seinen Schülern gewidmet.  
Univforsch. Prähist. Arch. 121 (Bonn 2oo5) 
211–23o.

Harding/Hughes-Brock 1974
	� A. Harding/H. Hughes-Brock, Amber in the 

Mycenaean World. Annu. British School 
Athens 69, 1974, 145–172.

Honti 1994
	� Sz. Honti, Neue Angaben zur Geschichte der 

Kultur der transdanubischen Inkrustierten 
Keramik im Komitat Somogy. Zalai Múz. 5, 
1994, 173–188.

Honti/Kiss 1999–2ooo
	� Sz. Honti/V. Kiss, Neuere Angaben zur Bewer-

tung der Hortfunde vom Typ Tolnanémedi. 
Acta Arch. Acad. Scien. Hungaricae 51,  
1999–2ooo (2ooo) 71–96.

Honti/Kiss 2o13
	� Sz. Honti/V. Kiss, Bronze Hoard from Zalasza-

bar. New Data on the Study of the Tolnané-
medi Horizon – Part 2. In: A. Anders/ 
G. Kulcsár (eds.), Moments in Time. 
Ősrégészeti Tanulmányok. Prehist. Stud. 1 
(Budapest 2o13) 739–755.

Horváth 1998–1999
	� T. Horváth, Contribution to the study of Hun-

garian amber-finds. Savaria-Pars Arch. 24,3, 
1998–1999 (1999) 277–289.

Horváth et al. 2oo3
	� L. A. Horváth/G. Szilas/A. Endrődi/M. A. Hor-

váth, Előzetes jelentés a Dunakeszi, Székes
dűlőn végzett őskori telepásatásról (Vorbe-
richt über die Ausgrabung der urzeitlichen 
Siedlungen von Dunakeszi, Székesdűlő). 
Régészeti Kutatások Magyarországon. Archae
ological Investigations in Hungary 2ooo 
(Budapest 2oo3) 5–19.

Ilon 1996
	� G. Ilon, A késő halomsíros–kora urnamezős 

kultúra temetője és tell települése Németbá-
nya határában (Das Gräberfeld und Tell der 
Späthügelgräber-Frühurnenfelderkultur in 
der Gemarkung Németbánya). Pápai Múz.  
Ért. 6, 1996, 89–2o8.

Ilon 1998–1999
	� G. Ilon, A bronzkori halomsíros kultúra temet-

kezései Nagydém-Középrépáspusztán és a 
hegykői edénydepot (Die Bestattungen der 
bronzezeitlichen Hügelgräberkultur in Nagy-
dém-Középrépáspuszta und das Gefässdepot 
von Hegykő). Savaria-Pars Arch. 24,3, 1998–
1999 (1999) 239–276.

Ilon 2oo5
	� G. Ilon, Houses of the Late Tumulus/Early  

Urnfield culture. Based on the excavations at 
Németbánya. Ősrégészeti Levelek. Prehist. 
Newsletter 7, 2oo5 (2oo7) 135–145.

Jankovich et al. 1989
	� B. D. Jankovich/J. Makkay/B. M. Szőke, Békés 

megye régészeti topográfiája IV/2. A szarvasi 
járás. Magyarország Régészeti Topográfiája 
[Archaeological Topography of Hungary] 8 
(Budapest 1989).

Jankovich et al. 1998
	� B. D. Jankovich/B. P. Medgyesi/E. Nikolin/ 

I. Szathmári/I. Torma, Békés megye régészeti 
topográfiája IV/3. Békés és Békéscsaba körn-
yéke. Magyarország Régészeti Topográfiája 
[Archaeological Topography of Hungary] 1o 
(Budapest 1998).

Jockenhövel 1991
	� A. Jockenhövel, Räumliche Mobilität von  

Personen in der mittleren Bronzezeit im  
westlichen Mitteleuropa. Germania 69, 1991, 
49–62.

