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Late Bronze and Early Iron Age Bronze 
Spear- and Javelinheads in Bulgaria in 
the Context of Southeastern Europe
Lyuben LESHTAKOV

The development of bronze spear- and javelinheads from the Late Bronze and 
Early Iron Ages (LBA, EIA) in Bulgaria has been insufficiently studied1. Only one 
article was devoted to this kind of bronze weapons dating back to the late 1970s 
(Черных 1978). In the last 30 years new finds were accumulated which do not 
correspond to the existing typological scheme. Lately O. Höckmann discussed 
some of them according to his earlier works from the 1980s (Höckmann 2007). A 
considerable problem in Bulgarian archaeology is the absence of artefacts dating 
from the 11th – 8th centuries BC (Буюклиев 1985, 27).

In Europe the situation is almost the same: the studies dealing with Bronze 
Age (BA) spearheads are few. The first one was published in the late 1960s and the 
others respectively in the beginning of the 1980s or the late 1990s (Jacob-Friesen 
1967; Höckmann 1980a; Avila 1983; Říhovský 1996; Gedl 2009). Anatolia does 
not differ from this picture, with only one study published in 1976 (de Maigret 
1976). Few finds are briefly mentioned by H. Erkanal and Ö. Bilgi (Erkanal 1977; 
Bilgi 2002). Nevertheless in the last 30 years in southeastern Europe the number 
of published spear- and javelinheads has considerably increased and now we have 
much larger base for comparison. This emphasizes the need for a new analysis of 
the finds from Bulgaria in a much broader context.

The evidence about the use of spears and javelins in Ancient Thrace during the 
LBA and EIA is scarce. By now we lack the images found on frescoes, seals, vessels 
and figurines discovered frequently across the eastern Mediterranean, or written 
evidence from clay tablets. Except for the finds themselves, the only other source 
available is the Iliad by Homer. In it there is invaluable information regarding 
the armament of the ancient Bronze Age warriors from the Aegean, Thrace and 
Anatolia and its use in combat. Although the Iliad was recorded well after the 
Trojan War, it describes only weaponry made of bronze. 

In the Iliad Ciconian spearmen are mentioned with their chief Euphemos 
(Hom., Il., II, 846). The warriors of another Thracian chieftain, Pyræchmes were 
also armed with spears. Paeonians were described as archers, but they also had 
spears. The Thracian chief Asteropaeus faced Achilles armed with two spears 
(Hom., Il., II, 848; IV, 524-528; XXI, 162-168).

According to the Iliad, the spear was the main weapon in close quarter combat. 
It was used to strike at different parts of the enemy’s body: the head, limbs or the 
torso. It could be hurled or used to stab the enemy at close range (Hom., Il., IV, 12; 
VII, 11-16; XI, 143-144; 251-253, 321). The warriors fighting in big melèe battles 
were equipped with two spears (Hom., Il., XII, 298; XXI, 162-163). When it comes 
down to one-on-one combat only one spear was used. Swords, rapiers or other 
types of weapons were used when the warriors for some reason had no spears at 
all (Hom., Il., III, 317, 344-362, VII, 244-273; XXI, 173). 

It is important to note that the spear- or javelinheads very often were damaged 
on impact with a shield (The Iliad: book III, 346-348; VII, 259). This could explain 
the damage visible on some artefacts like the item from Haskovo museum (fig. 
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2/4) or the fragment from Starmen (fig. 3/6), as well as the traces of repairs on the 
socket of the big spearhead from Ovcha Mogila hoard (fig. 1/4). 

There is little evidence about the shafts of the spears. According to the Iliad, 
they are made of ash, oak or beech (Höckmann 1980a, E 295). B. Urbon exam-
ines the remains in the sockets of some finds and confirms the information of 
Homer. He specifies that they are made from planks (Urbon 1991, 127 ff.). C. 
Clausing mentions another find with a shaft from hazelnut and another one from 
olive tree (Clausing 2005, 61). The spear- or the javelinhead is attached to the 
shaft by means of bronze or wooden rivets. Until now only few bronze rivets are 
preserved which leads to the possibility that the majority were wooden. Such is 
the case with a find from Slovenia (Teržan 1995, T. 22/136). In some cases the 
shaft had a smaller diameter than the socket. This could be compensated with 
a bronze sheet wrapped around the shaft’s end (Avila 1983, 33). The stone slabs 
from Hakkari, eastern Anatolia depict spears with decorated shafts (Sevin 2005, 
107, Çizim 12).

The artefacts under consideration could be divided in two technologi-
cal groups: the first, which can be designated as The Aegean one, incorporates 
weapons with cast blade and split socket. The latter was formed by hammering a 
flat extension of the blade around a mandril (Snodgrass 1964, 115). Usually the 
midrib is designed as a separate element and is not an extension of the socket. 
This way of producing spearheads was adopted and widely used in the eastern 
Mediterranean and some parts of the Near East, where according to Höckmann 
it was originally invented (Höckmann 1980, 21, note 19). As a substantial flaw 
of this design one can point to the split which makes the socket unreliable. This 
often leads to deforming or opening of the socket in combat as could be seen on 
some finds from the Aegean (Avila 1983, T. 11/69, T. 12/75). In an attempt to 
solve that problem the ancient bronze-smiths added a ring on the mouth of the 
socket. However, they faced another problem or the weak spot where the blade 
was welded to the socket. This was indicated by cracks starting from the end of 
the split around the base of the blade. Sometimes these cracks can be found on 
the midrib too and this makes the spearhead useless (Avila 1983, T. 14/83-85, T. 
16/105, T. 17/112). The sockets however had the advantage of being more or less 
flexible and could be easily repaired when the damage was not too great. 

The second group consists of artefacts with an all-in-one cast socket. A very 
characteristic feature here is the smooth transition between the socket and the 
midrib: the socket narrows up until the tip of the blade (fig. 3/4)2. Since the earliest 
examples until now were found in the Carpathian basin the group can be defined 
as The Central European. These were rarely used in the Aegean before LH III B-C, 
but were largely produced in the rest of the European continent. The advantages 
here are the simplified design which combines the socket and the midrib in a 
single cone. This increases the strength and durability of the spearhead. In this 
case the flexibility of the split sockets is lacking which can lead to fatal breakage of 
the blade or the socket. 

The way to distinguish javelinheads from spearheads is to take in considera-
tion the size and the weight of the finds. The first type weighs less than 150 g and 
is between 6 and 15 cm in length. 

The second kind has weight between 300–500 g3 and length between 20 and 50 
cm. There are two cases of fully preserved Bronze Age spears in Europe: one from 
Lengener Мoor, northern Germany, and the second from Forró Enez in Hungary. 
Both spears have 2.50 m long shafts but the find from Hungary had also a sauroter 

2 For this reason many 
scholars often did not 
recognize the midrib as a 
separate element, especially 
in articles in German.

3 This corresponds to 
the weight of a bronze 
sword or rapier.
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attached. Of similar size was another spear from Ireland (Jakob-Friesen 1967, 213, 
236, 388). 

A third group can be suggested here: spears which could be used both ways as 
described in the Iliad. They have weight between 150 and 300 g and medium size: 
15 to 20 cm in length.

Recently 46 bronze spear- and javelinheads and one sauroter have been found 
in Bulgaria4. Fifteen artefacts were discovered in southern Bulgaria. Most of them 
were stray finds without any additional information. Only two were discovered 
during regular excavations. In northern Bulgaria 24 artefacts were found – six 
were part of bronze hoards and two were unearthed during archaeological re-
search. The rest are again stray finds. 

The quantity of the finds is small, but as we shall see, the typological variety is 
very rich. Most of them are unique for the territory of Bulgaria, belonging to types 
wide spread across southeastern Europe. Unfortunately, the precise dating of the 
finds is impossible because almost all of them are without archaeological context. 

The typology of the finds is based on the following set of criteria: the artefacts 
are divided according to the shape of the blade. Every shape includes different 
types defined by the size of the spearheads and their main elements: blade and 
socket and the mathematical proportions between their length and width (fig. 
7/E). The cross-section of the midrib and the sort of the socket, as well as some 
changes in the proportions are used to define subtypes. Decoration is used in 
defining variants because it is characteristic of certain regions or periods but not 
of types or shapes. 

Shape a 

The widest part of the blade is situated in its upper half, under the tip. That is why 
the examples of this shape always have long blade and short socket. O. Höckmann 
believes this was a Cretan invention (Höckmann 1980, 56, 64). 

Type I. Spearheads with long blades and short sockets

In Bulgaria this type is represented with only one stray find from Krichim (fig. 
1/1). This is up to now the biggest spearhead from Bulgaria 50.2 cm long. It has a 
split socket and midrib with hexagonal cross-section. The ratio between the length 
of the blade and the socket is 2.9 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket 
is 3.9 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 10.8 times narrower than its length and 
14.5 times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. Judging from the 
irregular shape of the blade, one could say this spearhead had a long life and use. 

N. Sandars was the first to note that the specimen from Krichim is the same 
type as the big and narrow spearheads from Crete (Sandars 1963, 121). Höckmann 
describes them as ‘Bajonettlanzenspitzen’. According to him they were used in 
chariot warfare to pierce bronze armour, like the one from Dendra (Höckmann 
1980, 55 ff.).

The size and the proportions of the spearhead from Krichim are identical to 
the finds from the Aegean. Two other similar spearheads are known from Athens 
and Lakopholia (Höckmann 1980, Abb. 11/1; Yalouris / Yalouris 2004, 42). The 
tubular socket, the absence of decoration and not so prominent midrib distin-
guish the Krichim spearhead from the finds from the Greek islands. This could be 
explained by the differences between the bronze smiths from the islands and on 
the mainland. 

4 The number of finds 
increased significantly in 
the last 30 years. Still, it is 
several times smaller when 
compared with the finds 
from neighboring countries.
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Fig. 1. Shape A, Type I: 1. Krichim; Shape B, Type I: 2. Perushtitsa, 3. Krasno Gradishte,  
4. Ovcha Mogila, 5. Dolno Levski. 1-3 after Sandars 1963; 4-5 drawings by the author.
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Shape B

The shape of the blade resembles a willow leaf. Its widest part is situated in the 
middle of its length. The origin of this shape is still not very clear. It was probably 
invented somewhere in Anatolia or the Near East. In the Aegean it appears for the 
first time in LH II A.

