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New sites from the Scythian Period on the right bank of the danube : data to the connections of the Vekerzug and 
Hallstatt cultures from the territory of Budapest 

During the past decade two new middle Iron age sites were discovered in the Danube’s right bank area in Budapest. 
Both Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu and nagytétény-tétényliget are only partially excavated; their material can be 
dated roughly to the Ha D phase, i.e. to the 6th–5th centuries BC, approximately. Despite being located on the eastern 
periphery of the transdanubian Hallstatt culture’s distribution area, the main characteristics of their archaeological 
record link them with the scythian Period populations of the great Hungarian Plain and the Pest Plain in the first 
place. this is a well known and well-studied phenomenon: scythian type finds frequently appear in transdanubian 
sites, especially in the Danube elbow area. Currently 19 sites, dated to the early and middle Iron ages, are known from 
the territory of Budapest. the inhabitation of the eastern, Pest side is of homogenous scythian character, while on the 
western, Buda side the settlements of the Hallstatt culture and the sites – mainly burials or cemeteries – of the Vekerzug 
culture appear side by side.

IntrODuCtIOn

During the middle Iron age the larger area of today’s Budapest was part of an interference zone of two 
major archaeological complexes, both of which fundamentally determined europe’s cultural relations at 
the time. People of the Vekerzug culture (of mixed origin, embracing both local and eastern components, 
representing scythian elements) encountered here with communities of the transdanubian Hallstatt 
culture (of overwhelmingly Central european roots and connections). therefore, this is an ideal area to 
study this lasting interaction – provided, suitable sites are available. In this respect, the discovery and 
partial excavation of two new sites on the western, Buda side of the Hungarian capital during the past 
decade meant a major step forward. In the followings the results of these excavations are presented to 
add to the current picture on the connections between the Vekerzug and Hallstatt cultures in the region 
as well as in the whole Carpathian Basin.

tHe sItes

Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu (northern City gate) is located in the 3rd district of Budapest, in a 
distance of about 500–900 m from the right bank of the Danube (Fig. 1: 1). In 2008 a testing was conducted 
on the site by Orsolya Láng, as a result of which four middle Iron age phenomena became discovered 
(Láng 2009).

nagytétény-tétényliget is located in the 22nd district of Budapest, in a distance of about 600–700 m 
from the right bank of the Danube (Fig. 1: 2). During march 2012 preliminary excavations were carried 

1 I am grateful to Katalin sebők for the english translation of the manuscript.
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out here, led by József Beszédes, preceding the reconstruction of the Budapest–tárnok railway line. alto-
gether three middle Iron age phenomena were unearthed (Beszédes et al. 2013).

the two sites show a number of similarities regarding not only their geographical and cultural 
positions, but also the character of their archaeological record. as the middle Iron age burials unearthed 
in the two sites show very little variation in basic funerary rite, characteristics of the grave pits, or 
typological composition of the grave good sets, their joint presentation seems logical.2 several other 
phenomena with uncertain dating, some of which might also belong to the middle Iron age horizon, 
were left out from the processing. the anthropological processing of the cremated human remains was 
not carried out up to date, thus the sex and age at death of the deceased is not determined.

tHe resuLts OF tHe eXCaVatIOns

Budapest, District 3

Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu/northern City gate
Located between the Barát creek – Ország str. – Hadrianus str. – Királyok str., Parcel number 65554/27–28–29. ar-

chaeological periods: early Bronze age (settlement phenomena with poorish finding material), middle Iron age (four 
scattered cremation burials).

2 I am indebted to Orsolya Láng and József Beszédes for their permission to process and publish the Iron age materials of 
their sites.

Fig. 1. middle Iron age sites in the territory of Budapest. 1 – Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu; 2 – nagytétény-tétényli-
get.
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Fig. 2. middle Iron age features at Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu.
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features
su (stratigraphic unit) 11 (Fig. 2: 1). scattered cremation burial. the gravepit is ne–sw directed, rounded quad-

rangular in shape, with three postholes in the southern, western and northern corners. the cremated remains were 
deposited in a small heap in the northern part of the gravepit, while the grave goods were piled up in the western 
corner. the set included a small, hand-formed biconical vessel, as well as fragments of some more (bowls with inverted 
rim and a vessel handle), a wheel-turned bowl, several bronze objects (hairrings, a bracelet fragment, and a trilobate 
inner socketed arrowhead), as well as fragments of a strongly corroded iron horse-bit, some glass pearls, and a shell 
(Fig. 4: 1–9). there is no trace of secondary burning on the ceramic vessels, but their overall state is highly fragmentary. 
Partially under the eastern profile.