Kiss 1998
	� V. Kiss, Data to the eastern relations of Trans-

danubian Incrusted Pottery culture. In: 
T. H. Ciugudean/F. Gogâltan (eds.), The early 
and middle Bronze Age in the Carpatian  
Basin. Proceedings of the International Sym-
posium in Alba Iulia, 24.–28. September 1997. 
Bibl. Mus. Apulensis 8 (Alba Iulia 1998)  
161–189.

Kiss 2oo2
	� V. Kiss, Anknüpfungspunkte zwischen Mittel-

europa und Transdanubien in der mittleren 
Bronzezeit. Antaeus 25, 2oo2, 477–511.

Kiss 2oo3
	� V. Kiss, Central European Economies: Agri

culturalists in Transdanubia. Potters in Trans-
danubia. In: Zs. Visy (ed.), Hungarian Archeo-
logy at the Turn of the Millennium (Budapest 
2oo3) 148–151.

Kiss 2oo7
	� V. Kiss 2oo7, The Middle Bronze Age in the 

western part of Hungary (An overview). In:  
G. Tiefengraber (ed.), Studien zur Mittel- und 
Spätbronzezeit am Rande der Südostalpen. 



Tagungen des L andesmuseums für Vorgeschichte Halle • Band 9 • 2013

369Tr ansformat ions in the Carpathian Bas in around 160 0 B .  C .

Univforsch. Prähist. Arch. 148 (Bonn 2oo7) 
15–35.

Kiss 2o11
	� V. Kiss, Settlement of the Tumulus culture at 

Ordacsehi. In: C. Gutjahr/G. Tiefengraber 
(eds.): Beiträge zur Mittel- und Spätbronzezeit 
sowie zur Urnenfelderzeit am Rande der Süd-
ostalpen. Akten des 1. Wildoner Fachgesprä-
ches vom 25. bis 26. Juni 2oo9 in Wildon,  
Steiermark (Österreich). Internat. Arch. 
Arbeitsgemeinschaft, Symposium, Tagung, 
Kongress 15 (Rahden/Westfalen 2o11)  
1o1–1o8.

Kiss 2o11a
	� V. Kiss, The role of the Danube in the Early 

and Middle Bronze Age of the Carpathian 
Basin. In: Gy. Kovács/G. Kulcsár (eds.), Ten 
Thousand Years along the Middle Danube. 
Life and Early Communities from Prehistory 
to History. Varia Arch. Hungarica 26 (Buda-
pest 2o11) 211–239.

Kiss 2o12
	� V. Kiss, Middle Bronze Age Encrusted Pottery 

in western Hungary. Varia Arch. Hungarica 27 
(Budapest 2o12).

Kiss/Somogyi 2oo4
	� V. Kiss/K. Somogyi, Újabb adatok a mészbeté-

tes kerámia kultúrája telepeiről. Előzetes jelen-
tés a Kaposvár-61. út 1. lelőhely középső 
bronzkori településéről (Recent Data on the 
Settlements of the Encrusted Pottery Culture: 
Preliminary Report on the Middle Bronze  
Age Settlement of Kaposvár-Route 61, Site  
No. 1). In: J. Dani/Zs. Hajdú/E. Gy. Nagy (eds.), 
MÓMOS II. »Fiatal Őskoros Kutatók« II.  
Összejövetelének konferenciakötete (Debrecen 
2oo4) 95–112

Kiss/Kulcsár 2oo7
	� V. Kiss/G. Kulcsár, Bronze Age settlement pat-

terns in the Balaton Uplands and the Little 
Balaton region. In: Cs. Zatykó/I. Juhász/ 
P. Sümegi (eds), Environmental Archaeology 
in Transdanubia. Varia Arch. Hungarica 2o 
(Budapest 2oo7) 75–84.

Kneisel/Müller 2o11
	� J. Kneisel/J. Müller, Produktion, Distribution, 

Konsumtion und die Formation sozialer 
Unterschiede in frühbronzezeitlichen Gesell-
schaften Mitteleuropas. In: S. Hansen/ 
J. Müller (eds.), Sozialarchäologische Perspek-
tiven: Gesellschaftlicher Wandel 5ooo–15oo 
v. Chr. zwischen Atlantik und Kaukasus. Inter-
nationale Tagung in Kiel, 15.–18. Oktober 
2oo7. Arch. Eurasien 24 (Berlin 2o11)  
295–324.

