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Abstract: Fifteen years ago, during my Alexander von Humbold scholarship 

in Berlin, when I started focusing on the tell phenomena, I made a catalogue 

of the multilayered Bronze Age settlements in the Carpathian Basin. Based 

on information found in the secondary literature published until the year 

2002, I selected a number of 188 such settlements (Map 1). �e list and the 

chronological table presented the most important information on Bronze 

Age tells, tell-like settlements, and mound-like settlements in the Carpathian 

Basin known until then (Annexe 1). In spite of the fact that many of the pre-

viously gathered information is not valid anymore, I considered it important 

to publish the list of Early and Middle Bronze Age multilayered settlements 

the way it has been made �fteen years ago. �is catalogue represented the 

starting point of a long lasting interest in the tell civilization in the Carpathi-

an Basin.

Keywords: Early and Middle Bronze Age, Carpathian Basin, tell and tell-like 
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A
bout 20 years ago, when I was researching for my PhD thesis in the 

libraries of the Hungarian Institute of Archaeology, the Hungarian 

National Museum and the History Museum of the town Budapest, I 

had the chance to meet some of the most competent specialists on the Bronze 

Age in the Carpathian Basin. „Rózsa neni” and „Nándi baci”, as I was invited to 

call them, were the ones who introduced me to the cultural and chronological 

framework of the Early and Middle Bronze Age in Hungary. What I learned 

from them may be found in the new Bronze Age chronology of the western 

part of Romania1. I spent, later, many days in the house of the Kalicz family 

during the period when I was working on the catalogue of Early and Middle 

Bronze Age multilayered settlements in the Carpathian Basin. �e catalogue, 

compiled during my Alexander von Humbold scholarship in Berlin (2000-

2002) and presented on this occasion contains a lot of information received 

from these valuable specialists. �ey will remain for ever in my thoughts!

1  GOGÂLTAN 1998; GOGÂLTAN 1999A.
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�e Humbold-Kolleg conference bearing the title 

Reinecke´s Heritage. Terminology, Chronology and Identity in 

Central Europe between 2300 and 1600 BC held at Château 

Křtiny in Southern Moravia (12th- 15th of June 2017), was 

an occasion to present the paper called „�e Chronology 

of the Bronze Age Tell-Settlements in the Carpathian 

Basin: Revisited after 15 Years”2. �is summarized my 

newest research on the Early and Middle Bronze Age tells 

in western Romania3 as well as the chronology of the Early 

and Middle Bronze Age in the Eastern side of the Carpathian 

Basin4. Because of the limited publishing space my #rst 

publication focusing on the chronology of the multilayered 

settlements could not include a list of the settlements that I 

was studying5. Even later, when I focused on various subjects 

related to the factors that caused the occurrence of tells6, the 

characteristics of their forti#cation systems7 and the ritual 

activities which took place there8, as well as their economical 

and political function9, I did not have the posibility to 

mention all these types of sites. However, it is important to 

mention the catalogue of human bone remains from Bronze 

Age tell settlements that has been recently published10. 

Meanwhile, several lists and some general information 

about Bronze Age tells in various regions of Hungary were 

published11 as well as a catalogue of tells from north-western 

Romania12. To all these, one should add Alexandra Găvan’s 

analysis on the metal activity in multilayered Early and 

Middle Bronze Age settlements from western Romania13 and 

the entire Carpathian Basin14. 

�e catalogue of the multilayered Bronze Age 

settlements from western Romania was the result of the 

project called Living in the Bronze Age Tell Settlements. A 

Study of Settlement Archaeology at the Eastern Frontier of the 

Carpathian Basin, carried out between September 2013 and 

November 201615. �is included a number of 46 sites and 

collected all important information found in the secondary 

literature. �is was structured in the following categories: 

1. Locality name, toponym and administrative placement: 
all known toponyms were mentioned here, including 

Hungarian, German or Serbian names; if the toponym was 

unknown, a short description of the location was used 

instead; 2. Type of settlement: A – tell, B – tell-like settlement, 

2  GOGÂLTAN 2017.
3  GOGÂLTAN 2014.
4  GOGÂLTAN 2015.
5  GOGÂLTAN 2005A; GOGÂLTAN 2005B.
6  GOGÂLTAN 2006.
7  GOGÂLTAN 2008A; GOGÂLTAN 2008B.
8  GOGÂLTAN 2012.
9  GOGÂLTAN 2010; GOGÂLTAN 2011.
10  BURLACU-TIMOFTE/GOGÂLTAN 2016, 96-103.
11  VICZE 2000, 119-129; VICZE/EARLE/ARTURSSON 2005; 237-250; 
DANI/FISCHL 2010, 103–118; ANDERS et alii 2010, 147-160; DANI 2012, 
27-37; FISCHL 2012, 41-42; HORVÁTH 2012, 54; DUFFY 2014, 303-354; 
KIENLIN/P.FISCHL/MARTA 2017, Fig. 1; JAEGER/KULCSÁR 2013, Fig. 
1; etc.
12  NÉMETI/MOLNÁR 2002. 

