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Editor’s note

Dear Readers,

We are pleased to present the eleventh volume of Analecta Archaeo-
logica Ressoviensia. From the fourth issue of our journal, we try to make
each volume a thematic one. This time, we include articles focusing
specifically on the Bronze Age and Early Iron Age. The majority of papers
are devoted to issues related to chronology and periodisation of these two
epochs and to their particular cultural groups. Several articles attempt
to assess the cognitive values of various categories of finds while others
present unusual discoveries and reflections on methodology and the
history of research.

We hope that this collection of articles will attract your interest.
It has been edited with a particular idea in mind and with the intention
to honour a very prominent scholar.

We are pleased and satisfied not only with the contents of this volume,
but also with the fact that in publishing it both the authors and the editors
have the opportunity to celebrate the 35" anniversary of the work of an
eminent Bronze and Early Iron Age scholar Professor Dr hab. Sylwester
Czopek - co-founder and first director of the Institute of Archaeology of the
University of Rzeszow, Dean of the Faculty of Sociology and History, Vice-
Rector for Academic Affairs and now Rector of the University of Rzeszow.
With gratitude and respect, as well as in recognition of his outstanding
achievements, we wish to dedicate this volume to him.
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Od Redakgji

Szanowni Czytelnicy, z satysfakcjg, ale i przyjemnoscig prezentujemy
jedenasty juz tom Analecta Archaeologica Ressoviensia. Od czwartego
numeru czasopisma staramy sig, aby kazdy tom miat charakter tematyczny.
Tym razem zamieszczamy artykuty Autoréw, badajgcych epoke brgzu
i wezesng epoke zelaza. Dominujgca czes¢ poswigcona jest réznym
kwestiom zwigzanym z problematykg chronologii i periodyzacji, zaréwno
wspomnianych epok, jak i poszczegdlnych ugrupowan kulturowych.
Niektore artykuly poswigcone sq ocenie wartosci poznawczych réznych
kategorii zabytkow i Zrodet, prezentujg niecodzienne znaleziska, a takze
zawierajq refleksje dotyczgce dziejow badan lub rozwazania natury
metodologicznej.

Mamy nadzieje, ze ten zestaw artykutéw wzbudzi Paristwa za-
interesowanie, a takze Zyczliwos¢ dla Autorow, ktérym w tworzeniu
interesujgcych tekstow przyswiecata jedna, wspolna i jakze wazna idea
- uhonorowanie Osoby, ktdrej tom ten jest poswigcony.

Satysfakcja i przyjemnosc, o ktorej juz wspomnielismy wynika
nie tylko z oceny merytorycznej strony tomu, ale przede wszystkim
z faktu, ze zarowno Autorzy, jak i Redakcja pragng w ten sposéb uczcié
35-lecie pracy naukowej wybitnego badacza epoki brgzu i wezesnej epoki
zelaza, wieloletniego dyrektora Muzeum Okrggowego w Rzeszowie,
wspottworcy i pierwszego Dyrektora Instytutu Archeologii Uniwersytetu
Rzeszowskiego, Dziekana Wydziatu Socjologiczno-Historycznego,
Prorektora do spraw Nauki Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego, a obecnie
JM Rektora Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego — Pana Profesora dr. hab.
Sylwestra Czopka. To wlasnie Jemu - w dowdd uznania, szacunku
i wdzigcznosci - tom ten dedykujemy.
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Systems of Periodization Developed and Used
to Study the Urnfield Period in Slovakia’

ABSTRACT

Furmének V. and Mitas V. 2016. Systems of Periodization Developed and Used to Study the
Urnfield Period in Slovakia. Analecta Archaeologica Ressoviensia 11, 19-48

The authors offer review of systems of periodization dealing with issues of the Urnfield Period
in Slovakia. They refer to the general principles on which chronological and synchronisation
models are based, but also on their creation and use. The elements of current periodization
of the Bronze Age have been evolving in Europe since the late 19" and the early 20" centuries
(O. Montelius, P. Reinecke), and these systems were further developed. Specifically, the
authors deal with more than twenty systems of periodization and synchronisation, which are
gradually discussed and then introduced schematically. These systems were developed by
Slovak researchers (M. Novotnd, V. Furmanek, S. Demeterové and others) during the 20" and
the early 21 centuries. In modified form, these systems are being used to study the Urnfield
Period up to the present day.