Koós 2oo3
	� J. Koós, Über die Chronologie der Spätphase 

der Mittelbronzezeit (Füzesabony-Kultur) in 
Nordostungarn. In: C. Kacsó (ed.), Bronzezeit
liche Kulturerscheinungen im karpatischen 
Raum. Die Beziehungen zu den benachbarten 
Gebieten. Ehrensymposium für Alexandru 
Vulpe zum 7o. Geburstag. Baia Mare, 
1o–13. Oktober 2oo1. Bibl. Marmatia 2  
(Baia Mare 2oo3) 3o1–326. 

Koós 2oo9
	� J. Koós, Bronzezeitliche Siedlung in Nordos-

tungarn und die Koszider-Problematik In: 
S. Berecki/E. R. Németh/B. Rezi (eds.) Bronze 
Age Communities in the Carpathian Basin. 
Proceedings of the International Colloquium 
from Târgu Mureş, 24–26 October 2oo8. Bibl. 
Mus. Marisiensis Ser. Arch. 1 (Cluj-Napoca 
2oo9) 79–89.

Koós 2o1o
	� J. Koós, A füzesabonyi kultúra települése 

Nagyrozvágyon (Settlement of the 
Füzesabony culture at Nagyrozvágy).  
A Herman Ottó Múz. Évk 49, 2o1o,  
35–44.

Kordos 1977
	� L. Kordos, Changes in the holocene climate of 

Hungary reflected by the »vole-thermometer« 
method. Földrajzi Közlemények 25, 1977,  
222–229.

Kovács 1981
	� T. Kovács, Zur Problematik der Entstehung der 

Hügelgräber in Ungarn. Slovenska Arch. 29,1, 
1981, 87–96.

Kovács 1994
	� T. Kovács, Chronologische Fragen des Über-

ganges von der Mittel- zur Spätbronzezeit  
in Transdanubiens. Zalai Múz. 5, 1994,  
159–172.

Kovács 1996
	� T. Kovács, Anknüpfungspunkte in der bronze-

zeitlichen Metallkunst zwischen den süd
lichen und nördlichen Regionen des Karpaten-
beckens. In: N. Tasić (ed.), The Yugoslav Banat 
and the neighbouring regions in the 2nd mill-
ennium B. C. (Belgrade 1996) 115–125.

Kőszegi 1988
	� F. Kőszegi, A Dunántúl története a 

későbronzkorban. Budapesti Történeti 
Múzeum (BTM Műhely) 1 (Budapest 1988).

Krenn-Leeb 2oo6
	� A. Krenn-Leeb, Gaben an die Götter? Depot-

funde der Frühbronzezeit in Österreich. Arch. 
Österreich 17,1, 2oo6, 4–17.

Kreiter 2oo7
	� A. Kreiter, Technological choices and material 

meanings in Early and Middle Bronze Age 
Hungary: understanding the active role of 
material culture through ceramic analysis. 
BAR Internat. Ser. 16o4 (Oxford 2oo7).

Kristiansen 1998
	� K. Kristiansen 1998. Europe before history 

(Cambridge 1998).
Kristiansen 2oo7
	� K. Kristiansen, The Rules of the Game. Decen-

tralised Complexity and Power Structures. In: 
S. Kohring/S. Wynne-Jones (eds.), Socialising 
Complexity. Structure, Interaction and Power 
in Archaeological Discourse (Oxford 2oo7) 
6o–76.

Kristiansen/Larsson 2oo5
	� K. Kristiansen/T. B. Larsson, The Rise of 

Bronze Age Society. Travels, Transmissions 
and Transformations (Cambridge 2oo5).