13  GĂVAN 2012; GĂVAN 2013.
14  GĂVAN 2015.
15  $is work was funded by a grant of the Ministry of National Education, 
CNCS – UEFISCDI, project number PN-II-ID-PCE–2012–4-0020, grant 
director Florin Gogâltan. See www.bronzeagetells.ro.

and C – mound-like settlement; 3. Location: data regarding 

the position of the site, in relation to modern landmarks; 

4. Type of landscape: A – terrace, B – grind, C – island, D 

– hill, F – unspeci#ed. By grind we understand a natural 

mound formed usually in %oodplains, with alluvial origin, 

which turns into an island during great %oods; 5. History of 

research: all early records related to the sites are gathered, 

along with details regarding past investigations; 6. Type of 

research: A – systematic archaeological investigations, B – 

archaeological test trench, C – surface investigations, D – 

geological drilling. By archaeological test trench a small scale 

excavation, carried out in a single campaign is understood; 

7. Aerial photography A – available, B – n / a (not available / 

unknown); 8. Topographic survey:A – available (A1 – classic, 

A2 – stereo 7023), B – n / a (not available / unknown); 9. 

Geophysical investigations: A – available, B – n / a (not 

available / unknown); 10. Radiocarbon dating: A – available, 

B – n / a (not available / unknown); 11. Archaeological #nds: 

information regarding excavation results and illustrative 

recovered artefacts; 12. Storage location of artefacts and 

inventory numbers; 13. Dating: the so-called Early and 

Middle Bronze Age Hungarian chronology was used, adapted 

however to the eastern area of the Carpathian Basin;14. 

Archaeological ceramic style: assignment of pottery, and 

by default of sites, to certain archaeological cultures or 

cultural groups; 15. References; 16. Remarks: issues raised 

by con%icting data and opinions, and other necessary 

speci#cations16. 

Taking into consideration that, in the volume of the 

Reinecke´s Heritage symposium I had to limit my text to 

only 15 pages I asked my colleagues Cristian Găzdac and 

Vitalie Bârcă to include the list of the multilayered Early and 

Middle Bronze Age settlements in the Carpathian Basin in 

the publication they coordinated where word limit was not a 

signi#cant concern.

Having the intention to publish a new multilayered 

settlements’ catalogue that would include all the new 

discoveries I consider that, for the time being it would be 

enough to mention the most important data concerning 

these settlements. �erefore, I included only the name of 

the localities, the toponym, the present administrative 

situation, the type of settlement, the ceramic style and one 

bibliographical reference for each site, either the newest one 

or the one that o&ered the most important information. 

�e catalogue’s criteria of selection is important and 

will be explained in the following section of the article. �e 

texts are mostly in German or Romanian17, but in order to 

enhance scholarly readership there is also some information 

concerning these sites in English18. 

According to the realities in the Carpathian Basin, the 

tells were considered to be multilayered settlements appeared 

as a consequence of favourable environmental conditions. 

�ey were born through succesive accumulation of surface 

houses made of wooden structures plastered with clay. �ese 

constructions were displayed in settlements according to 

topographic principles (a certain ordering of the houses and 
16  GOGÂLTAN 2014, 14-15.
17  GOGÂLTAN 2002, 23-24; GOGÂLTAN 2003A, 224; GOGÂLTAN 2003B, 
61-63; GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 5;GOGÂLTAN 2005B, 161; GOGÂLTAN 2006, 
61; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 82; GOGÂLTAN 2010, 33-34.
18  GOGÂLTAN 2008A, 40; GOGÂLTAN 2012, 13-15.
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of the streets) that remained the same during the whole 

evolution of the settlement. �e existence of forti�cations, 

in some cases quite impressive, of an autarchic economic 

activitiy suggests a clearly structured social organization. 

Created by the same community that lived on the same 

spot during a long period of time, the tell-system consists 

of a central settlement, clearly individualized surrounded by 

„satellite” settlements that mark a well de�ned hinterland.

�e catalogue of tells in the Carpathian Basin is based 

on the principle that they are multilayered settlements 

typical for a certain „archaeological culture”. According to 

the number of archaeological layers and the depth of the 

cultural stratum, they were divided in genuine tells and 

tell-type settlements. Genuine tells were considered those 

settlements with at least three archaeological levels and a 

deposit of over 1 m. 

