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Migration Period Finds  
from Cífer-PáC 1

J á n  r a J t á r  –  J o Z e f  Z á b o J n í k

The paper presents three artefacts from the Migration Period collected by systematic survey at the settlement Cífer-Pác. 
They are the fragments of two fibulas with triangular headplate, which can be dated to the period around half of the 
5th c. and the thorn of buckle probably from the same period. Analysis by X-ray fluorescence spectrometry (ED-XRF) 
showed that all of them were made from the alloy of copper (cu) and zinc (Zn) with the admixture of lead (pb), therefore 
from the lead brass. Together with some of the older findings, as settlement feature with silver gold-coated fibula with 
three knobs on the head and also recently found cemetery with the finding of fibula of type Prša-Levice, they fill up the 
mosaic of settlement of this site in the migration period.

Keywords: Western Slovakia, Migration Period, settlement, fibulas.

introDuction

First archaeological site in Cífer-Pác was discov-
ered in 1965 by the then external employee of the 
Institute of Archaeology of SAS Viliam Kráľovič on 
the right bank of the gidra stream, opposite a for-
mer mill (Varsik 2019, 223). Later, in 1969 – 1980, Titus 
Kolník conducted extensive systematic excavations 
at the site. they were focused mainly on research 
of a Germanic settlement with a residence of the 
Quadi elite from the 4th c.; however, other numer-
ous evidences of multiple settlement in various 
periods of prehistory and until the middle ages was 
also uncovered there (review in Kolník 1991). only 
about 200 – 250 m southwest of the uncovered area 
of the germanic residence, a burial ground from 
the avar khaganate period was discovered and 
investigated (Fusek 2006; Zábojník 2008, 272, 273).2 
Further collections and aerial surveys confirmed 
that the settlement on the right bank of the Gidra 
stream was considerably intense and extensive there 
(Fig. 1: 1, 2, 8).

in 1993, a rescue excavation was carried out on 
the opposite – eastern – bank of the gidra stream, 
at Záhumenice site, in association with relocation 
of oil pipeline (Cheben/Ruttkay 1995). Several settle-
ment features with important finds mainly from 
the la tène period (Cheben/Ruttkay/Ruttkayová 

2012), roman period (Cheben/Ruttkay 2010) or the 
great migration period (fig. 1: 3; Cheben/Ruttkay 
1997) were uncovered there during the excavation. 
Traces of two temporary Roman field camps were 

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.

1 The article was written as part of VEGA 2/0115/18 and 2/0088/20 projects.
2 The burial ground was discovered under remarkable circumstances. Titus Kolník had been considering how important it 

would be to discover a cemetery for the studied Germanic elite’s residence. Vilam Kráľovič detected an indistinct elevation 
in the surrounding flat landscape, where – according to his long experience from walks and field surveys or intuition – 
a cemetery might be situated. T. Kolník was sceptical, but had a trench excavated there. To his great surprise, a cemetery 
was discovered there indeed. however, it came from the avar khaganate period.

Fig. 1. Cífer, ward of Pác, Trnava distr. Map with indicated 
sites. 1 – excavated area in 1969 – 1980; 2 – extension of the 
settlement on the right bank of the Gidra stream; 3 – loca-
tion of feature 8/1993; 4 – localization of the collected finds 
from the great migration period; 5 – burial ground from the 
Great Migration period; 6, 7 – Roman field camps; 8 – burial 

ground from the avar khaganate period.
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identified in the area by means of aerial photos 
in 2008 (Fig. 1: 6, 7) and based on investigation 
and also previous finds, they were classified in 
the period of marcomannic wars (Rajtár 2013). to 
verify their dating, an extensive systematic areal 
surface collection with metal detectors was car-
ried out at accessible sites in 2017 over an area of 
almost 40 ha. Together with numerous finds from 
the Roman period which reliably confirm dating 
of these field camps to the Marcomannic wars 
period (Komoróczy et al. 2020, 197, 198, fig. 28 – 30), 
several remarkable artefacts from the bronze age 
(Mitáš/Rajtár/Tirpák 2020) and the la tène period 
(Kolníková/Rajtár 2020) were discovered as well 
as numerous finds from other periods, primarily 
from the middle ages and the postmedieval pe-
riod. in the course of collection near the village’s 
gardens (fig. 1: 4), a small but remarkable group 
of three artefacts from the great migration period 
was found with the artefacts close to each other. 
We are dealing with this group in the presented 
article.