Kulcsár 2oo9
	� G. Kulcsár, The Beginning of the Bronze Age 

in the Carpathian Basin. The Makó-Kosihy-
Čaka and the Somogyvár-Vinkovci Culture. 
Varia Arch. Hungarica 23 (Budapest 2oo9).

Kull 1989
	� B. Kull, Untersuchungen zur Mittelbronzezeit 

in der Türkei und ihrer Bedeutung für die 
absolute Datierung der europäischen  
Bronzezeit. Prähist. Zeitschr. 64, 1989,  
48–73.

Liversage 1994
	� D. Liversage, Interpreting composition pat-

terns in ancient bronze: the Carpathian  
Basin. Acta Arch. (København) 65, 1994, 
57–134.

Lőrinczy/Trogmayer 1995
	� G. Lőrinczy/O. Trogmayer, Birituális vatyai 

temető Csanytelek-Palén (Birituales Gräber-
feld der Vatya Kultur in Csanytele-Palé). A 
Móra Ferenc Múz. Évk. Stud. Arch. 1, 1995, 
49–9o.

Maran 2oo4
	� J. Maran, Wessex und Mykene. Zur Datierung 

des Bernsteins in der Schachtgräberzeit Süd-
griechenlands. In: B. Hänsel/E. Studeníkova 
(Hrsg.), Zwischen Karpaten und Ägäis. Neoli-
thikum und Ältere Bronzezeit. Gedenkschr. 
für Viera Němejcová-Pavúková. Internat. 
Arch. Stud. honoraria 21 (Rahden/Westf. 
2oo4) 47–65.

Marková 2oo3
	� K. Marková, Austauschentwicklung im Kar

patenbecken im Lichte der Bernsteinfunde 
(vorläufige Anmerkungen). In: C. Kacsó (ed.), 
Bronzezeitliche Kulturerscheinungen im  
karpatischen Raum. Die Beziehungen zu den 
benachbarten Gebieten. Ehrensymposium für 
Alexandru Vulpe zum 7o. Geburstag. Baia 
Mare, 1o–13. Oktober 2oo1. Bibl. Marmatia 2 
(Baia Mare 2oo3) 339–352.

Sz. Máthé 1988
	� M. Sz. Máthé, Bronze Age Tells in the Berettyó 

valley. In: T. Kovács/I. Stanczik (eds.), Bronze 
Age Tell Settlements on the Great Hungarian 
Plain 1. Inventaria Praehist. Hungariae 1 
(Budapest 1988) 27–122.

Sz. Máthé 1992
	� M. Sz. Máthé, Berettyóújfalu-Herpály-Földvár. 

In: W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit in 
Ungarn. Forschungen in Tell-Siedlungen an 
Donau und Theiß. Ausstellungskat. (Frankfurt 
a. Main 1992) 17o–173.

Michelaki 2oo8
	� K. Michelaki, Making Pots and Potters in the 

Bronze Age Maros Villages of Kiszombor-Új-
Élet and Klárafalva-Hajdova. Cambridge Arch. 
Journal 18, 2oo8, 355–38o.

Molnár/Imecs 2oo6
	� Zs. Molnár/Z. Imecs, Adatok a Nagykárolyi-

síkság és az Ér-vidék településhálózatának 
kutatásához (Data to the research of the Oto-
mani Cultures habitat in the Carei Plain and 
the Eriu Valley). Dolg. Erdélyi Nemzeti Múz. 
N.S. 1, 2oo6, 29–66.

Mozsolics 1957
	� A. Mozsolics, Archäologische Beiträge zur 

Geschichte der großen Wanderung. Acta Arch. 
Acad. Scien. Hungaricae 8, 1957, 119–156.

Mozsolics 1967
	� A. Mozsolics, Bronzefunde des Karpaten

beckens. Depotfundhorizonte von Hajdú
sámson und Kosziderpadlás (Budapest 1967).

Mozsolics 1973
	� A. Mozsolics, Bronze- und Goldfunde des  

Karpatenbeckens. Depotfundhorizonte von 
Forró und Ópályi (Budapest 1973).