Type I. Spearheads with long blades and medium length of the sockets

The type incorporates the finds from Perushtitsa, Krasno Gradishte and Ovcha 
Mogila (fig. 1/2-4). They have lengths between 37.6 and 40.5 cm. The socket is 
cone shaped and split and the midrib has a hexagonal cross-section. The ratio 
between the length of the blade and the socket is 2.0–3.6 : 1 and between the 
overall length and the socket is 3.6–4.6 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 5.2–7.6 
times narrower than its length and 7.7–9.7 times narrower than the overall length 
of the spearhead. According to Höckmann, this type can be described as the 
standard one for the Aegean (Höckmann 2007, 218). The closest parallels from 
this region are the spearheads from Preveza and a stray find from Greece (Avila 
1983, T. 16/105, T. 17/112). Another analogue is known from Tarsus in the Near 
East (de Maigret 1976, fig. 29/5). 

Subtype 1 
The spearhead from Dolno Levski (fig. 1/5) has a cylindrical, split socket and a 
blade decorated with fluting. These together with the smaller size of 29.9 cm dif-
ferentiate this item from the type. The blade is severely damaged baring traces 
of long use. This, as well as the damage on the mouth of the socket, prevents the 
exact calculation of the ratios between them. In its present state the proportions 
of this find are close to the weapons from Perushtitsa and Ovcha Mogila. The ratio 
between the length of the blade and the socket is 3.1 : 1 and between the overall 
length and the socket is 4.1 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 5.5 times narrower 
than its length and 7.3 times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 
The closest parallels from the Aegean are two almost identical spearheads from 
Tragana (Avila 1983, T. 8/44, 45). The decoration is also remarkably similar, albeit 
richer on the Аegean finds. 

Subtype 2 
The spearhead from Lessura (fig. 2/1) bronze hoard is the biggest of all within this 
type with a length of 43 cm. The blade is longer and the socket shorter than usual 
for this type. The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 5.1 : 1 and 
between the overall length and the socket is 6.1 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 
9.4 times narrower than its length and 11.3 times narrower than the overall length 
of the spearhead. The midrib again has a hexagonal cross-section5. It is decorated 
with two parallel incised lines. The same decoration is found also on a stray find 
from the Sliven museum (fig. 2/2). It is very popular across the Aegean (Avila 
1983, Т. 8/44-45, Т. 16/106). According to the proportions and the construction 
(the hollow of the socket continues in the lower half of the blade) the spearhead 
from Lessura is very close to the find from Krichim and shape A in general. The 
shape of the blade and the size however clearly indicates that it belongs here. 

Subtype 3 
A stray find of unknown origin is kept in the Regional Historical Museum of 
Sliven (fig. 2/2). The difference between this find and the type is the smaller size, 
25.3 cm, and very narrow blade.

The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 2.6 : 1 and between 
the overall length and the socket is 3.6 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 6.3 

5 Höckmann erroneously 
mentions that the midrib 
has a diamond shaped 
or round cross-section 
(Höckmann 2007, 221).
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Fig. 2. Shape B, Type I: 1. Lessura, 2. Southern Bulgaria; Type II: 3, 5. Sokol, 4. Unknown;  
Type III: 6. Lesichery, 7. Glozhene, 8. Dambala peak, 9. Ljubljana. 1, 2, 5, 8 drawings by the author;  
3 after Черных 1978; 4 drawing by K. Leshtakov; 6, 7 after Миков 1939; 9 after Teržan 1995.
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times narrower than its length and 8.7 times narrower than the overall length of 
the spearhead. The proportions are very close to the spearhead from Perushtitsa. 
Almost identical to our subtype 3 are the finds from Bikiorema, Mycenae, 
Kallithea and Troumbes (Höckmann 1980, Abb. IV/D18; Avila 1983, T. 15/101, 
T. 16/107, Т. 17/118).

It is important to note that the spearhead from Kallithea is cast all-in-one. A 
“barbaric” imitation of the type, produced the same way, is known from Jupalnic, 
Romania (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 291/14). Here should also be mentioned a 
stray find from Hungary (Hampel 1896, T. CLXXXI/1). All features of this spear-
head are identical with the Aegean type. The size and the proportions are close to 
the specimens from Ovcha Mogila or Dolno Levski. The main difference is the 
presence of two round holes at the base of the blade. They are used for attachment 
of the so called ‘Klappernblechen’ which are used to distract the attention of the op-
ponent from the blade of the spear. During Br D-На А1 they were more frequent 
in Scandinavia and some parts of central Europe (Jakob-Friesen 1967, T. 108-110; 
Tarot 2000, T. 4, T. 38/498; Clausing 2005, 51, T. 8/2). During the EIA this feature 
is wide spread in southeastern Europe on bronze and iron spears (Müller-Karpe 
1959, T. 8/1-2; Аvila 1983, Т. 43-44, Т. 45/963, 966; Буюклиев 1985, обр. 5/г, п; 
Leviţki 1994b, 199, fig. 8/22; Dergačev 2002, А 433). Thus the spear from Hungary 
can be dated to the end of the LBA or the beginning of EIA. 

Type II. Spearheads with long, narrow blades and long sockets

Two finds from the village Sokol near Nova Zagora are defined as type II (fig. 2/3, 
5)6. They are 18 – 22.6 cm long. The mould clearly shows the production tech-
nology. The midrib is a continuation of the socket up to the tip and has a round or 
diamond shaped cross-section. The ratio between the length of the blade and the 
socket is 1.1 – 1.2 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 2.1 – 2.2 : 1. 
The widest part of the blade is 3.5 – 4.7 times narrower than its length and 6.8-8.3 
times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead.

Subtype 1 
The long, conical, hammered socket with a ring on its mouth and the very narrow 
midrib clearly distinguish this stray find from northern Bulgaria (fig. 2/4) from 
the type7. After restoration the split of the socket is no longer visible. The midrib 
has a hexagonal cross-section. The proportions are quite similar to the type. The 
ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.4 : 1 and between the 
overall length and the socket is 2.4 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 4.0 times 
narrower than its length and 6.8 times narrower than the overall length of the 
spearhead. 

This type originates from the Aegean where there are many examples. The 
closest to the Bulgarian finds are these from Siana, Lithovouni and four others 
from the Greek part of Macedonia (Höckmann 1980, Т. 2/D 22-24; Avila 1983, 
50, T. 16/104, 106). They are bigger in size and all have split sockets. The two 
finds from Sokol clearly demonstrate the skills of the Thracian bronze-smiths to 
produce Aegean types using central European technology, in accordance with the 
local needs. This adoption of foreign types was already demonstrated by B. Hänsel 
who singles out a local Thracian group of horned rapiers type C (Hänsel 1970, 29).

Type III. Javelinheads with short blades and short sockets 

This type includes the finds from Glozhene and Lesicheri (fig. 2/6-7). They have 
length between 9 and 10.3 cm. The midrib has an oval or round cross-section. The 
ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.5 – 1.6 : 1 and between 
the overall length and the socket is 2.5 – 2.6 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 

6 The mould was found, 
together with other moulds, 
in a stone quarry north of 
the village (Койчев 1950). 
Тhe spearhead was found 
on the tell Himitliyata 
southeast at the village.

7 Most probably this 
spearhead was found 
somewhere around Russe.
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2.0 – 2.2 times narrower than its length and 3.3 – 3.7 times narrower than the 
overall length of the spearhead. Possibly a fragment from the eastern part of the 
Rhodopes also should be included here (fig. 2/8). 

Parallels of the Bulgarian finds are found almost everywhere on the Balkan 
peninsula: Ljubljana, Slovenia (fig. 2/9); Nova Bingula, Serbia (Garashanin 1975, 
Т. 31/8); Chalkis, Greece (Avila 1983, T. 21/160 В); Frîncenii de Piatră, Romania 
(Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 143/6) and one stray find from northern Albania 
(Hammond 1967, fig. 24/5). They have length between 7 and 12.5 cm. Their func-
tion as javelinheads is also confirmed by their weight. The specimens from Nova 
Bingula and Ljubljana weigh between 50 and 65 g. It is possible that they were 
used also as hunting spears. Judging from the distribution, this type should have 
Balkan origins. 

Shape C

This shape resembles an elongated water drop. In central Europe the earliest finds 
are known to be from the EBA (according to the central European relative chro-
nology) with the moulds from Böheimkirchen and Feudvar and the spearhead 
from Hernádkak, grave 39 (Schalk 1992, 142, Abb. 56/4, 8).  

Type I. Spearheads with long blades and long sockets

This type is represented by the mould from the tell at Nova Zagora (fig. 3/1). The 
socket merges into the midrib. The latter has a round cross-section. The spearhead 
is 25 cm long. The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.3 : 1 
and between the overall length and the socket is 2.3 : 1. The widest part of the 
blade is 3.2 times narrower than its length and 5.7 times narrower than the overall 
length of the spearhead. 

Up to the present moment this find is unique in Bulgaria. With its slender 
silhouette it is very close to one of the silver spearheads from the Borodino hoard 
(fig. 3/2). Another example is known from Hočko Pohorje, Slovenia (Teržan 
1995, Т. 75/14). Other finds with a similar shape and size but with more compact 
proportions are found in different places in southeastern Europe: Horgoš, Serbia 
(Szekeres 1996, 279); Petroşniţa, Romania (Guma 1993, pl. XХVIII/1); Liptovský 
Mikuláš-Ondrašová, Slovakia (Furmánek 1979, 94). 

From the Balkans, similar to the mould from Nova Zagora is one smaller 
spearhead from Iglarevo (fig. 3/3). Again there are some differences in the propor-
tions. In Athens two similar iron spearheads were found (Avila 1983, T. 35/889, 
T. 36/890). They show that the use of this type continues in the EIA. There is a big 
group of finds with the identical shape of blade and shorter sockets from Luaras, 
Albania (Koui / Papandreopoulos 2006, 53, fig. 4/140, 273); Fizeşu Gherlii, Uioara 
de Sus, Frîncenii de Piatră and Moigrad, Romania (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, 
pl. 143/8, pl. 251/5, pl. 310/15-16, pl. 347/3); Beravci, Croatia (Vinski-Gasparini 
1973, T. 108/30) and Ljubljana, Slovenia (Teržan 1995, Т. 25/158). 