su 23 (Fig. 2: 2). scattered cremation burial. the shallow gravepit is nw–se directed, rounded triangular in shape. 
the cremated remains were deposited in its northern end. a single, hand-formed, featureless sherd was found in the 
infill. Partially under the western profile.

su 29 (Fig. 2: 3). Larger, shallow pit, directed approximately by the cardinal points. It is rounded quadrangular in 
shape, with sloping sides. the infill contained some burnt daub pieces, as well as fragments of hand-formed vessels: 
a bowl with inverted rim, and a pot (Fig. 4: 10–11). the feature’s primary function was described as uncertain by the 
excavators; but, as both its shape, size, direction, and relative position inside the site show great similarities with those 
of the burials, it might be interpreted as a symbolic grave or an unurned cremation burial with no incinerated remains.

su 30 (Fig. 2: 4). scattered cremation burial. the relatively shallow gravepit is ne–sw directed, of medium size, 
rounded quadrangular in shape, with steep sides. the cremated remains were deposited in the northeastern part, while 
the pit’s infill contained a few fragments of hand-formed vessels, with the rim fragment of a vessel with outcurving rim 
amongst them (Fig. 4: 12).

Budapest, District 22

Budapest–tárnok railway line – site 8, nagytétény-tétényliget
archaeological periods: middle Iron age (possible cremation burials), roman Period (settlement features, Panno-

nian limes).

features
su 21 (Fig. 3: 1). scattered cremation burial. the cremated remains and the grave goods were deposited together 

on the bottom of the large, shallow, round gravepit. the grave good set included hand-formed pots and a bowl with 
inverted rim, and also, a biconical spindle whorl (Fig. 5: 1–4). Partially under the southern profile.

su 24 (Fig. 3: 2). Large pit, rounded quadrangular in shape, with steep walls and a flat bottom. the bottom is en-
circled by a narrow trench running by the feet of the walls; its dark infill suggests that it might belonged to a lining 
or to some kind of inner plank structure. the pit’s infill contained fragments of a wheel-turned vessel and a hand-for-
med pot (Fig. 5: 5–6). the feature’s primary function cannot be determined with certainity. the excavators described it 
as a roman Period pit house, but the small size, the lack of postholes, the overall lack of coeval residential features on 
the site, and some characteristic Vekerzug type sherds in the infill make this interpretation unlikely. this one is very 
much unlike any other Iron age feature on the site regarding both depth and the scarce and fragmented find material. 
a comparison with similar phenomena observed in some settlements of the period (e.g. sopron-Krautacker – Jerem et 
al. 1984, 67; Schwellnus 2011, 365, fig. 5), together with the complete lack of human remains allows one to interpret this 
feature as a settlement structure (semisunken building, or basement). By its position inside the site, however, it can also 
be a plundered grave.

su 25 (Fig. 3: 3). Large pit, rounded quadrangular in shape, with sloping walls and a flat bottom, directed approxi-
mately by the cardinal points. Hand-formed bowls and a bowl with inverted rim, a wheel-turned cup and a grindsto-
ne fragment were deposited on the bottom (Fig. 6). the feature’s primary function is somewhat uncertain: it could have 
been either a symbolic burial or an unurned burial without human remains. Partially under the northern profile.

Funerary CustOms

scattered/unurned burial is a characteristic, in some places even dominant practice in the cemeteries 
of the Hallstatt culture (Molnár 2006a, 205, 206; Novinszki-Groma 2017, 474). In the Vekerzug culture it is 
usually linked with the scythian Period communities of the forest steppe zone, i.e., with the middle 
Dniestr region in the first place (Kemenczei 2001, 16). the highest proportion of scattered burials in the 
biritual cemeteries of the Vekerzug culture, sometimes reaching up to 90 %, was observed in northeast 
Hungary and in transcarpathia (Tóth 2012, 65).

the shape of the gravepits in both sites is in almost every case more or less rounded quadrangu-
lar. Perhaps the only exception is nagytétény-tétényliget su 21 with a probably rounded gravepit (the 
feature is only partially excavated, which makes, to some extent, any reconstruction uncertain). all 
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fig. 3. middle iron age features at Nagytétény-tétényliget.
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Fig. 4. Find material from Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu. 1–9 – su 11; 10, 11 – su 29; 12 – su 30.
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features are relatively large, around or over 1 m in diameter, but, except for nagytétény-tétényliget su 
24, shallow. Quadrangular gravepits are characteristic to the Hallstatt burials (e.g. Fertőrákos-Kőhidai 
dűlő – Ďurkovič 2009), and also appear, even if much less frequently than rounded ones, in the burials of 
the Vekerzug culture (Zetochová 2017, 260).