Müller/Lohrke 2oo9
	� J. Müller/B. Lohrke, Neue absolutchronologi-

sche Daten für die süddeutsche Hügelgräber-
bronzezeit. Germania 87, 2oo9 (2o11) 25–39.

Nebelsick 1997
	� L. D. Nebelsick, Auf Biegen und Brechen. Eks-

tatische Elemente bronzezeitlicher Material
opfer – Ein Deutungssversuch. In: A. Hänsel/ 
B. Hänsel (eds), Gaben an die Götter. Schätze 
der Bronzezeit Europas. Mus. Vor- u. Früh-
gesch. Berlin. Bestandskat. 4 (Berlin 1997) 
36–41.

Neugebauer 1994
	� J.-W. Neugebauer, Bronzezeit in Ostösterreich. 

Forschungsber. Österr. Ges. Ur- u. Frühgesch. 
16 (St. Pölten, Wien 1994).

Németi/Molnár 2oo2
	� J. Németi/Zs. Molnár, A tell telepek elterjedése 

a Nagykárolyi-síkságon és az Ér völgyében 
(Verbreitung der Tellsiedlungen in der Ebene 
von Nagykároly und im Ér-Tal) (Kolozsvár 
2oo2).

Olexa 2oo3
	� L. Olexa, Nižná Myšľa. Osada a pohrebisko z 

doby bronzovej – Nižná Myšľa. Siedlung und 
Gräberfeld aus der Bronzezeit. Arch. Pam.  
Slovenska = Monumenta Arch. Slovaciae 7 
(Košice 2oo3).

O’Shea 1996
	� J. O’Shea, Villagers of the Maros. A Portrait  

of an Early Bronze Age Society (New York, 
London 1996).

O’Shea 2o11
	� J. O’Shea, A River Runs Through It: Landscape 



Tagungen des L andesmuseums für Vorgeschichte Halle • Band 9 • 2013

370 Kl ár a P.  F ischl ,  V ikt ória  K is s ,  G abriell a Kulc sár,  Va jk Sze verény i

and the Evolution of Bronze Age Networks in 
the Carpathian Basin. Journal World Prehist. 
24, 2o11, 161–174.

Palavestra 2oo7
	� A. Palavestra, Was there an Amber Route?  

In: I. Galanaki/H. Tomas/Y. Galanakis/ 
R. Laffineur (eds.), Between the Aegaean and 
Baltic Sees: Prehistory across borders: Pro
ceedings of the International Conference 
›Bronze and Early Iron Age Interconnections 
and Contemporary Developments between 
the Aegean and the Region of the Balkan  
Peninsula, Central and Northern Europe‹.  
Zagreb, 11–14 April 2oo5. Aegaeum 27 (Liège, 
Austin 2oo7) 349–359.

Papalas 2oo8
	� C. A. Papalas, Bronze Age metallurgy of the 

Eastern Carpathian Basin: A holistic explora-
tion. Doctoral dissertation Univ. Tucson  
(Tucson 2oo8).

Polányi 2oo8
	� T. Polányi, Deponálási szokások a Kárpát-

medence középső bronzkorában [Hoarding 
practices in the Middle Bronze Age of the Car-
pathian Basin]. Unpubl. MA Thesis Univ. 
Budapest (Budapest 2oo8).

Poroszlai 1992
	� I. Poroszlai, Százhalombatta-Földvár. In: 

W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), Bronzezeit in Ungarn. 
Forschungen in Tell-Siedlungen an Donau und 
Theiß. Ausstellungskat. (Frankfurt a. Main 
1992) 153–155.

Raczky et al. 1992
	� P. Raczky/E. Hertelendi/F. Horváth, Zur abso

luten Datierung der bronzezeitlichen Tell- 
Kulturen in Ungarn. In: W. Meier-Arendt (ed.), 
Bronzezeit in Ungarn. Forschungen in Tell-
Siedlungen an Donau und Theiß. Ausstel-
lungskat. (Frankfurt a. Main 1992) 42–47.