Tell-type settlements include sites that have at least 

two archaeological levels and less than 1 m deposits. When 

there were no archaeological excavations but there existed 

information in the secondary literature about the existence 

of a tell, these were included in the cathegory of mound or 

hill-shaped settlements (Siedlungshügel, Moundsettlement) 

indicating the continuation of living on the same spot. I 

included in the same group the multi-layered settlements 

that have been researched but there is n mention about the 

number of strata found there in the archaeological reports19.

In this way we may delimit an important group of 

settlements, with individual features, that are di!erent 
than other sites with a single cultural layer in which only 
simple huts and half-buried houses, domestic pits etc. were 
identi�ed. �e lack of signi"cant stratigraphic deposits is 
due to a di!erent life-style and another type of economy 
that indicates a lower status in the system of the tell-
settlements20.

Based on information found in the secondary 
literature published until the year 2002, a number of 188 
Bronze Age sites with the above-mentioned features have 
been selected (Map 1). �e catalogue had the same structure 
like the one including the multilayered settlements from 
the western side of Romania. �e list presents the most 
important information together with a chronological table 
(Annexe 1-2).

Among these, the tell category comprises 67 
settlements, 19 settlements which can be described as tell-like 
settlements, while for 102 settlements there isn’t su"cient 

19  GOGÂLTAN 2002, 23-24.
20  I took this view from Professor Bernhard Hänsel (HÄNSEL 1996; HÄNSEL 
2003A; HÄNSEL 2003B) and later I was also in�uenced by KRISTIANSEN/
LARSSON 2005. Today these views are criticized, with some solid arguments, 
mostly by Tobias L. Kienlin (Kienlin 2015). A last discussion on this topic 
at GOGÂLTAN 2016, 98-104, with the old literature or KIENLIN/FISCHL/
MARTA 2017.

Map 1. The Bronze Age Multilayered Settlements in the Carpathian Basin (cca. 2500-1600/1500 BC) (see Annexe 3, Map 1, larger size at the end of the 
present study).
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data in order to include them in the above mentioned 
categories, tell-settlemens and tell-like settlements (Annexe 
1). As one can see, these mound or hill-shaped settlemens are 
the most numerous re�ecting the state of research (Fig. 1).

From the perspective of the communities who 
have founded these settlemens and then inhabited them 
for generations, one can note the great number of those 
which had created the so called Hatvan ceramic style (72 
settlements), followed by those who have developed the 
so-called Otomani (53) and Füzesabony (22), Vatya (31), 
Nagyrév (12), Vatina (10), Mureș (9), and Mad’arovce (9) 
archeological cultures. In the case of ceramic styles Nyírseg 
(2 settlements), Gornea-Orlești (1), Sanislău (1), Tokod (1), 
Somogyvár-Vinkovci (1) and Wietenberg (1) they are an 
exception (Fig. 2). 

As I have to mention, the data concerning these 
multi/layered settlements is completed by an evaluation of 
their chronological development (Annexe 2). In the table, 

on the basis of the specialised literature from 15 years ago, 
I presented their certain evolution (highlighted in violet) 
or uncertain evolution (highlighted in red). From a relative 
point of view I used, as in numerous other occasions,21 the 
21  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, Fig. 2; GOGÂLTAN 2005B, Abb. 2; GOGÂLTAN 

so-called Hungarian and Romanian chronological system of 
the Early and Middle Bronze Age in the Carpathian Basin 
(Fig. 1). I have recently revisited this system, starting form 
the AMS data at my disposal due to recent excavations22. 
Given the historiographical nature of this presentation, 
I will not refer to the conclusions I have reached in 2015, 
as these will the subject of another article. !e relative and 
absolute chronology of the Early (EBA) and Middle Bronze 
Age (MBA) and, implicitly of these sites, can be found in the 
upper section of the table (Annexe 2).

!e oldest multi-layered settlement of the Bronze Age 
in the Carpathian Basin is the tell from Vinkovci „Tržnica“, 
explored in 1962 and, again between 1977-1978 by Stojan 
Dimitrijević. Approximately 1.60 m from the stratigraphy 
of over 4 m of the settlement have been attributed to the 
Somogyvár-Vinkovci ceramic style23. !is settlement is a 
singular occurrence, taking into account that at this point 
only sites with one level of habitation are known24. !e same 
type of settlement is encountered among contemporary 
and neighbouring communities from the eastern part of 
the Carpathian Basin (Makó-Kosihy-Čaka)25. For the &rst 
horizon where multi-layered settlements have occurred 
(cca. 2500 BC), I have also discussed other sites such as 
those at Dunaföldvár „Kálvária (Öreghegy)“ and Tiszalúc 
„Dankadomb“, but the data are not very clear, while their 
dating to the Early Bronze Age is also uncertain26 (Map 2).