Keywords: Slovakia, Urnfield Period, Chronology, Periodization, Synchronisation
Received: 01.06.2016; Revised: 31.12.2016; Accepted: 18.01.2017

At present there is a large number of different systems of periodization
not only in Slovakia, but also neighbouring countries, which indeed
facilitate, but at the same time complicate communication among
researchers.

One of the dominant entities of any historical research is the
phenomenon of time. Great and certainly well-deserved attention has
been paid to the issues of chronology, periodization and synchronisation
of the Bronze Age throughout Europe. In all prehistoric periods there is
relative chronology and absolute chronology. The relative chronology
determines the age of a feature or event relative to the age of other
features or events.

Relative chronology is based on several principles.

1 This contribution is the result of the project implementation: VEGA Project
no. 2/0091/16. Translation: Dana Markova.

* The Slovak Academy of Sciences, Institute of Archaeology, Akademicka 2, 949 21 Nitra,
Slovakia; vladimir.mitas@savba.sk
** The Slovak Academy of Sciences, Institute of Archaeology, Akademicka 2, 949 21 Nitra,
Slovakia; nraufurm@savba.sk
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The first one is synchronisation, i.e. a coincidence in time, comparability
and synchronisation of two or more historical events and processes. It is
used in chronological comparison of historical, economic and social
development of territories, archaeological cultures, events, features and
so on. Basically there are two types of synchronisation.

First, it is the synchronisation of relative chronology with data of
absolute chronology. In principle, this means that time-anonymous
archaeological sources, dated only approximately by relative chronology,
are synchronized with known dates and accurately dated historical events
and eras. Second, it is a struggle to find a coincidence in time between
two or more systems of relative chronology in neighbouring or farther
regions. There is used the evidence of cultural interactions, typology
and also detailed system of time horizons within the frame. Vertical and
horizontal stratigraphy, methods of combinatorial data analysis based on
the principles of formal logic, statistics, but especially seriation, cluster
analysis or analyses of stylistic similarities. This results in comparative
regional and trans-regional schemes of relative chronology of different
time periods in prehistory and early history.

The second principle of relative chronology is typology. Typology
is basically a method of scientific inquiry, based on organization of
portable artefacts or events into types through type being a general and
individualized model at the same time. In archaeology it is a classic
method of analysis and classification of prehistoric monuments by
material, shape, decoration etc. It is based on the premise that between
a manufacturer and a product was a dialectical relationship that left
clear traces on the resulting products, visible, for example, in changes
of shape, ornament, technology and function. Typological method was
applied in archaeology already at the end of the 19" century mainly by
Swedish researcher H. Hildebrand, but especially O. Montelius (1885;
1917). He applied his typological principles of chronological dating
method to the Bronze Age artefacts in Scandinavia.

The success of Montelius relative chronological dating method
of the Nordic Bronze Age, used even at present time, resides in the
application of typological method with methodological rigour on
suitable assemblage (bronze artefacts) in relatively constant historical
environment (with no major external intervention). Typology in the
original concept can actually be seen as application of Darwinism in
archaeology. It was assumed that archaeological entities are behaving
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like living organisms. Later it was found that the mechanical application
of the laws of evolution into products of human activity is not entirely
correct.

A gradual suspicion of classical typological methods has started
especially since the 1950s. It also meant a departure from constructing
isolated typological series, which would be seen as a basis for chronological
and historical conclusions. At present, the typology is still used in
archaeology, but only as part of a comprehensive structural analysis
of large archaeological assemblages. It is notably reflected in modern
analytical and spatial archaeology. Those methods are approaching the
sources objectively, not generating pre-shaped, functional or technical
elements that might reflect developmental changes, but are verified
using mathematical and statistical methods.