Reményi 2oo5
	� L. Reményi, The Golden Age of the Carpa- 

thian basin and the Beautiful Warrior. In: 
T. Hjørungdal (ed.), Gender Locales and Local 
Genders in Archaeology. BAR Internat. Ser. 
1425 (Oxford 2oo5) 1–11.

Reményi 2oo9
	� L. Reményi, A nagyrévi kultúra kulturális és 

kronológiai kérdései (Cultural and chronolog
ical questions of Nagyrév culture). Tisicum 19, 
2oo9, 229–255.

Roeder 1992
	� M. Roeder, 14C-Daten und archäologischer 

Befund am Beispiel eines Hauses von Feudvar 
bei Mošorin in der Vojvodina. Germania 7o, 
1992, 259–277.

Sánta 2oo4
	� G. Sánta, A halomsíros kultúra leletei Zákánys-

zék határában (Die Funde der Hügelgräber
kultur in der Gemarkung von Zákányszék).  
A Móra Ferenc Múz. Évk. Stud. Arch. 1o, 2oo4, 
53–8o.

Sánta 2oo9
	� G. Sánta, A Halomsíros kultúra Domaszék-

Börcsök-tanyai településének legkorábbi  
szakasza és a telep szerkezete (Die früheste 
Phase und die Struktur der Siedlung der 
Hügelgräber-Kultur in Domaszék-Börcsök 
Gehöft). Tisicum – A Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok 
Megyei Múz. Évk. 19, 2oo9, 255–28o.

Sánta 2o1o
	� G. Sánta, Settlements of the Tumulus Culture 

in Hungary. Antaeus 31–32, 2o1o (2o11)  
513–528.

Schubert/Schubert 1967
	� F. Schubert/E. Schubert, Spektralanalytische 

Untersuchungen von Hort- und Einzelfunden 
der Periode B III. In: A. Mozsolics, Bronze-
funde des Karpatenbeckens. Depotfundhori-
zonte von Hajdúsámson und Kosziderpadlás 
(Budapest 1967) 185–189.

Sherratt 1987
	� A. Sherratt, Warriors and Traders: Bronze Age 

Chiefdoms in Central Europe. In: B. Cunliffe 
(ed.), Origins. The Roots of European Civilisa-
tion (London 1987) 54–66.

Sherratt 1993
	� A. Sherratt, What would a Bronze-Age world 

system look like? Relations between temper
ate Europe and the Mediterranean in later 
prehistory. Journal European Arch. 1,2, 1993, 
1–57.

Sherratt 1994
	� A. Sherratt, The Emergence of Élites: Earlier 

Bronze Age Europe, 25oo–13oo BC. In:  
B. Cunliffe (ed.), The Oxford Illustrated Prehis-
tory of Europe (Oxford 1994) 244–276.

Sprincz 2oo3
	� E. Sprincz, Amber artifacts of Hungary from 

the Middle Bronze Age to the Hungarian  
Conquest (from 16oo BC to 896 AD). In:  
C. W. Beck/I. B. Loze/J. M. Todd (eds.), Amber 
in Archaeology. Proceedings of the Fourth 
International Conference on Amber in Archae
ology, Talsi 2oo1. Proc. of the Internat. Confe-
rence of Isis Stud. 4 (Riga 2oo3) 213–212.

Sprincz/Beck 1981
	� E. Sprincz/C. W. Beck, Classification of the 

Amber Beads of the Hungarian Bronze Age. 
Journal Field Arch. 8, 1981, 469–485. 

Stevanović 1997
	� M. Stevanović, The Age of Clay: The Social 

Dynamics of House Destruction. Journal 
Anthr. Arch. 16, 1997, 334–395.

Sørensen 2o1o
	� M. L. S. Sørensen, Households. In: T. Earle/ 

K. Kristiansen (eds.), Organizing Bronze Age 
Societies. The Mediterranean, Central Europe, 
and Scandinavia Compared (Cambridge 2o1o) 
122–154.