During the second stage of the Early Bronze Age (cca. 
2400 BC – cca. 2300 BC), I have noticed the occurrence of 
multi-layered settlements on the higher embankment of the 
Danube, in the swamp area of the rivers Sió and Sárviz or near 
the Tisa river. !e earliest would be the sites from Dunaföldvár, 
Mezőkomárom, Sióagárd „Gencs puszta=Várdomb“, Tiszalúc 
sau Tószeg „Laposhalom“ attributed to the early Nagyrév 
ceramic style (faza Ökörhalom) (Map 3).

!e dating of the tell at Bölcske „Vörösgyűrű 
(Vörösgyír)“ remains uncertain, while for the settlement 
information is very old. Duringt the &nal stage of the Early 

Bronze Age II, the beginning 
of multi-layered settlements 
registers higher amplitude, 
as new settlements 
were founded at Gerjen 
„Váradpuszta (Várad)“, 
Nagyrév „Zsidóhalom 
(Áldozó halom)“, Gáborján 
„Csapszékpart (Földvár)“ 
(Map 4). 

!e site at Săcuieni 
„Cetatea Boului“, due to the 
materials of the Sanislău 
type discovered at the 
base of its stratigraphical 
column, has been placed 
chronologically in this stage. 

2008A, Fig. 2; GOGÂLTAN 2014, Fig. 6.
22  GOGÂLTAN 2015.
23  See also DIMITRIJEVIĆ 1982.
24  KULCSÁR 2009, 266.
25  KULCSÁR 2009, 58.
26  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 7, 10; GOGÂLTAN 2005B , 161, 163; GOGÂLTAN 
2008A, 40; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 82.
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Fig. 1. The categorys of Bronze Age multilayered settlements in the 
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Fig. 2. The ceramic styles of Bronze Age multilayered settlements in the Carpathian Basin.
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�e so-called Sanislău group is dated to a later period, being 

attributed to the Early Bronze Age III27. I considered that 

the Bronze Age II represents the second horizon of the 

occurrence of multi-layered settlements of the Bronze Age 

27  Recently MOLNÁR 2014B, 17, n. 92, 29, n. 227, 119-120, with the old 
literature; GOGÂLTAN 2015, Fig. 10.

in the Carpathian Basin28.

�e third horizon that marks the occurrence of 

multilayered settlements was dated absolutely between 

2300 and 1950 BC, while in the relative chronology system 

28  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 11; GOGÂLTAN 2005B , 163-165; GOGÂLTAN 
2008A, 40; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 82.

Map 2. The multi-layered settlement of the Early Bronze Age I (see Annexe 3, Map 2, larger size at the end of the present study).

Fig. 3. The Early and Middle Bronze Age chronology in the Carpathian Basin
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Map 3. The multi-layered settlement of the Early Bronze Age IIA (see Annexe 3, Map 3, larger size at the end of the present study).

Map 4. The multi-layered settlement of the Early Bronze Age IIB (see Annexe 3, Map 4, larger size at the end of the present study).
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used in this paper this would have covered the sequences 
Early Bronze Age III – Middle Bronze Age I29. I thus preferred 
to establish a single horizon for the last stage of the Early 
Bronze Age and the �rst stage of the Middle Bronze Age, 
�rst of all in order to frame the occurrence of arti�cial 
mounds belonging to the Hatvan culture. �e absence of 
archeological research in some of the settlements belonging 
to this culture, considered to be tells, makes the exact dating 
of their beginnings impossible. �is is compounded by the 
divergences that exist among the colleagues from Hungary 
on the one hand, and those from Romania and Slovakia on 
the other, concerning the chronology of the occurrence of 
the Otomani culture. �is is proven by my chronological 
table, where no less than 96 settlements, representing more 
than half of the 188 settlements included in the catalogue, 
presented uncertain dating during the Early Bronze Age III 
and the Middle Bronze Age I. What is, however, certain is 
that this third horizon is the moment of the occurrence of 
the majority of the Bronze Age tell-settlements (Map 5-6).

On the basis of the bibliograhical information, I have 
placed the occurrence of some multi-layered settlements such 
as Dunakömlőd „Bottyán-Schanze“, Tiszaug „Kéménytető“, 
Baracs „Földvár=Botyánsánc“, Dunaújváros „Dunapentele-
Koziderpadlás“, etc. (Nagyév ceramic style), Periam 
„Movila Șanţului“, Semlac „Livada lui Onea“, Kiszombor 
„Juhos Miklós tanyá [Új Élet Tsz.]“, Klárafalva „Hajdova“ 
etc. (Mureș ceramic style), Alsóvadász „Várdomb“,Ároktő 
„Dongóhalom“, Hatvan „Strázsahegy“, Malé Kosihy 

29  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 11; GOGÂLTAN 2005B , 165; GOGÂLTAN 2008A, 
40; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 82.