Description of the finds

1. Fragment of a fibula made from copper alloy with a flat 
triangular headplate bearing annular oval projections, 
low bow arc with D-shaped cross-section, a shallow 
longitudinal groove on the bottom and a short part of 
a broken foot. the headplate is decorated with miniature 
angular dimples and dots arranged in lines parallelly 
with the sides in the v shape oriented towards the tip. 
similar traces of decoration are slightly visible on the 
broken foot as well. On the bottom of the head, there are 
remains of a strongly corroded iron spring, and there is 
a short trapezoidal catchplate on the broken foot. surface 
of the headplate is considerably worn. the preserved 
length is 45 mm; width and length of the head is 22 mm; 
width of the bow is 4 – 5 mm. Place of deposit: Institute 
of archaeology of sas, nitra, acc. no. 23/2017 (fig. 2: 1).

2. Fragment of a fibula made of copper alloy with a flat 
triangular headplate with two preserved semi plastic 
profiled side knobs and a part of a broken-off low arc of 
a bow with triangular cross-section. On the flat bottom 
part of the head, near the bow stem, there are remains 
of a broken catchplate of the spring. the central knob, 
which was probably placed on the head’s tip, is probably 
broken off as well. The preserved length is 28 mm; width 

Fig. 2. Cífer, ward of Pác, Trnava distr. Collected finds from the Great Migration period (photo by J. Rajtár, reto drawings 
by J. Marettová).
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of the head is 32 mm; the preserved length of the head 
is 18 mm; width of the bow is 5 mm. Place of deposit: 
institute of archaeology of sas, nitra, acc. no. 107/2017 
(fig. 2: 2).

3. prong of a buckle made of copper alloy with a beaked 
tip, slightly widened, straightly cut rear, with D-shaped 
cross-section and annularly bent strip catch ring. Length 
19 mm, width 5 mm, height with ring 9 mm. place of 
deposit: institute of archaeology of sas, nitra, acc. no. 
30/2017 (fig. 2: 3).

chemical composition  
of artefacts anD comments

on the methoD of their proDuction

the chemical composition of all three artefacts 
was studied by X-ray fluorescence spectrometry 
(ED-XRF) after they had been carefully cleaned. 
NITON XL 3t GOLDD X-ray fluorescence spec-
trometer3 was used for the analyses. it measured 
the fibula on the surface of the flat heads and the 
buckle prong on the upper, relatively straight, 
side. measuring was limited only to the surface 
of the artefacts, however, it showed noteworthy 
results.

The analysis of the first fibula (Fig. 2: 1) docu-
mented that it was made of alloy of non-ferrous 
metals with the prevalent share of copper (cu 
79.79%), significant share of zinc (Zn 15.42%) and 
considerable admixture of lead (Pb 3.82%). There-
fore, it was made of brass with admixture of lead or 
lead brass. The body of the fibula with the projec-
tions on the head with a catchplate for the spring 
axle with remarkably short catcher on the foot was 
probably cast in a bipartite mould. in the middle of 
the longitudinal groove on the bottom side of the 
bow, there are weak traces of blows, thus, its arc was 
obviously mechanically finished. Irregular annular 
or rounded projections on the head are considerably 
worn, but they probably had no decoration. the 
punched decoration on the head in form of lines of 
densely arranged small diamond-shaped dimples 
was punched with a tool with an identically shaped 
tip. these lines were lined by two dense lines of dots 
or scratches on the outside (due to the worn surface 
it is hard to recognize them). they were probably 
made with a burin with a sharp tip. Weakly visible 
traces of similar decoration on the preserved torso 
of the foot suggest that it had identical punched 
decoration on its sides. the catchplate on the bot-
tom of the head is covered with corroded remains 
of an iron spring. therefore, it is obvious that after 
the axle hole was drilled, a spiral with a pin made 
from iron wire was attached in it.