Stratigraphy is another principle. It is derived from the methods
of geology. It consists of records of the sequence of geological strata.
This is based on a premise that the bottom intact layer is older than the
upper. It is a stratigraphic presupposition. In addition, there is also not
entirely fortunate term of horizontal (lateral) stratigraphy, whereby it is
assumed that two adjacent archaeological contexts were in a particular
diachronic status.

Periodization of Slovak archaeology is based on well-known, widely
accepted European schemes of periodization and modified to the
conditions of prehistory and early history in Slovakia. Comprehensive
and yet basically accepted system of periodization and chronology
of Slovak prehistory and early history was published in Slovenskd
Archeoldgia in the early 1980s and in broad outlines, with only small
corrections it is used up to the present day (Chropovsky 1980).
According to him, the Stone Age is divided into Early (Palaeolithic),
Middle (Mesolithic), New (Neolithic) and Late (Aeneolithic). Palaeolithic
is subdivided into early, middle, upper and late, Neolithic to the Early,
Middle and Late and so is Aeneolithic. The Bronze Age is divided into
Early, Middle and Late.

On these principles chronological models and models of periodization
and synchronisation were based and developed to study the Urnfield
Period in Slovakia. Periodization of the Bronze Age, like any other
periodization of prehistory, is a pragmatic tool and allows for a better
orientation in the flow of prehistoric history. Basic tenets of existing
periodization of the Bronze Age in Central, Western and Northern
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Europe were developed by O. Montelius (1885; 1917) and for Central
Europe, mostly by P. Reinecke (1899; 1901; 1924). Reinecke's system has
been gradually refined (Furmanek 1977a). The detailed and exhaustive
summary of the main Central European systems of periodization has
been introduced repeatedly, apparently even too minutely (Guma 1993),
therefore here we only refer to their complex publishing in Slovakia and
Germany (Furmanek et al. 1991, 21-28; 1999, 12-18).

We emphasize that in Slovakia it is currently mainly used for
comparative chronological and regional system of synchronisation,
which was launched for application in a volume of Prihistorische
Bronzefunde (Jockenhdvel 1974; Miiller-Karpe 1974). This means
that according to this model the Bronze Age in Slovakia is divided
into the Early, Middle and Late. Within the established symbols these
are stages BA, BB, BC, BD, HA, HB and other refinements (Furmanek
etal. 1991, 21-28; 1999, 12-14). Albrecht Jockenhdovel (1971, Abb. 3)
was the first to publish a detailed and geographically extensive
synchronisation table of Central European Urnfield cultures and already
mentioned chronological and regional system of synchronisation
(Fig. 1; Jockenhovel 1974, 69). Attempts to create new synchronisation
for the Carpathian region from the existing schemes are well known
today as well (Przybyta 2009, 51, fig. 4).

Earlier work of fundamental importance concerning the issues
of Slovak prehistory (Budinsky-Kricka 1947; Eisner 1933) paid only
marginal attention to the periodization of the Urnfield Period. This
time period was only divided into Early, Middle and Late Bronze Ages
and then further analysed according to defined archaeological cultures.

For periodization of the Urnfield Period M. Novotna has done
a tremendous job. She was the first to publish in the monograph
dedicated to the bronze hoards of the Urnfield Period in Slovakia
(Novotna 1970, 15, Tabelle 1) a brief outline of periodization and its
synchronisation with systems of periodization (Fig. 2) developed by
W.A. Brunn, A. Mozsolics, H. Miiller-Karpe, M. Petrescu-Dimbovita
a M. Rusu. She has further refined the system of periodization and
synchronisation in further publications (Fig. 3-5) of the Prihistorische
Bronzefunde (Novotna 1980, 3, Abb. 1; 1984, 8, Abb. 1;2001, 3, Abb. 1;
Furmanek, Novotna 2006, 65, Abb. 2).