„Törökdomb“, Törökszentmiklós „Terehalom“ etc. (Hatvan 
ceramic style) or Foeni „Cimitirul Ortodox“ (Gornea-Orlești 
ceramic style), during the Early Bronze Age III. As is obvious 
from the map showing their distribution in the territory, a 
cluster is noticeable in the area of the lower Mureș, another 
in the hill area north-east of Budapest (Gödöllő), and a third 
at the foot of the Bükk Mountains (Map 5). 

�e Middle Bronze Age I is characterized by 
the occurrence of multi-layered settlements of the so-
called Vatya culture (Igar „Vámpuszta-Galástya“, Kakucs 
„Balla domb”), Otomani- Füzesabony (Bakonszeg 
„Kádárdomb=Kórógypuszta“, Berettyóújfalu „Herpály-
Földvár=Herpályidomb“, Otomani „Cetăţuie(a)=Dealul 
Cetăţii“, Sălacea „Dealul Vida=Burga“, etc.), Vatina (Cornești 
„Dealul Cornet“, Foeni „Gomila Lupului“, Orešac „Židovar“), 
Mureș (Pecica „Șanţul Mare“) and in some rare cases in 
Wietenberg culture (Derșida „Dealul lui Balotă“) or in Tokod 
group (Nyergesújfalu „Téglagyár=Széles Földek“). At this 
time one can notice the occurrence of a great number of new 
multi-layered settlements in the Banat plains, in the area 
of the rivers Criș, Barcău, Ier, Tisa and the Danube in Pest 
county (Map 6). 

�e fourth one (Middle Bronze Age II/Reinecke 
A

2
), dated approximately 1950 – after 1700 BC, represents 

the spreading of the majority of Bronze Age multilayer 
settlements in the Carpathian Basin, even in the area of 
Maďarovce culture. �e western tells of Bronze Age Europe are 
located in the western part of present-day Slovakia (Ivanovce 
„Bašta=Skala“), and the northern multilayer settlement 
is located at Spišský Štrvtok „Myšia hôrka=Barimberg“. 

Map 5. The multi-layered settlement of the Early Bronze Age III (see Annexe 3, Map 5, larger size at the end of the present study).
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Map 6. The multi-layered settlement of the Middle Bronze Age I (see Annexe 3, Map 6, larger size at the end of the present study).

Map 7. The multi-layered settlement of the Middle Bronze Age II (see Annexe 3, Map 7, larger size at the end of the present study).
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�e eastern limit of the tell phenomenon is situated in the 
north-western part of Romania (Acâş „Zona Morii“, Berveni 

„Cătunul Halmos“,Pir „Cetate“, etc.)30 (Map 7). 

�e last horizon, the �fth one, was dated around 1650 

and before 1500 BC, and is characterized by the foundation 

of very few new tell settlements. In the vast majority of 

cases this process is related with the spreading towards 

the West (Aba-Belsőbáránd „Bolondvár“) and East of the 

Vatya culture. �e best example for this period is the tell of 

Tiszaalpár=Alpár „Várdomb=Nagyvárdomb“ on middle Tisa31 

(Map 8).

�is catalogue compiled more than 15 years ago 

on the basis of specialised literature, as we have seen, has 

been the foundation for my articles concerning the tells of 

the Bronze Age from the Carpathian Basin. It needs to be 

seen as representing a stage of research. Many of the multi-

layered settlements mentioned in it will be excluded from a 

future catalogue. Only after �eld work in western Romania, 

sites such Butin, Cadea „Dealul chel=Koposz domb”, Căuaşd 

„La islaz”, Diosig „Colonie=Lângă colonie”, Satu Mare 

„Weingarten”, Sântandrei „Fosta grădină C.A.P.”, Tulca 

„Holumb”, etc., will be eliminated from the list of the tell 

and tell-like settlements. Moreover, terminological precision 

is required as today, with some exceptions32, only the 

categories of tell and tell-like settlements are used without 
30  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 16, 20-21; GOGÂLTAN 2005B , 168-170; 
GOGÂLTAN 2008A, 40; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 82-83.
31  GOGÂLTAN 2005A, 16, 21, 24; GOGÂLTAN 2005B , 170-171; 
GOGÂLTAN 2008A, 41; GOGÂLTAN 2008B, 83.
32  FISCHL et alii 2015, 120 („Due to the relatively limited thickness of their 
layers (sometimes less than 1 meter in the preserved state) most of them can 
only be classi!ed into the category of tell-like settlements.”).

any mention of other characteristics they may have33. As 

I have already mentioned34, recent excavations and �eld 

research have modi�ed essentially the dating of some multi-

layered settlements.