Measuring on the surface of the other fibula’s 
head (Fig. 2: 1, 2) showed a partly different com-
position of the alloy. its main component with 
a slightly lower share was copper (cu 71.79%), the 
proportion of zinc was lower, too (Zn 13.93%), but 
the proportion of lead was considerably higher (pb 
7.27%) and a high proportion of tin was added (sn 
6.69%). Nevertheless, the fibula’s surface bears vis-
ible traces of a grey metallic layer, so it is probable  
that the fibula’s body cast from lead brass in 
a bipartite mould was additionally tinned on the 
surface. Apart from the semi-plastical profiled side 
knobs, a similar cast knob might have been placed 
also on the head tip; however, it is broken off. The 
material of the spring and pin is unknown. the 
preserved fragment does not show traces of any 
other decoration, but the tinned and polished sur-
face might have made it look like a more luxurious 
silver brooch.

identically, results of the analysis of the third ar-
tefact – the buckle prong (Fig. 2: 3) – confirmed that 
it was made of brass. Copper (Cu 82.09%) was the 
main component of the alloy which also contained 
a high proportion of zinc (Zn 16.37%) and a low 
admixture of lead (pb 1.26%) and a trace amount of 
nickel (ni 0.214%). the prong was probably cast in 
a bipartite mould already with its bent tip but with 
straight strip projection on the other end which was 
reinforced at its base. This projection was bent and 
wound around the axle into a circular ring and at-
tached the prong movably to the buckle.

the analyses showed that all three artefacts were 
made of brass with a considerably high proportion 
of zinc (about 15%) and lower or higher proportion 
of lead (1.26%/3.82%/7.27%). Such composition of 
brass with a high proportion of zinc adds good 
plasticity at casting – even in comparison with 
bronze – and allows easy shaping and further 
finish of the cast artefact. The admixture of lead 
considerably reduces the temperature of melting, 
although it influences the process of casting and 
solidification if it is not homogeneously mixed with 
copper (Hammer 1998, 179, 184). Brass with high 
content of zinc suddenly occurred in the production 
of roman metal artefacts and became widely used 
in the augustinian period. nevertheless, from the 
end of the 1st c., the proportion of zinc was gradu-
ally reduced and it was replaced by alloys of copper 
with cheaper lead and tin. the tumultuous times of 
great power-political changes, such as the turbulent 
Great Migration period, influenced the availability 
and supplies of raw material sources and, thus, the 
composition of metal artefacts. however, there are 
too few analyses of metal artefacts from this period 

3 v. mezey executed the analyses in the ia sas laboratories.
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to make any general conclusions (Riederer 1998, 202, 
203). results of the analyses of the three artefacts 
from Cífer-Pác documented their surprisingly 
similar chemical composition and almost standard 
alloying of the copper alloy with zinc, with a lower 
and variable proportion of lead. it has been com-
monly stated about such artefacts, according to their 
visual evaluation, that they were made of bronze. 
their further serial analyses might bring important 
new information.

typological anD chronological 
classification of the finDs

Both fibulae belong to the group of so-called 
metal plate bow-shaped fibulae with triangular 
headplates. The first fibula (Fig. 2: 1) can be – ac-
cording to the shape of its head and other preserved 
features – classified in the Bratei type, which was 
distinguished by V. Bierbrauer (1989) together with 
similar fibulae of the Vyškov type. He named them 
after finds from grave 3/1968 at a burial ground in 
romania (Bârzu 1986, 100 – 102, fig. 6: 2, 3) and a find 
from moravia (Tejral 1974, 15, 16, fig. 5: 1a, b). Previ-
ously collected exemplars of cast ‘bronze’ fibulae of 
the bratei type were characterized by typical trian-
gular headplates with three circular projections on 
their tips and longitudinal rhomboidal feet widest 
in their middle, usually also with two side and one 
end projection. Decorated exemplars had single zig-
zag lines engraved along their head edges and feet, 
some had single or double punched lines, some also 
had punched loops on the circular projections, but 
there were undecorated fibulae as well. Their sizes 
were approximately identical and their lengths varied 
between 7.2 and 9.8 cm (Bierbrauer 1989, 141 – 143, 
fig. 1: 1 – 8). Some of them showed features formally 
identical with the related Vyškov type, such as two 
circular projections on the head tips or decorated 
rivets on the same spots or two additional identical 
projections on the foot (Bierbrauer 1989, fig. 1: 3, 8, 
12). For the distinguished Vyškov type, a shorter 
edge of the base and slightly arcuately cut sides of 
the triangular headplate ended with three circular 
or lobular projections on the tip were considered 
typical. It differed from the Bratei type with five 
projections, four side and one end, on the pentangu-
lar longitudinal foot (Bierbrauer 1989, 149, fig. 2: 1 – 5, 
9). He considered the Bratei type fibulae derivatives 
or cheap and affordable ‘bronze’ cast imitations of 
luxurious silver fibulae with triangular headplates, 
like those discovered in untersiebenbrunn and 
Tápé-Lebő as well as their models from the Black 
sea territory (Bierbrauer 1989, 143 – 147, fig. 1: 9 – 12, 
16). He saw models for the Vyškov type fibulae in 