traces of a pristine superstructure were observed with certainity in only one case: the three postholes 
on the bottom of the gravepit in Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 may belonged to a burial chamber 
or a case. nagytétény-tétényliget su 24, interpreted as a gravepit, might be an other example: a shallow 
trench runs around the pit’s bottom, by the walls’ feet. the phenomenon, usually interpreted as trace of a 
funerary superstructure made of wood, is linked in general with mound/tumulus burials, various forms 
of which sometimes also appear in sites of the Vekerzug culture (Galántha 1985, 120, 121; Kemenczei 2009, 
32; Scholtz 2008, 235–241). rounded gravepits with postholes rarely appear in the flat-grave cemeteries 
of the transdanubian Hallstatt culture as well (Molnár 2014). wooden burial chambers, a characteristic 
of the forest steppe zone, are known from both skeleton and cremation burials in the region (Cegléd-
Hordógyár – Dinnyés 1982, 55; Csanytelek-Újhalastó – Galántha 1986, 70, 71; Hetény/Chotín – Kozubová 
2013, 244; mezőcsát-Hörcsögös – Kemenczei 2009, 32; sándorfalva-eperjes – Galántha 1985, 118; szenc/
senec – Chropovský 1962, 133, fig. 2), but the best analogy of Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 might 
be a burial with weaponry from Bátmonostor-szurdok (Gyucha et al. 2015, 181, fig. 1: 2). similar funerary 
superstructures are known from larger tumuli as well as from flat-grave cemeteries of the Hallstatt 
culture (Schäfer 2017, 275, fig. 7). graves with a wooden burial chamber also appear in coeval burials of 
the Lausitz culture (Buck 1986). at the same time, a connection between Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu 
and perhaps nagytétény-tétényliget and the great Hungarian Plain as well as the forest steppe and 
grass steppe zones may be assumed (Galántha 1981, 46; 1986, 70; Kemenczei 2009, 32, 33).

the gravepits’ size, small depth, and direction (registering with the cardinal points or declining 
by 30–45°) are frequently recurring but not exclusive characteristics in both transdanubia and in the 
territory of eastern Hungary (Galántha 1981, 45; Chochorowski 1985, 136; Kemenczei 2009, 31; Nagy 1939, 
50). the diversity in the ashes’ position inside the gravepit, as well as the relatively small quantity of the 
interred cremated human remains are also similar to the burials in the above-mentioned areas (Molnár 
2006a, 207). the occasional lack of human remains can be explained by the presence of symbolic burials 
(kenotaphs), by a later disturbance of some graves, or, in the case of children’s burials, by a more perfect 
incineration of the body (Galántha 1981, 43; Gyucha et al. 2015, 182; Molnár 2006a, 216).

the presence of smaller fragments of ceramic vessels in the infill of the graves (e.g. Békásmegyer-
Északi városkapu su 11) might reflects preceding stages of the funerary process: they were either put 
on the pyre along with the deceased, or became deliberately destroyed as part of the funeral ceremony 
preceding their deposition in the grave (Kozubová 2013, 284, 285; Molnár 2006a, 207; Zetochová 2017, 262).

the presence of a grindstone fragment in nagytétény-tétényliget su 25 is by no means a unique phe-
nomenon: large, flat stones and grindstones, probably with a special meaning added on the occasion, are 
frequently deposited as offerings in the burials of the Vekerzug culture (Kemenczei 2009, 94, 95; Zetochová 
2017, 257).

In summary, the funerary customs observed in the burials of Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu and 
nagytétény-tétényliget basically fit in the general picture of the early and middle Iron age of trans-
danubia, but the exclusiveness of the scattered/unurned rite, the presence of funerary superstructures in 
the case of Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 and perhaps of nagytétény-tétényliget su 24, and the 
grindstone offering in nagytétény-tétényliget su 25 together seem to mark strong connections with the 
territories east of the Danube, i.e., with the funerary practice of the Vekerzug culture.