Since 1977 V. Furmanek has studied the periodization and
synchronisation of historical development in the northern part of the
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Carpathian Basin in the Bronze Age. He submitted extensive and detailed
commentary on this issue not only on the pages of Archeologické rozhledy
in Czech Republic (Fig. 6; Furmanek 1977a, 557, obr. 1), but also in
England (Fig. 7; Furmanek 1980a, 124). On the occasion of monographic
elaboration of the Piliny Culture his scheme of periodization was
published in German (Fig. 8; Furmanek 1977b, 255, Abb. 1).

Of these tables of chronology and synchronisation their modified
versions were created (Fig. 9-12), in which archaeological cultures
of the Bronze Age in Slovakia have been added and synchronized
with the overall system of periodization (Furmanek 1980b, 5, Abb. 1;
Furmanek, Veliacik, Vladar 1991, 20; 1999, 13, Tabelle 1; Furmanek,
Novotna 2006, 6, Abb. 1). Archaeological cultures of the Bronze Age
have also been synchronised on the occasion of publication of “The
draft of chronology” in the volume Slovenskd archeoldgia (Fig. 13;
Furmanek, Velia¢ik 1980, 161), in so-called Mexican volume (Fig. 14;
Furmanek 1981, 63, fig. 1) and only the Urnfield cultures in materials
of XIII World Archaeological Congress in Forli (Fig. 15; Furmanek
1996, 136, fig. 1).

Chronological and synchronisation tables are specific, comparing
the historical development of ancient civilizations from the 24" till
the 8" century BC with the cultural and historical development of the
Bronze Age in Slovakia. For both ancient civilizations as well as Slovakia
there are used the same years BC. In the Ancient world section there
are datable historical events in chronological order. Their equivalent in
Slovakia's section are individual archaeological cultures, word division
of cultural and historical development to the Early, Middle and Late
Bronze Ages respectively, and significant archaeological sites with dating.

Such synchronisation table was first used in the monograph
L’eta d’oro dei Carpazi (Furmanek, Kruta 2002, 25), in which Slovak
archaeological cultures with absolute data are compared with ancient
historical events and cultural-historical situation in the north of Italy
(Fig. 16). A similar concept, also in chronological and synchronisation
table, was published in the monograph Zlaty vek v Karpatoch (Fig. 17).
Instead of archaeological cultures, significant archaeological sites
along with expected time of duration were listed (Furmanek 2004, 19,
obr. 3). According to it, synchronisation of the events of most ancient
civilizations with best examined site of the Urnfield Period in Radzovce
has been created (Fig. 18; Furmanek 1990, 17, tab. 1). Recently, this
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principle was applied in another monograph on the Bronze Age in
Slovakia (Furmanek 2015, 15, fig. 1).

Inspiring and important are some systems of periodization of
archaeological cultures of the Urnfield Period. They were presented
either in the form of transparent tables or writing (e.g. Kotorova-Jencova
2010). Ladislav Veliacik (1983), starting from the synchronisation
of the Bronze Age in Slovakia (Furmanek 1977a, 557) submitted an
excellent periodization and synchronisation of the Slovak branch of the
Lusatian Culture (Fig. 19). He compared its duration not only with the
so-called Frankfurt School system of periodization, but also with the
North European system of synchronisation created by O. Montelius
(1917), and periodization of the Lusatian Culture in Bohemia, Moravia
and Silesia (Veliacik 1983, 172, obr. 8). Synchronisation tables made
for Suciu de Sus (Fig. 20) and Gava Cultures (Fig. 21) published by
S. Demeterova are similar (1984, 17, obr. 3; 1986, 109, obr. 2).

However, it should be noted that at times some attempts to replace
these commonly applied systems of synchronisation with another system
have appeared, which probably better affected history of the Bronze Age
in the Carpathian region and in the broader Eurasia (Lichardus, Vladar
1996, 29-33). It was like an attempt on the new relative chronology,
although not all over Slovakia, but only in the south-western part
(Lichardus, Vladar 1997, 289, Abb. 11). This attempt was undoubtedly
interesting and well-founded by archaeological material which has not
been accepted in practice so far.