This type was most probably invented somewhere in the Carpathian basin. 
This assumption is backed up by the previously mentioned mould from Feudvar 
and the spearhead from Păuliş (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 19/10). Т. Kovacs 
links their emergence with the Völker der inkrustierte Keramik and the Koszider 
period (Kovács 1975, 36), which dates from 17th – 16th centuries BC. This coin-
cides with the proposed beginning of the LBA in Bulgaria (Panayotov 1995, 248).

Type II. Spearheads with long blades and very short sockets 

This type includes the spearhead form Sarantsi and a fragment from Starmen (fig. 
3/4, 6). The midrib is an extension of the socket and has a round or hexagonal 
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Fig. 3. Shape C, Type I: 1. Nova Zagora, 2. Borodino, 3. Iglarevo; Type II: 4. Sarantsi, 5. Unknown-Greece, 
6. Starmen, 7. Avren, 8. Northeastern Bulgaria; Type III: 9. Bozveliysko, 10. Mezőniárád; Type IV: 11. 
Unknown-Bulgaria, 12. Şcheia, 13. Kastro by Oreoi, 14. Unknown-Albania. 1 after Катинчаров 1974; 
2 after Kaiser 1997, not in scale; 3 after Liutsi 1998; 4, 11 drawings by the author; 5, 13 after Avila 1983; 6 after 
Dymaszewski / Dymaszewska 1980; 7 after a photograph by St. Alexandrov; 8 after a photograph by K. Leshtakov; 
9 after Черных 1978; 10 after Born / Hansen 2001; 11 after Ioniță / Şovan 1995; 12 after Korkuti 1982.
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cross-section. The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 5.8 : 
1 and between the overall length and the socket is 6.8 : 1. The widest part of the 
blade is 4.1 times narrower than its length and 5.0 times narrower than the overall 
length of the spearhead. 

This type has a central European origin. The earliest find is the previously 
mentioned spearhead from Păuliş (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 19/10). Almost 
identical to the spearhead from Sarantsi are the finds from Livno, Croatia 
(Marović 1981, sl. 11/7); one from Mycenae (Avila 1983, Т. 21/160 H) and a 
stray find from Greece (fig. 3/5). Similar examples are known also from the 
hoards of Danku III and Sanžejka, Ukraine (Dergačev 2002, T. 71/A 433); Cozla, 
Romania (Soroceanu 1995, Аbb. 2/5); Muć, Croatia (Marović 1981, sl. 11/1) and 
Čermoziše, Slovenia (Teržan 1995, Т. 44/21), as well as some artefacts from the 
Czech Republic (Říhovský 1996, Т. 5/41-43). At the end of LBA this type spreads 
in the Aegean which is confirmed by the finds from Kierion and Langada (Avila 
1983, Т. 18/129-130). 

Subtype 1
The spear-, or maybe javelinheads, from Avren and a stray find from northeastern 
Bulgaria (fig. 3/7-8) are smaller in size. Their length is between 12.3 and 15 cm. 
The blade is shorter than the type. The ratio between the length of the blade and 
the socket is 2.2–2.5 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 3.3–3.5 : 1. 
The widest part of the blade is 2.9–3.0 times narrower than its length and 4.0–4.4 
times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

The parallels are numerous and come from the Carpathian Basin and the central 
and western Balkans: the Tisza-Szentimre hoard (Hampel 1892, CLXXIII/19-20, 
23-24); Monj (König 2004, Т. 51/1); Moigrad (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 
310/15); Žaškov (Novotná 1970, Т. ХХІІІ), Gorna Strazava (Krstić 1991, T. VIII/4).

The possibility of these finds to be defined as javelinheads is supported by the 
bronze belt from Vače, Slovenia (Kromer 1986, Abb. 53/3). It depicts javelins of 
this type used in combat from horse mounted and foot warriors.  

Type III. Spearheads with long blades and medium sized sockets

Although the find from Bozveliysko (fig. 3/9) is not well preserved, the type 
can be defined on the basis of its analogies. The closest finds from southeastern 
Europe are these from Mezőnyárád (fig. 3/10), Galoşpetreu, Gyöngyössolimos 
and Čermoziše (Mozsolics 1985, T. 144/17; Soroceanu 1995, 183, Abb. 1/19; 
Teržan 1995, Т. 44/18). The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 
1.9–2.2 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 2.9–3.2 : 1. The widest 
part of the blade is 2.1–2.9 times narrower than its length and 3.5–4.8 times nar-
rower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

All representatives display decoration of two or three additional ribs, a charac-
teristic feature for the region of northeastern Hungary and southwestern Ukraine. 

The type is spread mainly in the Carpathian basin. The finds from Transylvania 
or the Balkans are few. Similar spearheads are found sometimes in the Czech 
Republic or in Germany (Jakob-Friesen 1967, T. 104/17, Т. 105/1, 2, 4, Т. 133/2; 
Říhovský 1996, T. 10/97; Clausing 2005, T. 65/B 1b). 

Type IV. Javelinheads with short blades and short sockets

A javelinhead of unknown provenance is by far the smallest in Bulgaria (fig. 3/11). 
It is only 6.8 cm long. The diameter of the mouth of the socket is 1.8 cm which 
shows that this is a javelin- and not an arrowhead. The ratio between the length of 
the blade and the socket is 1.5 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 
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2.5 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 1.9 times narrower than its length and 3.2 
times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

This type is attested almost everywhere in southeastern Europe. The majority 
of its examples are 9 – 10 cm long. Similar by morphological features and size are 
the javelinheads from Şcheia (fig. 3/12); Kastro by Oreoi (fig. 3/13) and a stray 
find from southeastern Albania (fig. 3/14). The finds from Graćac (Čović 1983, T. 
LII/9), Doljani (Čović 1983, Т. LIV/6-7), the cave Muša jama (Szombathy 1912, 
fig. 11) and two javelin heads from the Dalmatian coast of Croatia (Marović 1981, 
sl. 11/5; Batović 1965, sl. 1/2) have a shorter socket and more elongated blade than 
is typical for type IV.

Shape D

Leaf shaped blade. The widest part is situated in its lower half. This shape can be 
seen as a combination between shapes B and C. Most probably it was invented 
somewhere in central Europe. Some scholars link its origin directly to shape C 
(Kovács 1975, 32).

Type I. Javelinheads with short blades and short sockets

This type includes one of the moulds from the Sokol hoard (fig. 4/1) and a jave-
linhead found somewhere along the shores of river Barzia, Montana region (fig. 
4/3). They are almost equal in size with lengths of 12.4/12.5 cm. The ratio between 
the length of the blade and the socket is 1.5 : 1 and between the overall length and 
the socket is 2.5 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 2.5–3.0 times narrower than its 
length and 4.3–4.8 times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

This type again is wide spread across the Balkans and the Carpathian ba-
sin. Here only some of the examples will be mentioned: Kać, Serbia (fig. 4/2); 
Grabovac, Croatia (Marović 1981, sl. 10/6); Keszőhidegkút, Hungary (Mozsolics 
1985, T. 32/14); Viškovice upon Ipel and Hodejov, Slovakia (Furmánek et al. 1991, 
63, obr. 10/24, obr. 23/7); Drajna de Jos (Andrişescu 1925, fig. II/2, 3, 9). Their size 
is between 12 and 15 cm. As well as the mould from Sokol, others are known from 
Sv. Petar Ludbreški in Croatia and Oşorhei in Romania (Wanzek 1989, Т. 36/8 а-b, 
9; Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 57/3). 

The javelin head from Barzia has an unusual design of the midrib. Its base is 
cone shaped and the rest of it is formed like a rod with almost parallel sides to its 
tip. The same is found on another javelinhead from Krushevo and on a mould 
fragment from Bagachina (fig. 6/8). This feature can be defined as characteristic 
for the Carpathian Basin and Transylvania8.

Subtype 1
The javelinheads from Strazhitsa and Veliko Tarnovo (fig. 4/4-5) have shorter 
sockets and are smaller. They are 10-11 cm long. The ratio between the length 
of the blade and the socket is 2.7–3.3 : 1 and between the overall length and the 
socket is 3.7-4.3 : 1. The proportions of the blade are identical to the finds from 
Sokol or Barzia. 

Analogous javelinheads with shorter sockets are known from the Balkans: 
Graćac (Čović 1983, T. LII/6); Brza Palanka (Garashanin 1975, Т. LXXXIII/5); 
Kamena gorica (Vinski-Gasparini 1973, T. 126/B 6) and from central Europe: 
Trenčianske Bohuslavice (Veliačik 1983, 247, T. XL/5). 

Subtype 2
The javelinheads from the Semera and Ada Tepe peak sanctuaries (fig. 4/6-7), 
as well as the find from Hrishtene9 (fig. 4/8), are designated as subtype 2. The 
difference between them and the type lies in the proportions. The ratio between 

8 For example, Kovács 1975, 
Abb. 4/5; Ćurčič 1907, 203-
214, T. I/13; Holste 1951, 
Т. 23/18, T. 42/28; Hampel 
1896, T. CLXXXI/4.

9 This javelinhead had 
a long life and use. As a 
result the blade has lost 
its initial shape and the 
decoration of the socket 
was partially worn out. 
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Fig. 4. Shape D, Type I: 1. Sokol, 2. Kać, 3. Barzia, 4. 9. Strazitsa, 5. Veliko Tarnovo, 6. Semera, 7. Ada Tepe,  
8-8a. Hrishtene and its decoration; Type II: 10. Southern Bulgaria; 11. Tiszaszentmárton, 12. Rish, 13. Polemistrias.  
1, 8, 10 – drawings by the author; 2 after Hänsel / Medović 1998; 3 after Миланов 1982; 3, 9, 12 after Черных 1978;  
5 after Градев 1982; 6 after Leshtakov 2002; 7 drawing by D. Nenova; 11 after Mozsolics 1973; 13 after Avila 1983.
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Fig. 5. Shape D, Type III: 1. Unknown, Sofia region, 2. Ruzhevo Konare, 3. Taktakenéz, 4. Ovcha Mogila, 
5. Tallya, 6. Musha yama, 7. Devin; Type IV: 8. Sokol, 9. Uluburun shipwreck; Type V: Unknown, Dobrich  
region, 11. Unknown-Greece. 1 after Черных 1978; 2 Private collection “Ares”; 3 after Mozsolics 2000; 4, 8 
drawings by the author; 5 after Mozsolics 1985, 6 after Szombathy 1912, not in scale; 7 drawing by D. Nenova; 
9 after Pulak 2005, not in scale; 10 after a photograph by St. Aleksandrov; 11 after Avila 1983.