materIaL

Pottery

the majority of the vessels in the material of both sites is hand-formed. the relatively rich funerary 
set of Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 comprised fragments of bowls with inverted or vertical rim 
(one of the most frequently appearing types in the period; Fig. 4: 5–6), a fragment of a ribbon handle (Fig. 
4: 4), and a small, undecorated biconical vessel with no handles (Fig. 4: 2), the analogies of which may 
be found in the burials of the Vekerzug culture as well as in the tumuli of the Kustánfalva/Kuštanovice 
group (tiszavasvári-Dózsatelep, grave 60 – Kemenczei 2009, 152, pl. 113: 3; nevitskoe 1. kurgan, ua – 
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Fig. 5. Find material from nagytétény-tétényliget. 1–4 – su 21; 5, 6 – su 24.
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Popovich 2006, fig. 34: 11). this biconical vessel type is characteristic to the burials of the middle Iron 
age. as a grave good, it probably contained some kind of liquid offering: drink, oil, or balm. a small, 
wheel-turned bowl represents an interesting example of early recycling: the original vessel was probably 
a biconical jar with convex sides, the lower conus of which was transformed into a conical bowl by 
clipping and polishing (Fig. 4: 3).

Both the bowl with inverted rim (Fig. 4: 10) and a more robust pot (Fig. 4: 11), the fragments of which 
were deposited in Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 25, represent characteristic types of the period. 
the outcurving rim fragment of a well-polished, dark grey vessel (Fig. 4: 12) found in su 30 at the same 
site marks the persistence of Late Bronze age pottery traditions.

the vessel set deposited in nagytétény-tétényliget su 25 contains basic types of the Vekerzug 
culture’s ceramic inventory, including hand-formed types like bowls with inverted or vertical rim and 
boss decoration (Fig. 6: 2, 5–6, 8), as well as fragments of several barrel-shaped pots (Fig. 6: 3–4), and a 
wheel-turned, biconical cup with a high-swung ribbon handle (Fig. 6: 1). there was also a small fragment 
of a bowl with channelled, inverted rim in the grave (Fig. 6: 7). this type is of Late Bronze age origin; it 
appears less frequently in the material of early Iron age sites, but examples may be found in assemblages 
dated as late as up to the Hallstatt C phase (Jáky 2016, 155). Despite its context this sherd cannot be held 
as a chronological marker: similar vessels with turban rim, reflecting Late Bronze age pottery traditions 
are known from burials of the Vekerzug culture (e.g. szentes-Vekerzug 77. sír – Párducz 1954, 39, fig. 26: 
3). Furthermore, the presence of just one small fragment might only mark a Late Bronze age cemetery 
located in the vicinity (Beszédes/Szilas 2007, 234–239).

the vessel set in su 21 at the same site comprises basically the same hand-formed types: a bowl with 
inverted rim (Fig. 5: 3), a flowerpot-shaped pot (Fig. 5: 4), and a large asymmetrical barrel-shaped pot 
with boss decoration under the rim (Fig. 5: 1). Beside these, an undecorated, biconical spindle whorl was 
deposited in the grave, which is a common addition to women’s burials in the period (Fig. 5: 2).

the ceramic grave goods in nagytétény-tétényliget su 24 were rather fragmentary, but the recon-
structed set registers with the previous ones, comprising fragments of lesser, unidentifiable hand-formed 
vessels, as well as a flowerpot-shaped pot with boss decoration under the rim (Fig. 5: 5), and a wheel-
turned vessel with a convex body (Fig. 5: 6).

In general, the hand-formed types of both sites reflect the pottery tradition of the Vekerzug culture 
(embracing Late Bronze age traits as well), but, unlike the nearest coeval cemetery of Pomáz (Kemenczei 
1977, fig. 2: 4–6; 4), show no influence of the transdanubian Hallstatt culture. the wheel-turned types 
underpin the connection with the territory of the great Hungarian Plain.

as for the chronological position of the ceramic assemblages, some characteristics of the wheel-turned 
pottery might be conclusive. the convex side fragment in nagytétény-tétényliget su 24 shows marks of 
advanced wheel-turning. the wheel-turned, biconical cup with a high-swung ribbon handle in su 25 at 
the same site represents an emblemic type of the Vekerzug culture (Bottyán 1955, 13; Chochorowski 1985, 
35; Kemenczei 2009, 104). the earliest appearance of wheel-turned pottery in the Carpathian Basin may 
be dated to the turn of the 7th–6th centuries BC, but the technology only becomes widespread around 
the first half of the 6th century BC (Czifra et al. 2011, 237; Romsauer 1991, 336). therefore, the features of 
Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu and nagytétény-tétényliget cannot be older than the turn of the 7th–6th 
centuries BC, but, based on the presence of an advanced, uncombined wheel-turning technology (Czifra, 
in press)3, a terminus post quem dating to the mid of the 6th century BC seems much more likely.