the luxurious fibulae which were discovered in 
pairs in the richly equipped burial in regöly from 
the same chronological horizon ‘untersiebenbrunn/
laa a. d. thaya’ and in the exemplars from the black 
Sea region dated to the first quarter of the 5th c. (Bier
brauer 1989, 150, 151, fig. 2: 6, 9, 11). In his opinion, 
the origin of both these related fibula types can be 
probably searched in the northern pontic regions, 
where such fasteners occurred in the first quarter 
of the 5th c. from there, they arrived in the Danube 
territory as a result of extensive migration processes 
and moves of the eastern germanic population 
groups. Not numerous grave finds point to the fact 
that such fibulae were part of female garment. In 
central and south-eastern Europe, they occurred 
mainly at burial grounds with small numbers of 
graves usually with poor grave goods. it suggests 
that they were used in a rather short period around 
the middle or in the second third of the 5th c. and 
their owners ranked among socially lower ‘popular’ 
groups of inhabitants (Bierbrauer 1989, 152 – 157).

Many researchers have paid attention to these 
fibulae – either in association with some finds 
or within selected geographical regions in the 
great migration period (Charalambieva 1991, 35, 36; 
Haralambieva 1990, 80; Harhoiu 1997, 100; Kiss 1981, 
192 – 200; Tejral 1974, 15, 16). i. o. gavrituchin dealt 
with them in a wider geographical context and 
renamed them as the Bratei-Brigetio and Vyškov-
chersones types. he also distinguished several 
series and variants within these two main types 
(Gavrituchin 2000, 281 – 290, 309 – 311).

The last one to deal with the fibulae was J. Tejral 
in his study focused on the topic of production of 
miniature metal industry in the territory of the 
middle Danube in the 5th c. (Tejral 2015, 297 – 307). 
he followed mainly from the assumed hoard with 
a collection of tools and other metal artefacts from 
Buschberg-Steinmandl in Burgenland, Austria, 
which also contained three unfinished cast bronze 
fibulae of the Bratei type (Szameit 1997, 236, 240, 
pl. 5: 1 – 3). He also collected more newer finds of 
fibulae of both related Bratei and Vyškov types 
represented by multiple alternations, variants and 
transitional forms especially in the territory of the 
middle and lower Danube, the balkans and the 
black sea region. after their stylistical analysis, he 
came to a conclusion that mediation of such forms 
from the pontic region was not necessarily the di-
rect evolution line of these small middle Danube 
fibulae; their origin in the Middle Danube region 
was probably allowed by specific development ten-
dencies and influences. Similarly to V. Bierbrauer, 
when explaining the origin of the Bratei type fibulae 
in the Danube region, J. Tejral attributed special 
importance to the silver fibula with a triangular 
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headplate from a female burial in untersiebenbrunn, 
which was decorated by triplets of globular rivets 
on the head and a rhomboidal foot and dated to 
the early great migration period. he assumes that 
these decorative rivets, which occurred also on 
some other exemplars as well as on fibulae with 
semi-annular plates, were later replaced by circular 
or lobular projections on fibulae of the Bratei and 
Vyškov types (Tejral 2015, 302 – 304, fig. 8: 4 – 6). He 
considered the pair of small gilded fibulae discov-
ered in a grave from Vranja near Hrtkovci in Serbia 
an interlink in this development. Both cast fibulae 
from this female burial have three miniature knob-
shaped projections placed on triangular heads’ tips 
and three identical projections are on the angles and 
ends of their rhomboidal feet. The fibulae were also 
decorated with lines of incisions on the edges of 
their heads and feet (DautovaRuševljan 1980 – 1981, 
146, 147, fig. 3; pl. I: 1, 2). J. Tejral dates them to the 
late first half of the 5th c. or stage D2/D3 (Tejral 2015, 
304). he supposes that luxurious silver fibulae 
with triangular headplates were soon imitated and 
produced in the middle Danube region in cheaper 
bronze forms, as suggested by three exemplars in 
the hoard from Buschberg-Steinmandl. There are 
only very few reliable find assemblages for dating 
of the Bratei or similar Vyškov type fibulae. Based 
on their analysis, he dates their occurrences – identi-
cally with v. bierbrauer – to the period around the 
middle/third fourth of the 5th c. (Tejral 2015, 307).