38 lyuben leshtakov

the length of the blade and the socket is 2.0–2.3 : 1 and between the overall length 
and the socket is 3.0–3.3 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 3.0–3.3 times nar-
rower than its length and 4.5–4.7 times narrower than the overall length of the 
spearhead. This means that the socket is somewhat longer and the blade narrower 
than the type. 

Two of the artefacts here are decorated. The find from Ada Tepe (fig. 4/7) has 
a fluted midrib. It is identical with a spearhead fragment from Bežanija, Serbia 
(Garashanin 1975, Т. ХХІІ/2). Until now there are no other known parallels. 

The javelinhead from Hrishtene (fig. 4/8) on the other hand combines motifs 
frequently found on decorated spear- and javelinheads from the Balkans and the 
Carpathian basin. These can be described as incised horizontal lines, rows of dots 
or notches, triangles, volutes and wavy lines. They are combined with geometrical 
ornamentation without analogies. 

Type II. Spearheads with long blades and sockets of medium length

The spearhead from Rish and a stray find from Sliven region (fig. 4/10, 12) are 15-
18 cm long. They are a typical product of the bronze smiths from the Carpathian 
basin. Until now there have been no indications of local production of this type 
and it is possible that they are imported from this region or Transylvania. The 
same is also valid for the previously discussed fragment from Bozveliysko (fig. 
3/9). The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.5–1.7 : 1 and 
between the overall length and the socket is 2.5–2.7 : 1. The widest part of the 
blade is 2.7–3.0 times narrower than its length and 4,5–4,8 times narrower than 
the overall length of the spearhead. 

Still there are some differences between these two spearheads and the earliest 
find from the hoard from Kölesd (Mozsolics 1967, Taf. 31/3). The Bulgarian finds 
are a little bit bigger in size and have narrower blades although the latter could be 
the result of long use. Of these two spearheads the stray find from Sliven district 
sits closer to central European specimens from Tiszaszenmárton (fig. 4/11), 
Felsőzsolca and Velikie Lučki (Mozsolics 1973, T. 57/A 8; Kobal 2000, T. 28/B 3).

The spearhead from Rish is somewhat closer to some Balkan weapons like 
these from Polemistrias (fig. 4/13) or Gorišnica near Ptuj (Teržan 1995, T. 25/162). 
This could indicate the existence of a Balkan variant of the type during the end of 
the LBA.

The decoration of these spearheads consists of previously mentioned addi-
tional ribs on both sides of the midrib. They start from the base of the blade and 
flank the midrib to its tip. Their function is most likely to reinforce the midrib 
with additional metal which would make the blade harder to bend or break. The 
earliest example with such construction comes from Hernádkak, grave 122 and is 
dated in Bz A1-A2 (Schalk 1992, Abb. 56/1). Their life spans up to Ha B or the 10th 
century BC.

Outside the Carpathian basin these features are not so frequently attested. In 
Bulgaria, except from the fragment from Bozveliysko, they were found on a stray 
find from the eastern part of the country (fig. 6/6). As we can see it is difficult to 
tie them to a certain shape of the blade or type or use them as a basis for building 
typological schemes.

The spearhead from Rish has some additional decoration of incised rows of 
dots on the socket. Parts of them are arranged like the letter V. This is unusual and 
could be attributed to a local Thracian craftsman.
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Type III. Medium sized spearheads. The blade 
and the socket have medium length

This type includes a stray find from Sofia region (fig. 5/1). The latter is 15 cm 
long. The midrib is an extension of the socket and has hexagonal or round cross-
section. The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 2.3 : 1 and 
between the overall length and the socket is 3.3 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 
3.0 times narrower than its length and 4.5 times narrower than the overall length 
of the spearhead.

This type unites numerous finds from southeastern Europe. The closest to 
the Bulgarian finds comes from Transylvania and the Carpathian basin: Pruteni, 
Romania (Dergačev 2002, Тaf. 51/В); Mende (Kovács 1975, Abb. 1/2) and 
Taktakenéz, Hungary (fig. 5/6) and from the Muša jama cave, Slovenia (Szombathy 
1912, fig. 14). Their size and proportions are almost identical to the Bulgarian 
finds which suggests a very conservative type. Therefore this type reproduces the 
traditions of the bronze smiths from the Carpathian basin in the Balkan region.

Here we should mention the broken blade from Ruzhevo Konare (fig. 5/2) 
which has similar size and proportions. Unfortunately, the socket is missing which 
precludes further discussion. 

Subtype 1
This subtype includes the second and smaller spearhead from Ovcha Mogila 
hoard (fig. 5/4). It is 17.1 cm long and has a cast all-in-one socket. The midrib 
has a hexagonal cross-section. Its design however is central European. The ratio 
between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.5 : 1 and between the overall 
length and the socket is 2.5 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 3.0 times narrower 
than its length and 5.0 times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 
The blade is decorated with shallow channeling visible only on the top side. 

In general this type is not very popular in southeastern Europe during the 
LBA and EIA. The finds from the Carpathian basin have slightly shorter sockets. 
Very close to this specimen are the finds from Uzd and Tallya (fig. 5/2; Mozsolics 
1967, T. 58/7) and also one of the spearheads from the Muša jama cave in Slovenia 
(fig. 5/3). One could also point to two other spearheads from Şieu and Lozna in 
Romania (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 65/14; Mozsolics 1973, T. 72/B 1). Their 
blades, however, are damaged (Şieu) or reshaped (Lozna) which makes the at-
tribution to the type uncertain. 

Subtype 2
The iron spearhead from Devin (fig. 5/7) is unique in Bulgaria. Its size and 
shape of the blade are identical with the type. However it lacks one of the main 
elements of the bronze spearheads: the midrib. In this case the blade has a cross-
section resembling a biconvex lens. Bronze spearheads without midribs are rarely 
found in southeastern Europe. They are more frequent in the Aegean than in the 
Carpathian basin and are briefly reviewed by O. Höckmann. According to his 
work the spearhead from Devin should be placed in group H (Höckmann 1980, 
76). Such finds were more frequent in the beginning of the EIA. The iron as a raw 
material has better bending and compressive strength than the bronze which led 
to a decreased significance of the midrib as a constructive element. Usually the 
midribs of iron spearheads were narrower and not so prominent when compared 
to the earlier bronze weapons. 

Another interesting feature is the decoration of the blade. It is an imitation 
of the fine additional ribs decorating the midrib of many spearheads from the 
Carpathian basin. Very good examples are those from Hercegovščak-Gornja 



40 lyuben leshtakov

Radgona (Teržan 1995, Т. 74/3), Bükkaranyos (Mozsolics 1985, T. 1/9); Velikie 
Lučki (Kobal’ 2000, T. 28/2); Uioara de Sus (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 251/2), 
Polemistrias and Aiani (fig. 4/13; Karamitou-Mentessidi 2007, fig. 2). The last two 
come from Greece, not very far from the Rhodope Mountains. Until now this is 
the only example in Europe with incised lines instead of the usual ribs. 

Obviously the spearhead from Devin combines elements from central Europe 
with the new raw material and know-how coming from the Aegean. This find 
clearly shows the smooth transition between the LBA and EIA in Bulgaria. Similar 
to the development of the Naue II swords here once again we have a type from the 
LBA produced of iron according to the old traditions which was already pointed 
out by H. Buyukliev (Буюклиев 1985, 28). This once again shows the importance 
of the Balkans as a contact zone between the big metallurgical provinces of the 
eastern Mediterranean and central Europe. 

Type IV. Spearheads with long blades and long sockets

The third mould from the Sokol hoard is 22.5 cm long (fig. 5/8). In this case its 
two halves are preserved. The midrib is an extension of the socket and has a round 
cross-section. The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 1.3 : 1 
and between the overall length and the socket is 2.3 : 1. The widest part of the 
blade is 3.8 times narrower than its length and 6.7 times narrower than the overall 
length of the spearhead. 

The finds which can be attributed to this type are few. An identical spearhead 
is found on board of the Uluburun shipwreck (fig. 5/9). Other finds are known 
from Argos and Muša jama (Avila 1983, 160 G; Szombathy 1912, fig. 13-14). They 
have an identical shape of the blade but are bigger in size and have shorter sockets. 

Type V. Spearheads with long blades and very short sockets

This type also has only one representative (fig. 5/10) which is 22.3 cm long. The 
construction and the function of this spearhead are identical with the finds from 
Sarantsi and Starmen (fig. 3/4, 6). However, the shape of the blade is different. 
The ratio between the length of the blade and the socket is 5.7 : 1 and between the 
overall length and the socket is 6.7 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 5.5 times 
narrower than its length and 6.3 times narrower than the overall length of the 
spearhead. 

This type is not very common in southeastern Europe. Almost identical 
spearheads come from Greece (fig. 5/11) and Switzerland (Tarot 2000, Т. 54, T. 
60). Other finds are known from Bosnia, Romania and Moldavia (Marović 1981, 
sl. 11/3; Dergačev 2002, Т. 50 / A 177; Leviţki 1994a, fig. 18). The type is more 
common along the northern shores of the Black Sea. In modern Ukraine it is des-
ignated as type Danku. The numerous finds and moulds found in this region are 
evidence for an intensive local production (Dergačev 2002, 133). It is possible to 
say that this is an eastern European type and the previously mentioned find from 
Switzerland could be interpreted as an import. There are no other similar finds 
among the almost 1000 spear and javelinheads published by J. Tarot (Tarot 2000). 

Shape e. LanCeoLate SpearheaDS

According to Snodgrass ‘lanceolate’ is the best English term to describe this 
shape of the blade (Snodgrass 1964, 119). In German they are called ‘geflammte’ 
because the shape of the blade resembles a candle flame. This is an Anatolian or 
possibly Near Eastern invention. EBA examples made of copper are known from 
Arslantepe (Born / Hansen 2001, Abb. 23). There are some finds made of bronze 
from the Middle East and Greece (de Maigret 1976, 62-63, fig. 9, 3; Avila 1983, T. 
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Fig. 6. Shape E, Type I: 1. Unknown, Lovech region; Type II: 2. Krushevo; Shape F, Type I: 3. Vetrino; Varia:  
4. Vardun, 5. 11. Unknown, Northeastern Bulgaria, 6. Unknown, Southeastern Bulgaria, 7. Yastrebino,  
8. Bagachina, 9. Lessura, 10. Varbitsa. 1 after Миков 1933; 2-4 after Черных 1978; 5, 11 drawings by 
K. Leshtakov; 6 after Георгиева 2005; 7, 9 drawings by the author; 8 after Лещаков 2008.
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10 Presently in Romania.