metal objects

Of the features under study only Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 contained any metal objects. 
all the appearing types are characteristic grave goods in the burials of the Vekerzug culture.

the heavily corroded, fragmented iron object probably belonged to a harness, i.e., horsebit (Fig. 4: 1). 
It was in such a bad state that its conservation was not possible.

the elongated bronze fragment with round transect was probably a bracelet, which must have been 
part of the deceased’s attire, and thus became burned on the pyre along with it (Fig. 4: 9). similar bracelets, 
made of bronze or iron, were popular pieces of jewellery in this period. the type’s appearance in the 
Vekerzug culture marks the influence of the Hallstatt culture’s fashion trends (Kemenczei 2009, 84).

3 I would like to thank szabolcs Czifra for making his unpublished manuscript available.
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the spiral-shaped bronze hairrings represent a type characteristic exclusively to the Vekerzug culture 
(Chochorowski 1985, 61; Kemenczei 2002, 29; 2009, 79). the examples from su 11 were made of thick bronze 
wire; they both had a convex nailhead and a small knob in the middle (Fig. 4: 8). this exact type variant 
has numerous analogies (e.g. Orosháza-gyopáros – Juhász 1972, 11–13, fig. 11; Piliny – Kemenczei 2009, pl. 
173: 12–15; tápiószele, grave 420 – Párducz 1966, pl. LXVII: 8, 9). the basic type is of eastern origin, while 
several new variations evolved in the territory of the great Hungarian Plain. the earliest examples can 
be dated back to the second half of the 7th century BC, and the type remained in fashion until the 4th 
century BC (Kemenczei 2002, 70; Kemenczei 2009, 80, 81). spiral-shaped hairrings in skeleton burials of 
women are usually positioned near the forehead. this might suggest that the type was probably a part of 
the women’s attire, but, as numerous examples are known from cremation burials, such statements will 
always remain somewhat uncertain. even the other metal goods deposited in the grave, i.e. a trilobate 
bronze arrowhead and an iron horse harness, cannot shed light on the gender of the deceased, as during 
the period these types may had been applied to the burials of both sexes (Hellmuth Kramberger 2017a, 244; 
Teržan/Hellmuth/Heimann 2011, 263–270). several studies suggest that the spiral-shaped bronze hairrings 
might had a role in symbolic communication as markers of either social position and/or cultural identity, 
with the bearer identifying as part of the Vekerzug culture, a trait which must have had an extra special 
meaning in transdanubian sites (Gyucha 2018, 28, 29; Kemenczei 2002, 63). more than fifty sites with spiral-
shaped bronze earrings are known from the Carpathian Basin; of these, five sites with altogether 17 
examples are located in transdanubia (Ilon 2017, 98–100).

the trilobate, cast bronze arrowhead with inner shaft and a pentangular profile represents the most 
frequently used weapon of the scythian Period (Fig. 4: 7). the first, early scythian arrowheads appear in 
the Carpathian Basin as early as the mid of the 7th century BC, but even more archaic type variants are 
known from transylvanian burials (Hellmuth 2014, 7; Kemenczei 1994, 97). these early examples are char-
acterized by an exceptional variability in both size and shape, while the classical and late variants are 
usually trilobate, with a short inner or outer shaft, and a trapezoid or triangular profile. the arrowhead 
in Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 represents the most widespread type variant in the territory 
of Budapest, with more examples known from rákospalota-mogyoród str. 42 and soroksár-Haraszti str. 
(Tóth 2018, 99, 105). examples of this type frequently appear in burials dated to the classical phase of the 
Vekerzug culture (Piliny – Kemenczei 2009, pl. 171: 11–13; Hetény/Chotín, sK – Kozubová 2009, fig. 4: 3, 9, 
11, 12, 15; 7: 38, 48; szenc/senec, sK – Kozubová 2009, fig. 6: 10). while this exact type variant appears in 
the steppe region as early as the mid of the 7th century BC, one must agree with A. Kozubová (2009, 73, 74, 
76, 77) regarding the supposed timeframe of its use in the territory of the Carpathian Basin, and set it 
between (preferably the second half of) the 6th century BC and the first half of the 5th century BC.

miscellaneous objects

Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu su 11 also contained a glass bead and a shell (Fig. 4: 1), both of which 
are present in field documentation (including descriptions, drawings and photos), but perished during 
conservation. together with the bracelet and the hairrings the glass bead could have been part of the 
deceased’s attire.