In Slovakia, noticeable are the investigations from 

Vráble „Fidvár”35, Santovka „Nad Búrom”36, Vesele „Hradisko-

Podzámske”37 etc. while for Hungary the Százhalombatta 

Archaeological Expedition38 and Benta Valley Projects39, the 

Bronze Age Körös O#-Tell Archaeology (BAKOTA)40, the 

Kakucs archaeological expedition41, the Borsod Plain and the 

foothills of the Bükk mountains investigations42 should be 

mentioned. 

In western Romania, recent archaeological 

33  FISCHL 2012, 41–43; FISCHL/KIENLIN/SERES 2012, 23–26; FISCHL/
KIENLIN 2013, 5–8; FISCHL et alii 2014, 341, 344, 348, 367, 369, 371, 373; 
KIENLIN 2015, 9, 11-13, 36-39, 47; KIENLIN/P.FISCHL/MARTA 2017, 96, 
104, 106-107, 109, 118.
34  GOGÂLTAN 2016, 87-88.
35  BÁTORA et alii 2008, with the old literature; FALKENSTEIN et alii 
2008; BÁTORA et alii 2011; NOWACZINSKI et alii 2012; BÁTORA et alii 
2012; GAUSS et alii 2013; BÁTORA/TÓTH/RASSMANN 2015; MÜLLER-
SCHEEßEL et alii 2016, 89-91.
36  BÁTORA/TÓTH 2014, 327-328, with the old literature; BÁTORA/
TÓTH/BAČA 2015, 144-151.
37  MARKOVÁ/STAŠŠÍKOVÁ-ŠTUKOVSKÁ 2015, with the old literature.
38  POROSZLAI/VICZE 2005.
39  EARLE/KRISTIANSEN 2010; EARLE et alii 2012A and EARLE et alii 
2012B; EARLE et alii 2014.
40  DUFFY 2014; DUFFY et alii 2014; DUFFY 2015.
41  JAEGER/KULCSÁR 2013; KULCSÁR et alii 2014; PETŐ et alii 2015.
42  FISCHL 2012; FISCHL/REBENDA 2012; FISCHL/KIENLIN/SERES 
2012; FISCHL/KIENLIN 2013; FISCHL et alii 2014; FISCHL/KIENLIN 
2015; FISCHL et alii 2015; FISCHL/KIENLIN/PUSZTAI 2016; KIENLIN/
FISCHL/MARTA 2017, 95-107.

Map 8. The multi-layered settlement of the Middle Bronze Age III (see Annexe 3, Map 8, larger size at the end of the present study).
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investigations were conducted in the tell settlements 
from Pecica „Șanțul Mare=Nagysánc”43, Carei „Bobald”44, 
Toboliu „Dâmbu Zănăcanului”45 and Sântion „Dealul 
Mănăstirii=Klastrom domb”46. Extremely important are also 
the non-invasive investigations carried out in sites located 
in the Ier Valley, the Carei Plain and the Someș Valley47. 
Regarding Serbia, the old investigations from Mošorin-
Feudvar remained our main point of reference48, coupled 
with the publishing of new data from Orešac „Židovar”49.

Other contributions should be, furthermore, added to 
these 'eld projects. Several issues regarding the topography 
of tell settlements were approached over the last decade50. 
(e great deal of theoretical debates concerning the role held 
by tell settlements, as well as possible hierarchies within 
Bronze Age settlement systems in the Carpathian Basin, also 
had a bene'cial impact on the subject51. (e assignment of 
the stone defensive elements at the well-known settlement 
in Spišský Štvrtok-Myšia hôrka=Barimberg52 to the La Tène 
period53 is yet another notable contribution. 
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No. Settlement Type of settlement Ceramic style Reference

1. Tell settlement Vatya

2. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 85, No. 70c1.

3. Mound-like settlement Vatya

4.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement Vatya

5. Mound-like settlement Vatya

6. Tell settlement SIMÁN 1980, 3.

7. Tell-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 28f.

8. Tell settlement

9. Tell settlement

10. Mound-like settlement Otomani

11. Mound-like settlement

12.
Hajdú-Bihar, Hungary

Tell settlement Otomani

13.
Hungary

Tell-like settlement Vatya

14. Tell settlement

15. Tell settlement Otomani

16.
Bihar, Hungary

Mound-like settlement Otomani

17.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement Otomani

18.
county Hajdú-Bihar, Hungary

Tell settlement Otomani

19.
Hungary

Tell-like settlement Otomani MÁTHÉ 1992A, 168f.