The fibula from the collection in Cífer-Pác can 
be classified in the same period. The closest paral-
lels to it among the previous finds are represented 
mainly by exemplars from Brigetio (Komárom-
Szőny; Bierbrauer 1989, 147, fig. 1: 6; Kiss 1981, 194, 
fig. 1: 5; Tejral 2015, fig. 4: 4) and from Carnuntum 
(Bad-Deutsch Altenburg; Beninger 1930, 37, fig. 17: 1; 
Bierbrauer 1989, 149, fig. 1: 4; Tejral 2015, fig. 5: 2) 
which have identically shaped heads and similar 
punched decoration; the fibula from Carnuntum 
has annular loops on the projections.

Classification of the second fibula is more com-
plicated. only a triangular head with two lateral 
semi-plastic profiled knobs and a fragment of the 
bow with triangular cross-section have been pre-
served from this fibula (Fig. 2: 2). The silver fibula 
from a collection at Marhát hill in the cadastral 
area of the village of Moravany nad Váhom, resp. 
hubina, has identically shaped head with one tip 
and two lateral knobs. 

According to M. Jakubčinová, it is probably 
a fibula of the Bratei type, but features typical of this 
type are absent for such classification. She compares 
it with older finds of similar fibulae from Nové Zám-
ky and Slovenské Pravno as well as the more recent 
find from Bojná (Jakubčinová 2008, 58, fig. 1: 17). The 

bronze fibulae from Nové Zámky and Slovenské 
pravno have – according to the illustrations pub-
lished by K. Pieta (1987, fig. 6) – similar triangular 
heads, but with circular, not plastic profiled knobs. 
Unlike the undecorated flat foot of the fibula from 
Marhát, there are four lateral circular projections on 
their elongated feet terminated with semi-circular 
bases. according to i. o. gavrituchin, they would 
belong to the variant of the middle Danube series 
of the Bratei-Brigetio type (Gavrituchin 2000, 284, 
fig. 6: 29). The bronze fibula from the collections in 
Bojná has a semi-circular headplate with two flat 
lateral and one tip projections, a short and low arc 
of the bow and a long undecorated pentangular foot 
with a central ridge and slightly inwards cut edges 
(Pieta 2008, 468, fig. 6: 2). K. Pieta classifies it to the 
Bratei type fibulae as well (Pieta 2007, 175 – 179, fig. 
3: 2); however, this exemplar lacks elements typi-
cal of this type of fibulae, too. Some variants have 
similar semi-circular heads, e.g. from the sites of 
roman and nichiteni in romania, but their other 
features are typical of the bratei type (Gavrituchin 
2000, 310, fig. 6: 53, 61; Harhoiu 1997, pl. lXXvi: a6, 
B1). In our opinion, the fibula from Bojná is an 
imitation of metal-plate fibulae with semi-circular 
headplates, which is suggested not only by the shape 
of its head but also the form of its foot. luxurious 
exemplars, such as the silver fibula with a triangular 
head from a grave in untersiebenbrunne might have 
been a model of the silver fibula from Marhát too, 
but the shape of its foot resembles also the metal-
plate fibula with semi-circular head from the same 
hoard (Tejral 2011, 189, 190, fig. 146: 3, 4). Therefore, 
in our opinion, it is probably a specific simplified 
hybrid variant.