nagytétény-tétényliget su 25 contained, beside ceramic sherds, a grindstone fragment made of fine-
grain volcanic rock (Fig. 6: 9). Provided the interpretation of this feature as a burial is accepted, the 
presence of the grindstone fragment might be explained as an appearance of a special funerary custom. 
Burials with a stone deposit are regular, if not frequent, phenomena in the cemeteries of the scythian 
Period (Ilon 1985, 82; Kemenczei 2009, 94, 95, 187; Scholtz 2015, 135), appearing in several other sites in the 
territory of Budapest as well (rákospalota, mogyoród útja 42 – Horváth 2001, 41, fig. 8; soroksár, akácos-
dűlő – Bencze/Böröczky/Szigeti 2010, 166). From a typological point of view the interred stones show great 
variability: a chipped cutting tool, a firestone, a whetstone, a grinding- or polishing stone, a slingstone, 
a flat stone with an unidentified primary function, or even a simple pebble were all fit for purpose. the 
possible interpretations include, beside explaining their appearance in this context as a simple reference 
to their original function, the presence of an added, ritual meaning (Csalog/Kisfaludi 1985, 337–339).
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Fig. 6. Find material from nagytétény-tétényliget su 25.
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COnCLusIOns

the burials at Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu may be dated by the typological characteristics of the 
bronze hairring, the arrowhead and the wheel-turned pottery; in the case of nagytétény-tétényliget only 
the latter is available to provide a basis for a chronological estimation. Based on these finds both sites can 
be dated to the Ha D phase, i.e., to the 6th–5th centuries BC. the low number of chronological markers, 
together with a poorish find material in the features in general, exclude the possibility of both a more 
precise absolute dating of the sites, a description of their relative chronological positions, or an intrasite 
stratification.

Despite being positioned in the right bank area of the Danube, i.e. on the territory of the transdanu-
bian Hallstatt culture, both the features and the find material seem to link the presented sites with the 
scythian Period Vekerzug culture and the Pest Plain in the first place. Considering the high number 
of scythian type finds and assemblages in transdanubia and especially in the Danube elbow area 
(Kemenczei 1977; Kemenczei 2010, 114, fig. 10) this cannot be a surprise. several hypotheses describe diverse 
aspects of this situation already, while a current proliferation of available resources as a result of research 
of the last decades enables the integration of at least some of these particular ideas in a comprehensive 
interpretation.

the control of natural resources and exchange routes must have been of utmost importance for the 
communities of eastern origin in both facilitating colonization, and allowing the establishment of a sus-
tainable power structure and a sphere of influence in the new territories (Ilon 2004, 77; Párducz 1965a, 300). 
a current state of research suggests that this process was started by an invasion of warriors, who arrived 
here from the east at the dawn of the scythian Period of the Carpathian Basin (i.e. sometime during 
the second half of the 7th century BC),  and carried out a  military campaign here  (Chochorowski 2014, 
32–44; Hellmuth Kramberger 2017b, 584; Novák 2017, 197–208, 211–215; Szabó/Czajlik/Reményi 2014, 5, 6; Tóth 
2017b, 427, 428). a status quo was reached by the 6th century BC, when the autochtonous populations of 
transdanubia and the Vekerzug type communities east of the Danube seemed to live peacefully together 
(Gál/Molnár 2005, 183, 184; Molnár 2006b, 341). the appearance of Vekerzug type burials in transdanubia 
during this period suggests some infiltration in the area, the reasons behind which might even include 
exogamy. the connection seems to be heavily asymmetrical: while the Vekerzug type features in trans-
danubia usually appear in closed assemblages with large numbers of characteristic objects (e.g. bronze 
arrowheads, quiver mounts, hairrings, iron horsebits and battle axes, pintaderas, wheel-turned vessels; 
Kemenczei 2010, 116), objects reflecting the Hallstatt tradition in the material of scythian settlements in 
the great Hungarian Plain are much less frequent. and, when they occur, the reasons behind their 
presence is different: bracelets and fibulae might mark the adoption of fashion and jewellery trends, 
while exclusive vessels of the eastern alps pottery tradition probably arrived here via exchange routes. 
the grave good assemblages in the burials of the elite (e.g. ártánd – Párducz 1965b; regöly – Fekete/Szabó 
2017), and also, in some flat-grave cemeteries (e.g. Dédestapolcsány-Verebce-tető – Tóth 2012; szentlőrinc 
– Jerem 1968) represent an extended connection web.