In conclusion, the present study summarizes systems of periodization
developed and used for the study of the Urnfield Period in Slovakia.
Its purpose is to comprehensively inform colleagues abroad who are
dealing with the issues of Central European Urnfield cultures what
systems of synchronisation of the Urnfield Period were used in the past
and those used now. The current state of this issue truly reflects the
chronological and synchronisation table of the Bronze Age in Slovakia
(Fig. 22; Furmanek 2015, 16, fig. 2).
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Fig. 3. Synchronisation table of the Bronze Age in Slovakia (after Novotna 1980)
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Fig. 4. Synchronisation table of the Bronze Age between Central Europe and Slovakia (after Novotna 1984)
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MITTELEUROPA SLOWAKEI
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wl @ A
wl Velatice
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| —
z| o 4
BzD | Spite Frihe | > Frth Caka MikuSovee | Mald Vieska / Buzica
| | .
=) I 1 Liptovsky
Mikulés-
Bz C2 | Jingere 5 Mitteldanubische | Karpatenlindische Pilin Pilin Martin o3d
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Fig. 5. Synchronisation table from the Middle Bronze Age till the Iron Age between Central Europe and
Slovakia (after Novotna 2001)
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Europa und Bronzezeitliche Kulturen
Vorderer Orient Mitteleuropa Mozsolics Novotnd in der Slowakei und
den Nachbargebieten
= Aad Spite
t_g ﬁ 8 Urnenfelderzeit Romind
2 £ R B VI
= g &4 ) 18
[5) e -E‘:}g;:;l derzeic Hajdibsszormény | Somotor — Licky 19
20
Mittlere Komiatni
@ Urnenfelderzeit I
i Kurd
£ Alere Martinéek -Bodrog 17
= N Urnenfelderzeit BV
Spite Frithe Aranyos Buzica - 15 16
Hiigel-  Urnen- Rimavskd Sobota
[ griber- felder-
zeit zeit Opilyi
BIV Oid’any
Jiingere
w N Hiigelgriberzeit Forrd 13
5 14
E Drevenik ~ Blh 12
= Mittlere 11
Hiigelgriberzeit
=
Altere
Hiigelgriberzeit Kosziderpadlis Koszider-Typus . i
=} . .
» B 111 ) o
g Jiingere Hajdisimson
< Flachhockerzeit .
= I 3 |4 s |
Altere 30 | 9
2 . BII 2
5 Flachhockerzeit
L M | 1
Abb. 1. Synchronistische Ubersicht
Die Zahlen der rechten Spalte bezeichnen folgende Kulturen:s=
1 = Veselé-Typ 8 = Hatvan-Kultur 15 = Velaticer Kultur
2 = Nitra-Kultur 9 = Koit'any-Kultur 16 = Caka-Kultur
3 = Wieselburger Kultur 10 = Otomani-Kultur 17 = Lausitzer Kultur
4 = Aunjetitzer Kultur 11 = Mitteldanubische Hiigelgraberkultur 18 = Podoler Kultur
5 = Hurbanovo-Typ 12 = Karpatenlindische Hiigelgriberkultur 19 = Kyjaticer Kultur
6 = Mad’arovce-Kulwur 13 = Pilinyer Kultur 20 = Giva-Kulwr
7 = Nordpannonische Kultur 14 = Kultur Suciu de Sus

Fig. 9. Synchronisation table of main chronological systems of the Bronze Age in Central Europe with
archaeological cultures in Slovakia (after Furmanek 1980b)
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Abbildung 1. Relative Chronologiesysteme der Bronzezeit (nach Furmdnek / Veliacik / Vladdr, Bronzezeir 13).