29-30). It should be noted that these from the first two regions are closer to the 
later finds from central Europe. 

Type I. Spearheads with short sockets and blade with medium length

The one and only representative from Bulgaria is a 16 cm long stray find found 
somewhere around Lovech (fig. 6/1). The ratio between the length of the blade 
and the socket is 2.7 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 3.7 : 1. 
The widest part of the blade is 3.2 times narrower than its length and 4.4 times 
narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

This type is very common across the Balkans and the Carpathian basin. It 
originates from Hungary or possibly the Czech Republic which is demonstrated 
with the finds from Battonya and Josefov (Kovács 1975, 27, Abb. 4/5; Říhovský 
1996, Т. 6/53). Very similar to the Bulgarian find are the spearheads from Blatna 
Brezovica, Slovenia (Teržan 1995, Т. 24/147); Mezőkövesd, Hungary (Mozsolics 
2000, T. 54/8) and Futog (Borić 1997, 76, Т. ІІ/14). 

Type II. Javelinheads with short sockets and short blades

The javelinhead from Krushevo is 11 cm long (fig. 6/2). The design of the midrib 
is similar to the javelinhead from Barzia (fig. 4/3). The ratio between the length of 
the blade and the socket is 1.8 : 1 and between the overall length and the socket is 
2.8 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 2.9 times narrower than its length and 4.5 
times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

The javelinhead from Krushevo is a part of another very common type in 
southeastern Europe. There are many examples and several variants. The most 
similar find comes from Borjas10 (fig. 6/4). The javelinheads from Žepče, Tešanj 
and Mazaraki (Ćurčič 1907, T. I/12; König 2004, Т. 59/B1–В2; Аvila 1983, T. 
19/145) have identical shape of the blade and polygonal sockets.   

Shape F 

The blade is shaped like a rhombus. B. Hänsel compares it with a kite – 
‘Drachenförmig’ (Hänsel 1968, 75). It is possible that the origin of the shape could 
be Near Eastern. This is shown by three finds from Ruweiseh dated to the 18th 
– 17th centuries BC (de Maigret 1976, fig. 28/1-3). It is to be noted that this blade 
shape occurs in the Aegean as early as the beginning of the EIA. 

Type I. Javelinheads with long sockets and short blades 

The javelinhead from Vetrino is 14 cm long (fig. 6/3). It has a long split socket 
with four rivet holes. The midrib has a diamond shaped cross-section. The ratio 
between the length of the blade and the socket is 0.8 : 1 and between the overall 
length and the socket is 1.8 : 1. The widest part of the blade is 2.7 times narrower 
than its length and 5.7 times narrower than the overall length of the spearhead. 

A similar find is known from Traktirij in the Ukraine (Kločko 1995, Abb. 
1/2). All other analogies are cast all-in-one. The most similar javelinhead comes 
from Svet near Kom in Slovenia (Teržan 1995, Т. 144/5). The finds from the type 
Krasniy Mayak are also very similar. They are spread mainly in modern Ukraine 
and Romania (Dergačev 2002, T. 35/18; Т. 70/A 431). The main difference here is 
the extension of the blade on both sides of the socket (fig. 6/7). It is certain that 
the idea of a spear- or javelinhead with a long socket and short blade was not 
popular in the Mycenaean world during the LBA. Such finds with different shape 
of the blade are known from the Balkans and central Europe (Aliu 2002, 222, fig. 
6/4; Soroceanu 1995, 159, Abb. 1/15; Mozsolics 1985, T. 188/13; Jakob-Friesen 
1967, Т. 92-94). Their size is equivalent to the javelinhead from Vetrino. 
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Here one can mention a stray find from Sărata-Monteoru in Romania (Nestor / 
Zaharia 1955, 505, fig. 6/3). According to the illustration it has similar morphol-
ogy but the blade lacks the midrib. An iron javelinhead from Nevestino, Bulgaria 
has the same construction (Буюклиев 1985, 29, обр. 3). Unfortunately the socket 
is not entirely preserved. Another iron javelin head with long split socket and 
small blade comes from Vergina (Avila 1983, T. 42/950). 

E. N. Chernykh suggests that the origin of the type could be found in northern 
Caucasus or the region between the Volga and Ural. The artefacts discussed by 
the Russian scholar, however, are quite different from the Vetrino javelinhead 
(Черных 1978, 228). Most likely this is a product of a local Thracian bronze-smith 
which again combines elements from traditions of the Balkans and the northern 
Black Sea coast.

VarIa

The finds under consideration here are not well preserved, thus preventing us 
from their typological identification. 

The big spearhead from Vardun (fig. 6/4) has a deformed blade with the tip 
missing. The initial shape is unrecognizable. The socket is short, with thick walls 
and two rivet holes at the base of the blade. The midrib is decorated with three 
additional vertical ribs. These are often found in the Aegean but sometimes also 
in central Europe (Avila 1983, Т. 13/82А, Т. 16/110; Jacob-Friesen 1967, Т. 187/7).

A fragment of an unusual spearhead is kept in the Varna Archaeological 
Museum (fig. 6/5). It stands close to a type from the Carpathian basin with 
examples from the Balkans (Cović 1983, T. LII/5; Aliu 2002, 222, fig. 6/6) and 
the Carpathian basin (Foltiny 1955, T. 52/11; Mozolics 1985, T. 186/1, T. 240/2). 
However the Bulgarian find is bigger and has a long socket with very thick walls. 
The two halves of the midrib do not match up and the edges of the blade are not 
sharp. On the contrary, they are thicker than the blade itself. It is possible that 
this spearhead was not intended for military use and had cult functions. Bronze 
spear- or javelinheads were found, most probably as gifts for the gods, on peak 
or pit sanctuaries in Bulgaria (Ada Tepe, Semera, Bagachina). This was also a 
wide spread practice in the Aegean (Avila 1983, T. 43 ff.). In eastern Anatolia the 
spearhead was the symbol of the god Haldi (Bilgi 2002, 6).

The mould fragment from the Bagachina pit sanctuary (fig. 6/8) was used most 
probably for casting lanceolate spearheads. A similar fragment with parallel sides 
of the blade and ‘stepped’ cross-section is known from the hoard Tenja in Croatia 
(Vinski-Gasparini 1973, T. 31/10). Until now this is the only find in Bulgaria with 
such construction of the blade. Spearheads with such blades were widely used 
in southeastern Europe during the Br D-Ha A1 period. In Ha A2 the numbers 
decline and production stopped before the end of the period. There are no finds 
dating from Ha B. The role of the so called ‘step’ was probably to reinforce the 
blade and prevent it from bending or breaking in combat.

The javelinhead from the Lessura hoard (fig. 6/11) has the blade damaged 
beyond recognition. It probably belongs to shape C. 

The spear- or maybe javelinhead from Yastrebino (fig. 6/7) is 14.7 cm long and 
has damaged blade. It is important to note that the base of the blade is beveled. 
It is possible that initially it was diamond shaped. The size and the ratio between 
the lengths of the blade and the socket are analogous to a very common type in 
Balkans and the Carpathian basin, of which there are 23 exemplars. The closest to 
the Bulgarian find are these from Ig-V Mahu, Slovenia (Teržan 1995, Т. 24/154); 
Josipovac-Punitovci (Harding 1995, Т. 59/10) and Obava І, Ukraine (Kobal’ 2000, 
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T. 63/22). The two flutes alongside the midrib of the Yastrebino find may have 
functioned as blood channels. 

A richly decorated spearhead from eastern Bulgaria (fig. 6/6) is kept in a 
private collection. It combines rich decoration incised on the socket and relief 
decoration on the blade. According to V. Georgieva they originate from the region 
of the Carpathian basin. The author dates this fragment to 14th – 12th centuries BC 
(Георгиева 2005, 213).

A sauroter

The sauroter is attached on the opposite end of the shaft. It protects the shaft from 
splitting, allows it to be stuck into the ground or the use of this end of the spear 
in close combat. The one and only sauroter in Bulgaria is part of the Varbitsa II 
bronze hoard (fig. 6/10). It is small sized, has a conical socket and a spike with a 
hexagonal cross-section. A similar find is known from Hungary (Hampel 1887, 

Fig. 8. Map of the locations 
mentioned in the text:  
1. Ada Tepe; 2. Avren;  
3. Bagachina; 4. Bozveliysko; 
5. Dambala; 6. Devin;  
7. Dolno Levski;  
8. Glozhene; 9. Hrishtene;  
10. Krasno Gradishte;  
11. Krichim; 12. Krushevo; 
13. Lesicheri; 14. Lessura; 
15. Nova Zagora; 16. Ovcha 
Mogila; 17. Perushtitsa;  
18. Rish; 19. Ruzhevo 
Konare; 20. Sarantsi;  
21. Semera; 22. Sokol;  
23. Strazhitsa; 24. Sturmen; 
25. Varbitsa; 26. Vardun;  
27. Veliko Tarnovo;  
28. Vetrino; 29. Yastrebino. 

Fig. 7. Shapes of the 
blade and spearhead’s 
main elements. 
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T. XXVII/3). Another one comes from Italy (Bianko-Perony 1970, T. 79/20). 
The Varbitsa II hoard is dated in the Br D-Ha A 1 period (Ковачева 1968, 58; 
Panayotov 1980, 183).

DISCuSSIon

The precise dating of the artefacts is unfortunately impossible because most are 
stray finds without any archaeological context. The previously mentioned paral-
lels from southeastern Europe clearly show that Bulgarian finds belong to long 
lived, conservative types with a wide distribution. Another difficulty is the use of 
two different chronological systems in Europe: the Aegean absolute chronology 
and the central European relative one. Their synchronization still poses some 
problems.