the area of Budapest, due to its location and geomorphology together with a high habitat variabil-
ity, was a special place for settling, exchange, and thus, maintaining contacts throughout the ages. the 
Danube, flowing north to south, acted as both a natural border and a communication route. On the 
eastern side, the Pest Plain opened way towards the great Hungarian Plain, while the long valleys of the 
Buda mountains on the western side facilitated trespassing towards northern transdanubia. numerous 
fords were available in the area, securing connection between the two sides. the habitats, allowing very 
diverse subsistence strategies to be a success at the same time, included waterside environment with 
more or less permanent islands, elevated loess or sand banks of creeks, terraces of the Danube, hillside 
environment, and even a few thermal springs on the Buda side.

natural conditions so can be a reason for the relative abundance of known early and middle Iron 
age sites from an area of only 525 km2 that is Budapest today. the approximately 19 sites are even more 
appreciated considering the characteristics and numerous limitations of city archaeology, and the highly 
fragmented and asymmetrical archaeological topography built this way (Fig. 1). up to date, the eastern 
(Pest) side, together with the islands of the Danube provided altogether three early Iron age Prescythian 
and 9 middle Iron age Vekerzug type sites. On the western (Buda) side, beside a Prescythian burial and 
two Vekerzug type sites (Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu, nagytétény-tétényliget), five well-dated and 
two uncertain Hallstatt settlements are known, meaning that the Hallstatt settlements and the cemeteries 
of the Vekerzug culture existed side by side in this area. a relative new discovery, still under processing, 
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seems to add to this picture: in the material of the long-lived Ha C–D settlement at Budapest District 3, 
Csúcshegy-Harsánylejtő, beside the usual Hallstatt type material a scythian type bronze arrowhead 
and a Vekerzug-type pintadera were unearthed (Tóth 2017a, 55, 61). their appearance in this context, 
together with the cemeteries at Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu and nagytétény-tétényliget emphasizes 
on the peaceful living together and rather intensive connections of the two cultural spheres in the area 
of Budapest.
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Nové lokality zo skýtskeho obdobia na pravom brehu Dunaja
Fakty o vzťahoch medzi vekerzugskou a halštatskou kultúrou na území Budapešti

F a r k a s  m á r t o n  t ó t h

súhrn

V priebehu strednej doby železnej bolo veľké územie dnešnej Budapešti súčasťou rozhrania dvoch veľkých 
archeologických celkov – ľud vekerzugskej kultúry (zmiešaného pôvodu, obsahujúcej miestne aj východné zložky 
a reprezentujúcej skýtske prvky) sa tu stretával s komunitami zadunajskej halštatskej kultúry (s výraznými 
stredoeurópskymi koreňmi a väzbami). Je to teda optimálna oblasť pre štúdium tejto trvalej interakcie. V posledných 
dvoch desaťročiach boli v Budapešti na pravom brehu Dunaja objavené dve nové polohy zo strednej doby železnej – 
Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu a nagytétény-tétényliget. Obidve boli len čiastočne preskúmané. tieto dve polohy 
vykazujú množstvo podobností nielen čo sa týka ich geografickej a kultúrnej polohy, ale aj povahy archeologických 
faktov. Keďže hroby zo strednej doby železnej, ktoré boli odkryté na týchto dvoch náleziskách, sa veľmi nelíšia 
základným pohrebným rítom, tvarom hrobových jám ani typologickým zložením hrobovej výbavy, budú prezentované 
spolu.

na nálezisku Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu boli objavené tri isté (su 11, su 23, su 30) žiarové hroby a jeden 
neistý (su 29) rozptýlený žiarový hrob. Z troch známych objektov zo strednej doby železnej na lokalite nagytétény-
tétényliget (su 21, su 24, su 25) môžeme len jeden (su 21) s istotou interpretovať ako rozptýlený žiarový hrob. Hroby 
sa dajú datovať na základe typológie nálezov (v ruke a na kruhu tvarovaných nádob, praslenu, železného zubadla, 
fragmentu bronzového náramku, trojhranného hrotu šípu, špirálovej záušnice a fragmentu brúsika) zhruba do fázy 
HD, t. j. to 6.–5. stor. pred n. l.

napriek tomu, že sa obe lokality nachádzajú na východnom okraji oblasti rozšírenia zadunajskej halštatskej kultúry, 
hlavné archeologické atribúty ich v prvom rade spájajú s populáciami skýtskeho obdobia z Veľkej dunajskej kotliny 
a z Peštianskej kotliny. Častý výskyt nálezov skýtskeho typu na zadunajských náleziskách, najmä v oblasti ohybu 
Dunaja, je veľmi známy a dobre preskúmaný jav. niekoľko hypotéz už opisuje rôzne aspekty tejto situácie, zatiaľ čo 
nárast množstva dostupných zdrojov vďaka výskumu v posledných desaťročiach umožnil zahrnutie aspoň niektorých 
z týchto myšlienok do komplexnej interpretácie.