1 = Glockenbecher-Kultur; 2 = Nagyrév-Kultur; 3 = Ostslowakische Hiigelgriberkultur; 4 = Nyirség-Zatin-Kultur; § = Chlopice-

Veselé-Kultur; 6 = Kodtany-Kultur; 7 = Nitra-Kultur; 8 = Wieselburger Kultur; 9 = Aunjetitzer Kultur u. Hurbanovo-Typ; 10 =

Hatvan-Kultur; 11 = Otomani-Kultur; 12 = Madarovee-Kultur; 13 = Nordpannonische Kultur; 14 = Mitteldanubische Hiigel-

griberkultur; 15 = Karpatische Hiigelgriberkultur; 16 = Pilinyer Kultur; 17 = Suciu de Sus-Kultur; 18 = Lausitzer Kultur; 19 = Velatice-
Kultur; 20 = Caka- Kultur; 21 = Géva-Kultur; 22 = Kyjatice-Kultur; 23 = Podoler Kultur

Fig. 12. Archaeological cultures of the Bronze Age in Slovakia (after Furmanek 2006)
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Fig. 13. Chronological table of the Bronze Age in Slovakia (after Furmanek, Veliacik 1980)
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Fig. 14. Chronological table of the Bronze Age in Slovakia (after Furmanek 1981)
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Fig. 18. Chronological and synchronisation table of Ancient civilization with settlement in Radzovce (after
Furmének 1990)



Systems of Periodization Developed and Used to Study the Urnfield Period in Slovakia | 43

(€861 YIeI[9A 19)Je)
2in3jn) uenesn ay3 Jo uonesipouad Yyim adoing [esiuad) ul 96y dzuoig aY3 JO SW1sAs [eD160]0UOIYD UleW JO 3|qe) UORESIUOIYIUAS *6 L *Bi4

_ piday . j 213410 ‘gg  |®
yuoziioH | pxsaoidin =
NNy —JapIZS0Y Tl 208 c: -
v ! AOJBW - = m z
L ——— | fsaydn | | g oxsippan ® ssonpuw |(*08)°8E a3 W<
I 19Z}1SNDJ40A yig YT, MJ o 0091 -
-»1uaAdiQ
N UHDW | 1] 5 oxsipoay 19Z}ISNDJJOA M" 2136unf ANU g)04a
Kuppzqg [DAOSDIPUQ 4oyoz = \
pinyydn | ! [ Sl sinas e Z (1
DjOqoS Wiy sonosmyn | 11| @o1mostisomw \ aynJy
1l Il -poizng D L - 00Z1 —
Boipog __9on_ a194D Iy H 3sabun(
togui[N'U piaig (AT S12AMH 1777 : saunfq
—_— == - c m
Il )
pujplwoy| [N'u Apiag Al 92194S0) DIl M CECA R IV H
3
Al 1 JUOZIy I = < S woooel
A -sbupbiaqn| |sonshwpwog|— o
21207 - q A ‘g H
—10j0WOS 0 _ ® -
—_——— 201)sAwpwoq injny ) asabunf 29 1
9inis 3YsISa}yos - EmamJ
A Al 94JS!Sa1yos 1udd T 008 —
321A042913) anjny 9 jnds mm H —
" lbyosisayog L \
s 1I3XVYMOTS | NIYHYW AV -3 TION
N3IsSTIHos | (S1ed2a)| -A31niw “13L1IW | N3WHOog 399048401 Z°n°A
SNITILNOW 13IXVYMOTS lgnn - Q¥ON|GNN -QYON vdo¥NI13LLIN 31s10H|BUnUWRIeZeE k510
R[I3AISNOATIM] 3yd1i4iom [10SqY
4NLINXY ¥3Z1l1SNV1 I993N13