In Bulgarian archaeological literature is accepted that the mould from Nova 
Zagora (shape C, type I) dates from the MBA (Катинчаров 1974, 7). This date is, 

Fig. 9. Depictions of  
warriors armed with  
spears from the Aegean:  
1, 5. Mycenae; 2. Akrotiri; 
3. Crete; 4. Pylos. 1-2, 4-5 
after Tarot 2000; 3 after 
Kilian-Dirlmeier 1993. 
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however, unreliable because MBA layers on the tell at Nova Zagora are compro-
mised with numerous pits from the LBA thus making the archaeological context 
of the finds uncertain11. The previously mentioned mould from Feudvar in Serbia 
shows that the idea for such spearheads can be traced back to the EBA/MBA 
transition according to the central European relative chronology (Vasić 2001, 96) 
or approximately 18th – 16th centuries BC. If this date is to be accepted also for 
the Nova Zagora mould, it means that in the early LBA in Bulgaria the central 
European types and technologies were in use and the Mycenaean weapons came 
later. The state of the archaeological research and the number of finds do not 
confirm or reject this hypothesis.

The earliest from the group of Aegean spearheads is the find from Krichim 
(shape A, type I). The development of the type starts on Crete during LM II. In 
LM III A it appears on the mainland too. A similar find from Athens is dated in 
LM III A1 (Höckmann 1980, 56 ff.). Thus the find from Krichim could not be 
earlier than LM III A1.

At the same time, the spearheads from shape B, type I appeared in Bulgaria. 
According to O. Höckmann, the finds from Perushtitsa and Krasno Gradishte are 
of Cretan provenance and should be dated in LM II-III A (Höckmann 1980, 136; 
2007, 218-219). It has already been mentioned that the artefact from Dolno Levski 
is almost identical with two others from Tragana dated in LH III A (Avila 1983, 
23). According to N. Sandars and I. Kilian-Dirlmeier, the horned rapiers type C 
emerged in Greece during the same period (Sandars 1963, 120; Kilian-Dirlmeier 
1993, 53). The spearhead from Dolno Levski, which was found together with 
a rapier of this kind, clearly demonstrates the fast movement of these weapons 
across the Balkans. The finds from Lessura, Ovcha Mogila and the spearhead from 
the museum in Sliven mark the end of the type’s life. The first two artefacts were 
prepared for melting together with other items. Among them in the case of Ovcha 
Mogila was another rapier of type C. This suggests that at the moment of their 
deposition they were already outdated and had lost their significance in Thracian 
warfare. This is supported by the absence of repairs on the rapier from Ovcha 
Mogila compared to the earlier rapiers from Dolno Levski and Galatin which 
were refitted with new handles. R. Krauß dates the celts from the Ovcha Mogila 
hoard into hoard horizon Gura Riseşti. B. Hänsel attributes this to the 13th century 
BC (Krauß 2005, 208; Hänsel 1976, 47) or the coming of the Naue II swords on the 
Balkans. As for the spearhead from the Sliven museum, all its parallels from the 
Aegean date from LH III C. Thus the type could be dated to the period between 
15th – 12th centuries BC.

The dating of type II is problematical. The two spearheads and the javelinhead 
from the Sokol hoard belong to very conservative types with long lives which do 
not change in time. The type probably originates in Anatolia. This is supported by 
a spearhead made of bronze with Sn and As: an alloy characteristic for the MBA 
(Bilgi 2002, 7, 15). Thus this type can be described as a Balkan-Anatolian one. In 
Greece it appears as early as LM II A with the finds from Knossos and Vapheio 
and was produced until LH III B2 (Avila 1983, T. 5/30; Sandars 1963, pl. 23/14). 
The date of its latest representatives is however uncertain because they are stray 
finds (Höckmann 1980, 135, D 22-24). 

The dating of the hoard from Sokol, on the other hand, poses other problems 
connected to the relative chronology of the bronze hoards from Bulgaria which is 
still not quite clear. This article will not go into further detail and will list the main 
opinions found in the archaeological literature. B. Hänsel attributes it to his phase 
Sîmbata Noua or 11th century BC. This date is based on the ceramic sherds found 
with the eponymous hoard. The author himself notes that the date is uncertain 

11 Information shared by 
Ass. Prof. K. Leshtakoff. 
The LBA in Bulgaria is yet 
insufficiently studied. 
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(Hänsel 1976, 42-45). I. Panayotov believes the hoard belongs to his horizon III 
(Panayotov 1980, 173-174, map 1). B. Wanzek dates the hoard in На А-В or 11th – 
10th centuries BC (Wanzek 1989, 121 ff.).

All finds attributed to type ІІІ in Bulgaria are without archaeological context. 
The earliest example from the Aegean comes from Chalkis and dates from LH 
II-III A (Avila 1983, T. 21/160 B). This javelinhead bears the traits of the central 
European group and has no other analogies from this period in Greece. That 
is to say that it could be an import from the central Balkans or the Carpathian 
basin. The life of the type spans until Ha B which is marked by the javelinheads 
from Ljubljana and Glod (Teržan 1995, T. 25/161; Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, pl. 
347/15).

The first type of shape C, which was already mentioned briefly, could be dated 
during the whole LBA and the beginning of the EIA. The last is confirmed by the 
two iron spearheads from Athens.

Type II also had long life. The finds from Păuliş and Arad mark its use 
in Bz A2 – На В period (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, 49, pl. 297/6). Among the 
Bulgarian finds only the fragment from Starmen comes from an archaeological 
context. It was discovered in a layer from the LBA/EIA transition (Dymaszewski / 
Dymaszewska 1968, 27).

As for the fragment from Bozveliysko (type III), on the basis of its analogies, 
it could be dated in the Ha A – Ha B 1. Тhe last type from shape C could be dated 
approximately the same way: Bz D – На В.

The only find which has archaeological context from shape D, type I is the 
javelinhead from Ada Tepe. It was found in a rock crevice on the sanctuary. It was 
deposited there before the first layers from the second half of the LBA were accu-
mulated (Nehrizov 2006, 141). According to the excavator the BA materials from 
the sanctuary could be dated to the final stages of LBA12. This coincides with the 
date of the fragment from Bezanja (Ha A1) which has the same decoration as the 
find from Ada Tepe. The smallest mould from Sokol also has a similar date: 11th – 
10th centuries BC. B. Hänsel dates the hoard from Strazhitsa in his phase Sîmbata 
Noua or 11th century BC (Hänsel 1976, 42 ff.). In central Europe the development 
of the type begins with the javelinhead from Viškovice upon Ipel which is dated in 
Bz B (Furmánek et al. 1991, 63) and reaches Ha B, which is demonstrated by the 
moulds from Croatia (Wanzek 1989, Т. 36/8 а-b, 9).

Type II can be dated approximately the same way: the earliest find from the 
Carpathian basin is dated Bz B (Mozsolics 1967, 61). The latest finds date from Ha 
A1 (Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1977, 108, 114, 119).

Type III of this shape could be dated in the Bz B – Ha A period. The earliest 
example comes from the Uzd hoard in Hungary (Mozsolics 1967, 61-62). The 
Bulgarian spearheads are closer to the finds from Bz D – Ha A. The find from 
Devin clearly shows that the type was still in use during the beginning of the EIA.

The dating of type IV is rather uncertain. Probably, it should be dated to the 
period 14th – 10th centuries BC. The first date comes from the Uluburun shipwreck 
from the very end of the century (Pulak 2005, 295, note 2). It should be noted 
that the type was already in use during this century or even earlier. The latest find 
comes from the Sokol hoard dated around the 11th or 10th century.

In the archaeological literature is accepted that type V developed during the 
cultures Noua and Sabatinovka (Dergačev 2002, 133). The use of the type contin-
ues in the EIA which is confirmed by the finds from Cetea and Majaki (Petrescu-
Dîmboviţa 1977, 127; Leviţki 1994b, 200, fig. 9/16). 

12 Personal communication 
with Dr. G. Nekhrizov.
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Shape E has only two types. The first is dated in Br A2 – На В1 and the second 
in Br D – На А1. Probably, the spearhead from Lovech district (type I) should be 
dated around the transition between LBA and EIA based on its similarities with 
the find from Mezőkövesd (Mozsolics 2000, 43, 55).

The last shape, F has only one example which should be dated at the end of the 
LBA or the beginning of the EIA. This is based on its analogies from bronze and 
iron.

ConCLuSIon

The typological analysis of bronze spear- and javelinheads from Bulgaria shows 
that shape D is the most developed. It is followed by shapes C and B. Shape A 
has only one representative which is easy to understand since it was not com-
mon even in the Aegean. On the contrary, shapes E and F were very wide spread 
across southeastern Europe. In Bulgaria only one or two finds are known. Since 
the number of the artefacts is low this picture could easily be changed with the 
emergence of new finds.

An interesting feature is the heterogeneity of the finds. The central European 
and the Aegean group, as well as the local combinations between them, under-
line the role of the Balkans as mediator between the Mycenaean world and the 
Carpathian basin and Transylvania. The first group however characterizes local 
production. Since there are no artefacts from the EBA or MBA, one can only as-
sume that it appeared at the end of MBA or the beginning of the LBA in Bulgaria. 
This could be substantiated with a lanceolate spearhead from the settlement Maliq 
IIIc in Albania (Prendi, F. 1982, Abb. 12, 15), the mould from Feudvar and some 
finds from the northern shores of the Black Sea (Kločko 1995, Abb. 1/3-4). The 
increasing power and influence of Mycenae during 16th and 15th centuries BC led 
to the emergence of some Aegean types in Bulgaria. Their number is small and it 
is very likely that they were imported. They however had some influence over the 
Thracian bronze-smiths which led to the adoption of one type and the modifica-
tion of another. During the final stages of LBA some types from the northern 
shores of the Black Sea emerged in Bulgaria. At the same time the influence from 
central Europe intensified. Judging by the finds, some types from this region were 
also in use in the first centuries of the EIA until the complete adoption of iron as 
raw material for production of tools and weapons.

BIBLIoGraphY

Буюклиев, Х. 1985. 
Тракийски върхове за 
копия от ранножелязната 
епоха в българските земи. 
– Археология 2, 27-35.

Георгиева, В. 2005. 
Бронзов връх за копие 
от Източна България. In: 
Heros Hephaistos. Studia in 
honorem Liubae Ognenova-
Marinova. Велико Търново. 
209-213.

Градев, Д. 1982. Троя 
и Фракия. Каталог на 

изложбата, ред. Д. Градев, 
Москва 1983.

Катинчаров, Р. 1974. 
Периодизация и характе-
ристика на културата през 
бронзовата епоха в Южна 
България. – Археология 
1, 1-24.

Ковачева, Т. 1968. Нова 
колективна находка от 
бронзовата епоха при село 
Върбица, Плевенски окръг. 
– Археология 2, 52-58.