20. Mound-like settlement

21. Mound-like settlement Otomani

22. Mound-like settlement Vatya

23.
Hajdú-Bihar, Hungary

Mound-like settlement Otomani

24. Tell-like settlement Otomani

25.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

26. Mound-like settlement

27.
Hungary

Tell settlement

28. Mound-like settlement

29. Mound-like settlement Vatya

30. Mound-like settlement

31. Mound-like settlement Vatina

32. Mound-like settlement Otomani

33. Tell settlement Otomani

ANNEXE 1
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No. Settlement Type of settlement Ceramic style Reference

34. Mound-like settlement Otomani

35. Tell-like settlement Vatina

36. Mound-like settlement Otomani

37.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

38. Tell settlement Wietenberg

39. Tell settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 24f, No. 12a.

40. Tell-like settlement Otomani

41.
Hungary

Tell settlement

42.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

43. Tell settlement

44. Mound-like settlement

45. Mound-like settlement

46. Mound-like settlement

47. Mound-like settlement Vatya

48.
Bihar, Hungary

Tell-like settlement Otomani MÁTHÉ 1988, 36f.

49. Mound-like settlement Vatya

50. Mound-like settlement

51. Tell-like settlement

52. Tell settlement Vatina

53. Tell settlement

54.
Bihar, Hungary Tell settlement

55. Mound-like settlement

56. Tell settlement

57.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

58. Tell settlement Otomani

59. Tell settlement

60. Mound-like settlement Vatina

61. Mound-like settlement Vatya

62. Mound-like settlement Vatya

63. Tell settlement

64. Mound-like settlement

65. Tell settlement Vatya

66. Mound-like settlement

67. Tell settlement

68.
Szolnok, Hungary

Tell settlement

69. Mound-like settlement

70. Mound-like settlement Vatya

71. Tell settlement Vatya

72. Mound-like settlement
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No. Settlement Type of settlement Ceramic style Reference

73. Mound-like settlement

74. Mound-like settlement

75. Tell settlement

76. Tell settlement

77. Mound-like settlement

78. Mound-like settlement

79. Tell settlement Otomani

80. Mound-like settlement

81. Tell settlement

82. Tell-like settlement Otomani

83. Tell settlement Vatya KOVÁCS 1967, 219.

84.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

85. Mound-like settlement

86. Mound-like settlement

87. Mound-like settlement

88. Mound-like settlement
115/9.

89. Tell-like settlement

90. Mound-like settlement

91. Tell-like settlement
No. 14.

92. Tell settlement Vatina

93. Mound-like settlement

94. Mound-like settlement

95. Mound-like settlement

96. Tell settlement Vatya

97.
Nagykun-Szolnok, Hungary

Tell settlement

98. Tell settlement

99. Tell-like settlement Otomani

100. Mound-like settlement

101. Tell-like settlement Tokod
266.

102. Tell settlement Vatina

103.
Csongrad, Hungary

Tell settlement

104. Tell settlement Otomani

105. Tell settlement Otomani

106. Mound-like settlement Vatya

107. Tell settlement

108. Tell settlement

109. Mound-like settlement

110. Tell-like settlement Otomani
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No. Settlement Type of settlement Ceramic style Reference

111. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 45, No. 33k.

112. Mound-like settlement Otomani

113. Mound-like settlement

114. Mound-like settlement

115.
county Hajdú-Bihar, Hungary

Tell settlement MÁTHÉ 1995, 224.

116. Mound-like settlement

117. Mound-like settlement

118. Tell settlement Otomani

119. Tell-like settlement Otomani

120.
Tell settlement

121. Tell settlement Otomani

122. Mound-like settlement Otomani

123. Mound-like settlement Vatina

124. Mound-like settlement Otomani

125. Tell settlement Otomani

126. Mound-like settlement

127. Mound-like settlement

128. Tell settlement Vatya

129.
Hungary

Tell settlement Otomani

130.
Hajdú-Bihar, Hungary

Mound-like settlement Otomani

131. Mound-like settlement Vatina

132. Tell settlement

133. Mound-like settlement Otomani

134. Mound-like settlement
No. 25, Fig. 12/1.

135. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 38, No. 26b.

136. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 39, No. 28c.

137.
Hungary

Tell settlement

138. Tell settlement Vatina

139.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement Vatya

140. Mound-like settlement Vatya NOVÁKI 1952, 14, Fig. 15.

141. Tell-like settlement Otomani

142. Tell-like settlement Otomani
205, 210.

143. Tell-like settlement

144.
Hungary

Tell settlement

145. Mound-like settlement

146.
county Szolnok, Hungary

Mound-like settlement

147.
Hungary

Tell settlement

148. Mound-like settlement

149. Tell settlement
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150. Mound-like settlement

151.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

152. Mound-like settlement Otomani

153. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 35, No. 24b.