4.4 | Viclav Furmanek, Viadimir Mitds

(1861 BAOISIBW( J9148) 4NYND) SNS 3P NIPNG dY3 jo saseyd |eyuswdolanaq *0z *bi4

| INvWol0|'VE >
(]
Liyny-nsaia3 . ) - >
_,m__::ﬂwm :_mz<,:wu_muz<. S v |2 Mvv
T vdv .
(1aW) 1N :_u.so? SNS 30 NIINS- 1l ¥IANILIIM | {m|
SNS 3a NIdNS =l INVWOL0 oost
(1GWIZHVI NIDINI. 'aq
LENy-n$3103W o
I SU3ENZLIIM (*o8) < c
(M an) 4 sns 30 AN ()| -sns 30 nians | 21 NIV ININVINOLO| €8 | =
‘|u sns 3anians - o
g1l INVWOLO |*08)] |
(1ash1 $nd¥7|()sns 3a nions o8 7
I SNAY7 | Lav-ns3iaan [3YW 21020 (1180 NOZIMOKR) 2 |Z
lllllll S s 18ndy1-m sns 3a ndans | gg|m™| N
ISNdy I WD&K»_:_: R - Al INVWNOLO |, o .
(n1as) nsndy 4_‘ Il $ndyl VAY O | "VH|[Z ™ ooz
lllllll = N<I -
adyvy-uanan| T o[xm
(6461) (SL61) (S46) "1L6}) (0z61) [ 8461 ‘ZL6L) 399048401 o |=
\ 31$70H o |zZ
T3LL0H 9 °H 0SIVN " 3dINA Y Nv$0IOIHO'N | ¥3ave L | w3aisnoaum| C [mZ
ERRELTER] m |




Systems of Periodization Developed and Used to Study the Urnfield Period in Slovakia | 45

(9861 eAOISIDWDQ J91R) 21N ND eARD 3y) Jo saseyd [eyuswdolanaq * Lz *bid

g -
(ISNS 3p 3JA00VY8 ANVIdON | qg
nionNs) | SNd Vv INSNINdW3Z <
IN034380S1V g vs¥oe .
ZS3MY¥3I8 [ (DAD9) 1 SNdYT 30A0LSVE3S 7
AN TVIVA >
y - HOALVASHO3SA VOu Ve B
\_ou_ox\o_o._. 184nuito) I A31u1A ‘a3u1qZ \_.<I m
(DX AO0JIOPpaS - 01104 A6DN IDYIW 1N] D31DA \c\:aEwN Go>o._om_u ®
‘A31upo0I09 ) Aol DA193d /D3juDIl0d DUIDIE >
|>D<¢I_I_OI :Kyodaq 2 >~°Q@Q '60spog ">~OQOD m
— — — O
~VAY O A WU | VHOH \tvH | 2
LYHANOJV
! $3UNK
(foqD}Y DY) 30 VINIHO3T (10dap) Aubadoy r
Al VIVOVW VAY9 J  SVIQINW aAsundwaz Jigy
/ Il VHOH YNSHOLOWOS
(Ayodeap) /
e v ,—s poyoy/£32n7-10l0wos 26601q.0;
21S10H
VNIFVYMN OXSHVAVIN OMSNNWNY OMSN3AQTS 'HIAA| 2Pt




4.6 | Viclav Furmanek, Viadimir Mitds

ABS. Rﬁ'ﬁfﬂm SLOVNE FRANKFURTSKA
DATA| .~ . |OZNAC. | HANSEL SKOLA
750/ :
800 | HB3 {MAUERN
3 g |
HB2 |(2 Z {KELHEIM I
i -
Z g o g
HB 1 3] E {KELHEM I
R0 P E >E . ..............
HA 2 E 2 iLancenG
-.q: 25 E
< > S é .
a ®) =) i
HA1 *g ~| spo E {HART
1200 Z = | feeeenenad
o) = :
Wt L] et mg i
m .............. % :m :- --------------
BeEC||s | e g jASENIOFEN
BB2(BC1) (E < E = {coccENm
BB 1 a m E :(DD ;- --------------
............... |..o| Mo [E | poamae
1800| BA3 Al Mp1 | BUHL
.............. I
BA2 FDII 5 :LANGQUAID
> E s ..............
& FDI Qi
BA 1 T iSTRAUBING
oo
g

Fig. 22. Chronological and synchronisation table of Bronze Age in Slo-
vakia (after Furmanek 2015)
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