Sørensen/Rebay-Salisbury 2oo8
	� M. L. S. Sørensen/K. Rebay-Salisbury, Land 

scapes of the Body: Burials of the Middle 
Bronze Age in Hungary. European Journal 
Arch. 11, 2oo8, 49–74.

Stuchlík 1992
	� S. Stuchlík, Die Veteřov-Gruppe und die Ent-

stehung der Hügelgräberkultur in Mähren. 
Prähist. Zeitschr. 67, 1992, 15–42.

Sümegi/Bodor 2ooo
	� P. Sümegi/E. Bodor, Sedimentological, pollen 

and geoarchaeological analysis of core 
sequence at Tököl. In: I. Poroszlai/M. Vicze 
(eds.), Százhalombatta Archaeological Expe
dition. Annual Report 1 (Százhalombatta 
2ooo) 83–97.

Sümegi/Bodor 2oo5
	� P. Sümegi/E. Bodor, Geoarchaeological and 

archaeobotanical investigations in the valley 
of the Benta (Békás) creek. In: I. Poroszlai/ 
M. Vicze (eds.), Százhalombatta Archeological 
Expedition. SAX Annual Report 2 (Százhalom-
batta 2oo5) 2o9–235.

Szabó 1999
	� G. V. Szabó, A bronzkor Csongrád megyében 

(Történeti vázlat a készülő állandó régészeti 
kiállítás kapcsán) (The Bronze Age in county 
Csongrád (A historical outline made on the 
occasion of the arrangement of the permanent 
archaeological exhibition). Múz. Füzetek 
(Csongrád) 2, 1999, 51–118.

Szathmáry 1988
	� L. Szathmáry, Anthropologischer Abriss der 

Bronzezeit der Grossen Ungarischen Tief-
ebene. Debreceni Déri-Múz. Évk. 1988,  
55–67.

Szeverényi 2oo4
	� V. Szeverényi, The Early and Middle Bronze 

Ages in Central Europe. In: P. Bogucki/ 
P. J. Crabtree (eds.), Ancient Europe 8ooo 
B. C.–A. D. 1ooo. Encyclopedia of the Barba-

rian World. Vol. II: Bronze Age to Early 
Middle Ages (c. 3ooo B. C.–A. D. 1ooo)  
(New York 2oo4) 2o–3o.

Szeverényi 2oo8 
	� V. Szeverényi, A McAlpine-gyűjtemény Kos

zider-kori depója (A Koszider Period bronze 
hoard in the collection of the Lord McAlpine 
of West Green). Ősrégészeti Levelek. Prehist. 
Newsletter 1o, 2oo8 (2oo9) 53-66.

Szeverényi/Kulcsár 2o12
	� V. Szeverényi/G. Kulcsár, Middle Bronze Age 

Settlement and Society in Central Hungary. 
In: M. Jaeger/J. Czebreszuk/P. Fischl (eds.),  
Enclosed Space-Open Society. Contact an 
Exchange in the Context of Bronze Age Forti-
fied Settlements in Central Europe. Stud.  
Arch. Ostmitteleuropa 9 (Poznań, Bonn 2o12) 
287–351.

Tárnoki 2o1o
	� J. Tárnoki, A hatvani kultúra települése Bujá-

kon. In: Sz. Guba/K. Tankó (eds), »Régről kell 
kezdenünk…«. Studia Archaeologica in hono-
rem Pauli Patay. Régészeti tanulmányok 
Nógrád megyéből Patay Pál tiszteletére  
(Szécsény 2o1o) 51–69.

Torma 1969 
	� I. Torma, A Veszprém megyei régészeti topo-

gráfiai kutatások őskori vonatkozású 
eredményeiről (Über vorgeschichtliche Ergeb-
nisse der archäologischen Topographie auf 
dem Gebiet des Komitats Veszprém). Vesz
prém Megyei Múz. Közl. 8, 1969, 75–82.

Uhnér 2o1o
	� C. Uhnér, Makt och samhälle. Politisk eko-

nomi under bronsåldern i Karpaterbäckenet. 
Gotarc Ser. B 54 (Göteborg 2o1o).