Kontrola prírodných zdrojov a obchodných ciest musela byť extrémne dôležitá pre komunity východného pôvodu 
jednak pre jednoduchšiu kolonizáciu území, jednak umožňovala vytvorenie udržateľnej mocenskej štruktúry a sféry 
vplyvu na nových územiach. súčasný stav bádania naznačuje, že tento proces sa začal inváziou bojovníkov, ktorí sem 
prišli z východu na počiatku skýtskeho obdobia (t. j. niekedy v priebehu druhej polovice 7. stor. pred n. l.) a uskutočnili 
v tejto oblasti vojenskú výpravu. Status quo mohol byť dosiahnutý v 6. stor. pred n. l., keď sa zdalo, že autochtónne 
obyvateľstvo komunít zadunajského i vekerzugského typu nažíva spolu v mieri. Výskyt súvekých hrobov vekerzugského 
typu v Zadunajsku naznačuje istú infiltráciu do tejto oblasti. Jedným z jej dôvodov mohla byť exogamia. Vzťahy sa javia 
ako výrazne asymetrické. Zatiaľ čo objekty vekerzugskej kultúry za v Zadunajsku vyskytujú v uzavretých celkoch 
s veľkým počtom typických predmetov (napr. bronzových hrotov šípov, popruhov tulcov, záušníc, železných zubadiel 
a bojových sekier, pintader, na kruhu robených nádob), predmety odrážajúce halštatskú tradíciu sú v materiáli zo 
skýtskych osád vo Veľkej dunajskej kotline oveľa zriedkavejšie. ak sa však vyskytujú, dôvod ich prítomnosti je iný 
– náramky a spony môžu znamenať preberanie trendov v oblečení a v šperkovej móde, zatiaľ čo exkluzívne nádoby 
východoalpskej hrnčiarskej tradície sa sem zrejme dostali po obchodných cestách. nálezové súbory hrobovej výbavy 
v hroboch elity, a tiež na niektorých radových pohrebiskách ilustrujú širokú sieť kontaktov.
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Územie Budapešti bolo vďaka svojej polohe a geomorfológii, ako aj veľkej variabilite prostredia predurčené na 
osídlenie, výmenný obchod, a teda aj na udržiavanie kontaktov v mnohých obdobiach. Prírodné podmienky by mohli 
byť dôvodom relatívne veľkého množstva známych nálezísk zo staršej a strednej doby železnej v oblasti zaberajúcej len 
525 km2, ktorá dnes patrí Budapešti. týchto približne 17 nálezísk je ešte vzácnejších vzhľadom na charakter a množstvo 
obmedzení mestskej archeológie i vzhľadom na výrazne fragmentárny obraz  archeologickej topografie (obr. 1). 
Doposiaľ sú z východnej (peštianskej) strany vrátane dunajských ostrovov známe tri predskýtske náleziská zo staršej 
doby železnej a deväť nálezísk vekerzugského typu zo strednej doby železnej. na západnej (budínskej) strane sú okrem 
predskýtskeho hrobu a dvoch nálezísk vekerzugského typu (Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu, nagytétény-tétényliget) 
známe tri spoľahlivo datované a dve neisté halštatské osady. to znamená, že halštatské osady a pohrebiská vekerzugskej 
kultúry tu existovali bok po boku, čo zdôrazňuje, že spolu nažívali v mieri a na území Budapešti udržiavali tieto dve 
kultúrne sféry pomerne intenzívne kontakty.

Obr. 1. náleziská strednej doby bronzovej na území Budapešti. 1 – Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu; 2 – nagytétény-
Tétényliget.

Obr. 2. Objekty zo strednej doby železnej v polohe Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu.
Obr. 3. Objekty zo strednej doby železnej v polohe nagytétény-tétényliget.
Obr. 4. nálezový materiál z Békásmegyer-Északi városkapu. 1–9 – su 11; 10, 11 – su 29; 12 – su 30.
Obr. 5. nálezový materiál z nagytétény-tétényliget. 1-4 – su 21; 5, 6 – su 24.
Obr. 6. nálezový materiál z nagytétény-tétényliget. su 25. 
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