154.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

155. Mound-like settlement

156.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

157. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 20, No. 8a.

158. Tell settlement Vatya

159. Mound-like settlement

160. Mound-like settlement

161.
Szolnok, Hungary

Tell settlement

162.
Szolnok, Hungary

Mound-like settlement

163. Tell settlement

164. Tell settlement

165. Tell settlement
120-122.

166.
Hungary

Tell settlement

167.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement Vatya

168. Tell settlement

169. Tell settlement

170. Mound-like settlement Otomani

171. Tell settlement Otomani

172. Mound-like settlement

173.
Hungary

Mound-like settlement

174. Mound-like settlement

175. Mound-like settlement Vatya

176. Mound-like settlement

177. Tell-like settlement Otomani

178. Mound-like settlement Otomani NÉMETI 1999, 42, No. 32b.

179. Mound-like settlement

180. Tell settlement

181. Tell settlement

182. Tell settlement Otomani
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No. Settlement Type of settlement Ceramic style Reference

183. Tell settlement

184. Tell settlement

185. Mound-like settlement

186. Mound-like settlement

187. Mound-like settlement

188. Mound-like settlement Otomani
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EBA (before 2500-2000/1900 BC) MBA (2000/1900-1600/1500 BC)

No. Settlement I IIa IIb IIIa IIIb I II III

183.

41.

89.

165.

137. Tiszalúc

169. Tószeg

27.

146.

56.

97.

120.

54.

132. Semlac

51. Foeni

6.

166. Tiszaúg

63.

42.

168.

75. Kiszombor

103.

108.

8.

14. Baracs

43.

59.

68.

76.

81.

115.

144.

161.

171.

180.

184.

58.

11.

20.

23.

25.

26.

28. Boldog

30.

37.

46.

50.

55.

57

ANNEXE 2
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EBA (before 2500-2000/1900 BC) MBA (2000/1900-1600/1500 BC)

No. Settlement I IIa IIb IIIa IIIb I II III

64.

66. Isaszeg

69.

73.

77. Kóka

78.

80.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

90.

91. Mokrin

93. Muhi

94.

95.

100.

109.

113.

114.

116.

117.

126.

127.

134.

145.

147. Szihalom

148.

149.

150.

151. Tarcal

154. Tard

155.

156. Tibolddaróc

159.

160.

162. Tiszaigar

163. Tiszakeszi

164. Tiszakeszi

173.

174.

176. Valkó

179. Vatta

185.

186.

187.

32. Cadea

34.
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EBA (before 2500-2000/1900 BC) MBA (2000/1900-1600/1500 BC)

No. Settlement I IIa IIb IIIa IIIb I II III

36. Crestur

40.

135.

136.

152. Tarcea

153. Tarcea

170. Tulca

178.

3. Adony

4. Alcsút

5.

7. Andrid

10.

17.

22. Bia

24. Biharugra

29.

31. Butin

45.

47. Ercsi

49.

62. Hajós

70.

74. Kisterenye

111.

112.

124. Sântandrei

129. Sarkad

130.

133.

139.

140. Sóskút

167.

175.

188.

101. Nyergesújfalu

12. Bakonszeg

82.

121.

9. Aszód

15.

18. Berettyóújfalu

33. Carei

38.

39.

65. Igar

71. Kakucs

102.

104. Otomani
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EBA (before 2500-2000/1900 BC) MBA (2000/1900-1600/1500 BC)

No. Settlement I IIa IIb IIIa IIIb I II III

107.

157. Tiream

125. Sântion

16.

61. Hajós

35.

48.

52. Foeni

92.

123.

131. Satu Mare

138. Socodor

60.

2.

172.

72.

142. Streda nad Bodrogom

119.

122. Salonta

44.

19. Berettyóújfalu

21.

53.

67.

79.

96.

98.

99.

105. Otomani

106.

110.

118.

128.

141.

177.

181.

182.

1.

13. Baks

83. Mende

143.

158.



MAP 1. THE BRONZE AGE MULTILAYERED SETTLEMENTS IN THE CARPATHIAN BASIN (CCA. 2500-1600/1500 BC)



MAP 2. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE EARLY BRONZE AGE 



MAP 3. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE EARLY BRONZE AGE IIA



MAP 4. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE EARLY BRONZE AGE IIB



MAP 5. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE EARLY BRONZE AGE III 



MAP 6. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE MIDDLE BRONZE AGE I 



MAP 7. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE MIDDLE BRONZE AGE II 



MAP 8. THE MULTI-LAYERED SETTLEMENT OF THE MIDDLE BRONZE AGE III