Койчев, Н. 1950. Колек-
тивна находка на калъпи 
за бронзови брадвички 

и върхове за бронзови 
копия в землището на 
село Сокол, Новозагорска 
околия. – Известия на 
Археологическия институт 
17, 218-221.

Лещаков, Л. 2008. Каменен 
калъп за отливане на 
връх за копие от къс-
ната бронзова епоха от 
Северозападна България. 
– Археология, 1-4, 102-105.

Миков, В. 1939: Приноси 
към предисторическата 
епоха у нас. – Известия на 
Българския археологиче-
ски институт 12, 384-396.

Миков, В. 1933: Предисто-
рически селища и находки. 
София.

Миланов, М. 1982. 
Археологически обекти и 
находки по поречието на 
Бързия, Михайловградско. 
– Известия на музеите от 
Северозападна България, 
7, 12.

Черных, Е. 1978. Горное 
дело и металлургия в 
древнейшей Болгарии. 
София.

Aliu, S. 2002. Les rapports 
entre l’Albanie du sud-est et 



49late bronze and early iron age bronze spear- and javelinheads in bulgaria …

l’Europe centrale pendant 
la transition de l’âge du 
bronze à l’âge du fer, à la 
lumière des découvertes 
de Kolonjë. – Bulletin de 
correspondance hellénique, 
suppl. 42, 217-229.

Andrişescu, I. 1925. 
Nouvelles contributions sur 
l’âge du bronze en Romanie. 
– Dacia 2, 345-348.

Avila, R. 1983. Bronzene 
Lanzen- und Pfeilspitzen der 
griechischen Spätbronzezeit 
(= Prähistorische Bronzefun-
de 5, 1). München.

Batović, S. 1965. Pripovijesna 
brončana koplja u 
arheološkom muzeju u 
Zadru. – Diadora 3, 45-70.

Bianko-Perony 1970. Die 
Schwerter in Italien. Le 
spade nell’Italia continentale 
(= Prähistorische Bronzefun-
de 6, 1). München.

Bilgi, Ö. 2002. Yeni elde 
edilen metal silahlar / 
Recently acquired metal 
weapons by the SHM. – 
Palmet IV, Sadberk Hanım 
Müzesi Yilliği, 1-69.

Borić, D. 1997. Ostava 
kasnog bronzanog doba 
iz Futoga. – Rad muzeya 
Vojvodine 39, 41-76.

Born, H. / Hansen, S. 2001. 
Helme und Waffen Alteu-
ropas, Band IX. Sammlung 
Axel Guttmann. Hrsg. von S. 
Hansen. Mainz.

Clausing, C. 2005. 
Untersuhungen zu den 
urnenfelderzeitlichen 
Gräbern mit Waffenbeigaben 
vom Alpenkamm bis zur 
Südzone des Nordischen 
Kreises. BAR International 
Series 1375. Oxford.

Čović, B. 1983. Praistorija 
jugoslavenskih zemalja. IV, 
bronzano doba. Sarajevo.

Ćurčič, V. 1907. Nekoliko 
prehistoričkih predmeta 

iz Bosne i Hercegovine. – 
Glasnik Zemaljskog Muzeja 
19, 203-214.

de Maigret, A. 1976. Le lance 
nell’ Asia anteriore nell’ età 
del bronzo. Studio tipolo-
gico. (= Studi semitici 47, 
Istituto di studi del Vicino 
Oriente – Università di 
Roma). Roma.

Dergačev, V. 2002. Die 
äneolitischen und bronze-
zeitlichen Metallfunde aus 
Moldavien (= Prähistorische 
Bronzefunde 20, 9). 
Stuttgart.

Dymaszewski, A. / Dyma-
szewska, U. 1980. Styrmen 
nad Jantra (Bulgaria), 
badania archeologiczne w 
latach 1961-1964 i 1967-
1968. Wrocłav / Warszawa / 
Krakow / Gdańsk. 25-27.

Erkanal, H. 1977. Die Äxte 
und Beile des 2. Jahrtausends 
in Zentralanatolien (= 
Prähistorische Bronzefunde 
9, 8). München.

Foltiny, S. 1955. Zur 
Chronologie der Bronzezeit 
des Karpatenbeckens. Bonn.

Furmánek, V. 1979. 
Svedectvo bronzovéhu veku. 
Bratislava.

Furmánek, V. / Veliačik, L. / 
Vladár, J. 1991. Slovensko v 
dobe bronzovej. Bratislava.

Garashanin, D. 1975. 
Praistorijske ostave u Srbiji 
i Vojvodini I (= Arheološka 
građa Srbije, serija I – 
Praistorija kn. 1). Beograd.

Gedl, M. 2009. Die 
Lanzenspitzen in Polen. (= 
Prähistorishe Bronzefunde 5, 
3). Stuttgart.

Guma, M. 1993. Civilizaţia 
primei epoci a fierului în 
sud-vestul României (= In-
stitut Român de Tracologie, 
Bibliotheca Thracologica 
IV). Bucureşti.

Hammond, N. G. 1967. 
Epirus. The geography, the 
ancient remains, the history 
and the topography of Epirus 
and the adjacent areas. 
Oxford.

Hampel, J. 1896. A bronzkor 
emlekei magyarhonban 
III: Áttekintő ismeretés. 
Budapest.

Hampel, J. 1892. A bronzkor 
emlekei magyarhonban 
II: A leletek statisztikája. 
Budapest.

Hampel, J. 1887. Alterthümer 
der Bronzezeit in Ungarn. 
Budapest.

Harding, A. 1995. Die 
Schwerter in ehemaligen 
Jugoslawien (= Prähisto-
rishe Bronzefunde 4, 14). 
Stuttgart.

Hänsel, B. 1976. Beiträge zur 
regionalen und chronologi-
schen Gliederung der älteren 
Hallstattzeit an der unteren 
Donau. Bonn.

Hänsel, B. 1970. Bronzene 
Griffzungenschwerter aus 
Bulgarien. – Prähistorische 
Zeitschrift 45, 24-41.

Hänsel, B. 1968. Beiträge zur 
Chronologie der mittleren 
Bronzezeit im Karpatenbe-
cken. Bonn.

Hänsel, B. / Medović P. 1998. 
Feudvar. Ausgrabungen 
und Forschungen in einer 
Mikroregion am Zusammen-
fluss von Donau und Theiss. 
(Prähistorische Archäologie 
in Südosteuropa, Bd. 13). 
Kiel.

Höckmann, O. 2007. Zu 
Lanzenspitzen ägäischer Art 
aus Bulgarien. In: Prae. In 
honorem Henrieta Todoro-
va. Sofia. 215-224.

Höckmann, O. 1980. Lanze 
und Speer im spätmino-
ischen und mykenischen 
Griechenland. – Jahrbuch 
des Römisch-Germanischen 

Zentralmuseums Mainz 27, 
13-159.

Höckmann, O. 1980a. Lanze 
und Speer. In: Archaeologia 
Homerica, Kriegswesen. Teil 
2. Angriffswaffen. Göttingen. 
275-319.

Holste, Fr. 1951. Hortfunde 
Südosteuropas. Marburg / 
Lahn.

Ioniță, I. / Şovan, O. 1995. 
Bronzene Einzelfunde 
aus der Moldau und 
Siebenbürgen. – In: Bronze 
Funde aus Rumänien. 
Prähistorische Archäologie 
in Südosteuropa, Bd. 10, 
Hrsgb. T. Soroceanu, Berlin. 
255-259.

Jacob-Friesen, G. 1967. 
Bronzezeitliche Lanzen-
spitzen Norddeutschlands 
und Skandinaviens (= 
Veröffentlichungen der 
urgeschichtlichen Sammlun-
gen des Landesmuseums zu 
Hannover, 17). Hildesheim.

Karamitou-Mentessidi, G. 
2007. The Late Bronze Age in 
Aiani, 16. Mar. 2007. <http://
www.aegeobalkanprehistory.
net/article.php?id_art=6>, 
last accessed 17.09.2010.

Kilian-Dirlmeier, I. 1993. Die 
Schwerter in Griechenland 
(ausserhalb der Peloponnes), 
Bulgarien und Albanien (= 
Prähistorishe Bronzefunde 4, 
12). Stuttgart.

Kločko, V. 1995. Zur 
bronzezeitlichen Bewaffnug 
in der Ukraine. Die 
Metallwaffen des 17.-10. Jhs. 
v. Chr. L. – Eurasia Antiqua 
1, 81-163.

Kobal’, J. 2000. Bronze-
zeitliche Depotfunde aus 
Transkarpatien (Ukraine). 
(= Prähistorishe Bronzefun-
de 20, 4). Stuttgart.

König, P. 2004. 
Spätbrоnzezeitliche 
Hortfunde aus Bosnien 
und der Herzegowina 



50 lyuben leshtakov

(= Prähistorische Bronzefun-
de 20, 11). Stuttgart.

Korkuti, М. 1982. Die 
Siedlungen der Späten Bron-
ze- und der frühen Eisenzeit 
in Südwest Albanien. In: 
Südosteuropa zwischen 1600 
und 1000 v. Chr., Hrsg. B. 
Hänsel. Berlin, 235-253.

Koui, M. / Papandreopoulos, 
P. 2006. Papandreopoulos. 
Study of Bronze Age 
copper-based swords of 
type Naue II and spearheads 
from Greece and Albania. – 
Mediterranean Archaeology 
and Archeometry 6, 1, 49-59.

Kovács, T. 1975. Der Bron-
zefund von Mende. – Folia 
Archaeologica 26, 19-43.

Krauß, R. 2005. Der Depot-
fund von Ovča Mogila, Kreis 
Svištov (Bulgarien): Zur 
Datierung der Bronzehorte 
von der unteren Donau über 
mykenische Schwerter. In: 
Horejs, B. / Jung, R. / Kaiser, 
E. / Teržan, B. (Hrsg.). 
Universitätsforschungen zur 
Prähistorishen Archäologie 
Band 121. Bonn. 199-210.

Kromer, К. 1986. Das östliche 
Mitteleuropa in der frühen 
Eisenzeit (7. – 5. Jh. v. Cr.) – 
seine Beziehungen zu den 
Steppenvölkern und antiken 
Hochkulturen. – Jahrbuch 
des Römisch-Germanishen 
Zentralmuseums Mainz 33, 
1-97.

Krstić, D. 1991. Praistorijske 
nekropole u Gornjoj 
Stražavi. – Zbornik 
narodnog muzeya 14, 1, 
231-243.