Vandkilde 1996
	� H. Vandkilde, From Stone to Bronze. The 

Metalwork of the Late Neolithic and Earliest 
Bronze Age in Denmark. Jutland Arch. Soc. 
Publ. 32 (Aarhus 1996).

Vicze 2o11 
	� M. Vicze, Bronze Age Cemetery at Dunaú

jváros-Duna-dűlő. Diss. Pannonicae 4,1  
(Budapest 2o11).

Vicze 2o13
	� M. Vicze, Middle Bronze Age Households at 

Százhalombatta-Földvár. In: A. Anders/ 
G. Kulcsár (eds.), Moments in Time. 
Ősrégészeti Tanulmányok. Prehist. Stud. 1 
(Budapest 2o13) 757–769.

Vörös 1997
	� G. Vörös, Katalógus (Catalogue). In: P. Havassy 

(ed.) Látták Trója kapuit. Bronzkori leletek a 
Közép-Tisza vidékéről (Sie sahen die Tore von 
Ilion. Funde aus der Bronzezeit vom mittleren 
Theissgebiet). Gyulai Katalógusok 3 (Gyula 
1997) 123–152.

Vörös 1998–1999
	� I. Vörös, Szombathely-Kámon késő bronzkori 

település állatcsontleletei (Die Tierknochen-
funde der spätbronzezeitlichen Siedlung 
Szombathely-Kámon). Savaria-Pars Arch. 24,3, 
1998–1999 (1999) 291–295.

Vretemark 2o1o
	� M. Vretemark, Subsistence Srategies. In: 

T. Earle/K. Kristiansen (eds.), Organizing 
Bronze Age Societies. The Mediterranean, 
Central Europe, and Scandinavia Compared 
(Cambridge 2o1o) 155–184.

Wels-Weyrauch 1989
	� U. Wels-Weyrauch, Mittelbronzezeitliche  

Frauentrachten in Süddeutschland (Bezie
hungen zur Hagenauer Gruppierung). In: 
Dynamique de Bronze Moyen en Europe  
Occidentale. Actes du 113e Congrès national 
des Sociétés savantes, Strasbourg 1988  
(Strasbourg 1989) 117–134.



Tagungen des L andesmuseums für Vorgeschichte Halle • Band 9 • 2013

371Tr ansformat ions in the Carpathian Bas in around 160 0 B .  C .

Source of figures

 	 1–2	 authors
 	 3	� based on Sümegi/Bodor 2ooo and 

P. Fischl/Reményi 2o13, with 
modifications

 	 4	� 1 after Csányi/Tárnoki 1992, 
Abb. 119; 2 after Vörös 1997,  
Kat. 25/IV,g; 3–4 after Tárnoki 
2o1o, Taf. 5,7; Taf. 6,3; 5 after 
Poroszlai 1992, Abb. 1o8

 	 5	� 1–4 after Vicze 2o11, Pl. 216,4–7; 
5–7 after Egry 2oo4, Fig. 6;  
8 after David 2oo2, Pl. 166,4–5;  
9 after David 2oo2, Pl. 49,2

 	 6	� after Raczky et al. 1992; Görsdorf 
et al. 2oo4; Ilon 2oo5

 	 7	 authors
 	 8	� based on Sherratt 1993, with 

modifications

Addresses

Dr. Klára P. Fischl 
University of Miskolc
H-3515 Miskolc-Egyetemváros
fklari@gmail.com

Dr. Viktória Kiss 
Academy of Sciences
Institute of Archaeology
Research Centre for the Humanities, Hungarian 
Úri u. 49
H-1o14 Budapest
kiss.viktoria@btk.mta.hu

Dr. Gabriella Kulcsár 
Academy of Sciences
Institute of Archaeology
Research Centre for the Humanities, Hungarian 
Úri u. 49
H-1o14 Budapest
kulcsar.gabriella@btk.mta.hu

Vajk Szeverényi
Móra Ferenc Múzeum
Roosevelt tér 1
H-672o Szeged
szvajk@yahoo.com