Leshtakov, К. 2002. Some 
suggestions regarding the 
formation of the “Thracian 
Religion” (In the light of new 
archaeological evidence from 
south Bulgaria). – Reports of 
Prehistoric Research Projects 
5, 19-53.

Leviţki, O. 1994a. Culturile 
Hallstattului timpuriu şi 

mijlociu în Moldova. 
Chişinău. 

Leviţki, O. 1994b. Culturi din 
epoca Hallstattului timpuriu 
şi mijlociu. – Thraco-Dacica 
15, 1-2, 159-214.

Marović, I. 1981. Prilozi 
poznavanju brončanog 
doba u Dalmaciji. – Vestnik 
za arheologiju i historiju 
dalmatinsku 75, 7-59.

Mozsolics, A. 2000. 
Bronzefunde aus Ungarn. 
Depotfundhorizonte 
Hajdúböszömény, Románd 
und Bükkszentlászló (= 
Prähistorische Archäologie 
in Südosteuropa 17). Kiel.

Mozsolics, A. 1985. 
Bronzefunde aus Ungarn. 
Depotfundhorizonte 
von Aranyos, Kurd und 
Gyermely. Budapest.

Mozsolics, A. 1973. 
Bronze und Goldfunde des 
Karpatenbeckens. Depot-
fundhorizonte von Forro 
und Ópályi. Budapest.

Mozsolics, A. 1967. Bronze-
funde des Karpatenbeckens. 
Budapest.

Müller-Karpe, H. 1959. 
Beiträge zur Chronologie 
der Urnenfelderzeit nördlich 
und südlich der Alpen 
(= Römisch-Germanische 
Forschungen 22). Berlin. 

Nestor, I. / Zaharia, E. 1955. 
Şantierul archaeologic 
Sărata-Monteoru. – Studii şi 
cercetări de istorie veche şi 
arheologie 4, 3-4, 497-515.

Panayotov, I. 1980. Bronze 
rapiers, swords and 
double axes from Bulgaria. – 
Thracia 5, 173-198.

Panayotov, I. 1995. The 
Bronze Age in Bulgaria: 
Studies and Problems. - In: 
D. Bailey D. Panayotov, 
I. Alexandrov, St. (eds.). 
Prehistoric Bulgaria. 
Monographs in World Ar-

chaeology 22, Prehistoric 
Press, Medison Wisconsin. 
243-253. 

Petrescu-Dîmboviţa, M. 
1977. Depozitele de bronzuri 
din România. Bucureşti.

Prendi, F. 1982. Die 
Bronzezeit und der Beginn 
der Eisenzeit in Albanien. 
In: von Hänsel, B. (Hrsg.). 
Südosteuropa zwischen 1600 
und 1000 v. Chr. Berlin. 
203-235.

Pulak, C. 2005. Who were 
the Mycenaeans aboard the 
Uluburun ship. – Aegeum 
25, 295-310.

Říhovský, J. 1996. Die Lan-
zen-, Speer- und Pfeilspitzen 
in Mähren (= Prähistorishe 
Bronzefunde 2, 2). Stuttgart.

Sandars, N. K. 1963. Later 
Aegean bronze swords. 
– American Journal of 
Archaeology 67, 118-153.

Schalk, E. 1992. Das Grä-
berfeld von Hernádkak (= 
Universitätsforschungen zur 
Prähistorischen Archäologie 
9). Bonn. 

Sevin, V. 2005. Hakkâri 
Taşları. Çıplak savaşçıların 
gizemi. Istanbul.

Soroceanu, T. 1995. Bron-
zefunde aus Rumänien I (= 
Prähistorische Archäologie 
in Südosteuropa 10). Berlin. 

Snodgrass, A. 1964. Early 
Greek armour and weapons 
from the end of the Bronze 
Age to 600 B.C. Edinburgh.

Szekeres, L. 1996. Eine 
Lanze von Horgoš aus der 
Bronzezeit. In: Tasić, N. 
(ed.). The Yugoslav Danube 
basin and the neighbouring 
regions in the 2nd millen-
nium B.C. Symposium at 
Vršac, October 11-14, 1995. 
On the occasion of the Year 
of the Bronze Age – the first 
golden age of Europe, initia-
tive of Council of Europe, 

Archeological Heritage. 
Beograd / Vršac. 279-281.

Szombathy, J. 1912. 
Altertumsfunde aus 
Höhlen bei St. Kanzian 
im österreichischen 
Küstenlande. – Mitteilungen 
der Prähistorischer Kom-
mission der kais. Akademie 
der Wissenschaften 2, 2, 
127-190.

Tarot, J. 2000. Die Bron-
zezeitliche Lanzenspitzen 
der Schweiz (= Univer-
sitätsforschungen zur 
Prähistorischen Archäologie 
66). Bonn.

Teržan, B. 1995. Hoards and 
individual metal finds from 
the Eneolithic and Bronze 
Ages in Slovenia. Ljubljana.

Urbon, B. 1991. 
Spanschäftung für Lanzen 
und Pfeile. – Fundberichte 
aus Baden-Würtemberg 16, 
127-131.

Vasić, R. 2001. Prilog 
proučavanju bronzanih 
kopalja u Srbiji. – Zbornik 
narodnog muzeja 17-1, 
95-99.

Veliačik, L. 1983. Die 
Lausitzer Kultur in der 
Slowakei. Nitra.

Vinski-Gasparini, K. 1973. 
Kultura Polja sa žarama u 
sjevernoj Hrvatskoj. Zadar.

Wanzek, B. 1989. Die 
Gußmodel für Tüllenbeile 
im Südöstlichen Europa (= 
Universitätsforschungen zur 
Prähistorischen Archäologie 
2). Bonn.

Yalouris, A. / Yalouris, N. 
2004. Olympie. Le musée et 
le sanctuaire. Athènes.



51late bronze and early iron age bronze spear- and javelinheads in bulgaria …

Бронзови върхове на копия от къснобронзовия 
и ранножелезния период в България в 
контекста на югоизточна Европа

Любен ЛЕЩАКОВ
(резюме)

В статията са разгледани бронзовите върхове за копия (метателни и из-
ползвани в близък бой) от къснобронзовия и ранножелезния период на 
територията на България. До момента техният генезис и хронологическо 
развитие не са задоволително проучени. Единствен на тях се спира Е. Н. 
Черних (Черных 1978). В последните 30 години в специализираната литера-
тура са публикувани редица нови находки от територията на Югоизточна 
Европа и България, което значително увеличи базата за сравнение и прави 
изследването на този вид оръжие актуално.

Върховете за копия от българските земи могат да бъдат разделени на две 
технологични групи: първата, която може да бъде определена като егейска, 
включва находки с лято острие и кована втулка. Последната е изработена от 
лист бронзова ламарина, на който чрез коване е придадена конусовидна или 
цилиндрична форма, след което е запоена за острието. Обикновено сред-
ното ребро е оформено като отделен елемент и не се явява продължение на 
втулката. Този начин за производство на копия е широко разпространен в 
Източното Средиземноморие и Близкия Изток (Höckmann 1980, 21, бел. 19). 
Втората група се състои от екземпляри, при които острието и втулката са 
отлети наведнъж. Много характерен белег за тази група е плавният преход 
между втулката и средното ребро, което постепенно се стеснява към върха 
на острието. Тъй като до момента най-ранните находки с подобно оформ-
ление са известни от Карпатския басейн, тази група може да се означи като 
централноевропейска. Тя е широко разпространена в по-голямата част на 
Европа, но в Егея е по-широко застъпена едва от началото на късноеладски 
IIIВ.

Функционално върховете за копия могат да бъдат разделени на мета-
телни и такива за бой от близка дистанция. Това разграничение може да 
се направи на базата на техните размери и тегло: метателните върхове имат 
малки размери (6–15 см) и тегло до 150 г, докато тези за близък бой достигат 
до 20–50 см дължина и тежат между 300 и 500 г. Може да бъде обособена 
и трета група от находки, които вероятно са били използвани и по двата 
начина. Те имат дължина между 15 и 20 см и тегло от 150 до 300 г.

Според очертанията на острието върховете за копия са разделени на 
шест форми, обозначени с букви от латинската азбука (фиг. 7). Всяка форма 
обединява различен брой типове. Те са определени според математически 
съотношения между основните елементи на върховете: дължината на втул-
ката, отнесена към тази на острието и общата дължина на върха; ширината 
на острието, отнесена към неговата дължина и общата дължина на върха. 
Сечението на средното ребро и видът на втулката са използвани при опре-
делянето на подтипове. Украсата не е използвана за типообразуващ белег, 
тъй като е характерна за определени географски райони и/или периоди, но 
не и за конкретни типове.

По този начин са разграничени шест форми на острието, всяка от кои-
то съдържа от един до шест типа. В тях са разгледани 38 бронзови и един 
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железен връх. В група „разни“ попадат още шест цели или фрагментирани 
екземпляра, които не могат да бъдат определени типологически, както и 
един сауротер. Анализът на находките показва, че въпреки малкия им брой 
може да се говори за голямо типологическо разнообразие. При това местно-
то производство е повлияно от районите на Егея и Централна Европа, което 
му придава специфичен характер.

Датировката на отделните типове е затруднена, тъй като повечето 
върхове за копия са случайни находки. Ето защо са използвани датировки 
на аналогични екземпляри от съседни държави, което позволява просле-
дяване на хронологическото развитие на този вид оръжие в нашите земи. 
Според моментното състояние на проучванията най-ранен за територията 
на България е калъп от Нова Загора (фиг. 3/1), който би могъл да се отнесе 
към края на среднобронзовия или към къснобронзовия период. За съжале-
ние археологическият контекст на калъпа не е изяснен напълно. Първият 
представител на групата на егейските върхове за копия (фиг. 1/1) по нашите 
земи се появява през късноминойските периоди II или IIIA, което означава 
ХV в. пр. Хр. По-голямата част от разгледаните тук находки могат да бъдат 
отнесени към втората половина на къснобронзовия период (фиг. 1/4; 2/2, 4), 
а някои и към началото на ранножелезния период (фиг. 2/5; 3/6). Железният 
връх от Девин (фиг. 5/7) ясно показва, че подобно на мечовете и при вър-
ховете за копия може да се говори за континуитет по време на прехода от 
бронз към обработка на желязо и производството на стари типове продъл-
жава с нови суровини.
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