The fibula from Veres-Patak in Hungary, which 
was published by J. Bemmann (2008, 147, 148, fig. 
3: 2), has a triangular head with three profiled 
knobs almost identical with the finds from Cífer-
Pác. However, this fibula has a completely differ-
ent straight foot decorated with twelve transverse 
grooves. therefore, J. bemman compares it mainly 
with exemplars with similarly shaped, although 
partly differently decorated, feet, like the ones 
known from the sites of Krefeld-Gelep (Reichmann 
1999, 137, fig. 6), Drösing (Stuppner 1989, fig. 1410) 
and from belgrade (Kovačević 1960, pl. vi: 23, upper 
left; 1962, 117, fig. 3). He identified this considerably 
heterogeneous group as Drösing/beograd and 
dated it to stage D2. The fibula from Drösing and 
the pair of fibulae with similarly grooved feet, but 
different heads, from Erdő-Kevesd were classified 
by J. Tejtral in the Niederflorstadt type and dated 
them together with the fibula from Belgrade to 
the transitional stage D2/D3, i.e. shortly before the 
middle and third quarter of the 5th c. (Tejral 2007, 92, 
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fig. 21: 2, 3, 16). The latest find of such fibula with 
a triangular head with three plastic buttons and 
a straight transversally grooved foot comes from 
the collections in Jevíčko in the region of Malá Haná 
(Droberjar/Knápek/Jarůšková 2019, 123, fig. 14: 1; Jílek/
Vích 2019, 109, 110, fig. 2: 3).

part of the bow with the foot is absent from the 
fibula from Cífer-Pác and only a fragment of its 
damaged head has been preserved. thus, it is dif-
ficult to say whether it could have had the design 
of the Marhát fibula or the shape identical with the 
Veres-Patak fibula. Nevertheless, it can be obviously 
dated to the third quarter of the 5th c., similarly to 
the first Bratei type fibula.

The last find from the group, the buckle prong 
with beaked tip and straightly cut rear has a typical 
shape which could classify it clearly to the great 
migration period, however, its simple design does 
not allow its more exact dating. it probably belongs 
to the same period as the fragments of both fibulae.

other eviDence of settlement  
IN CíFER-PáC  

from the great migration perioD

in the studied area with a germanic residence, 
two settlement features from the period after its ex-
tinction were uncovered at the site of nad mlynom 
on the right bank of the gidra stream (fig. 1: 1). 
one of them was a sunken hut interrupting furrow 
foundation of one of the longitudinal structures of 
the residence as well as stakeholes of the palisade 
enclosing its area. the second one is a storage pit. 
According to fragments of pottery vessels from 
their backfills, they can be dated to the initial Great 
Migration period-the end of the 4th and first third of 
the 5th c., when the farmstead was abandoned and 
its structures were in ruins (Varsik/Kolník 2009; 2013, 
87 – 89, fig. 13 – 15).

During rescue excavations on the eastern bank 
of the Gidra stream, Záhumenice site, mentioned 
in the introduction, another settlement feature 
from the great migration period was uncovered 
(Fig. 1: 3). It was a deep storage pit whose backfill 
contained fragments of wheel-made and hand-made 
ceramic vessels and Roman bricks, a double-sided 
three-layer bone comb and a gilded silver fibula 
with three plastic knobs on a semicircular head and 
a rhomboidal foot terminated with a base shaped 
like a stylized animal head; the fibula was decorated 

with carved notches (Cheben/Ruttkay 1995, 68, fig. 43: 
1 – 4; 1997). Together with a pair of similar fibulae 
from a grave in Sikenica-Veľký Pesek, it belongs to 
the first fibulae of this type in the Danubian territory 
which are dated around the middle 5th c. (Pieta 2002, 
240, fig. 1: 3, 4; Tejral 1997, 350, fig. 28: 8, 9, 12; 2008, 
258, fig. 5: 1, 2) and the uncovered settlement feature 
probably comes from the same period.

in 2020, a rescue excavation was carried out in 
Cífer-Pác, in the area of the south-eastern edge of 
the village, where part of an inhumation burial 
ground from the great migration period (fig. 1: 5) 
was uncovered. ten rather poorly equipped graves, 
which were mainly disturbed by contemporary 
robberies,4 have been studied so far. in one of the 
graves, a bronze fibula with a triangular head and 
a rhomboidal foot decorated with simple deep 
carved notches of the Prša-Levice type was dis-
covered. These fibulae are also dated to the period 
around the middle or the second third of the 5th c. 
(Tejral 1997, 349, fig. 29: 22; 2002, 318, fig. 2: 8, 9; 2008, 
258, fig. 5: 9, 6), so this burial ground probably be-
longs to the settlement from the same period which 
has been only documented by the above mentioned 
sporadical finds so far.

conclusion

The analysis of the group of collected finds – two 
fragments of fibulae with triangular heads and 
a buckle prong – complements the previous very 
rare evidence of continuous settlement in the area 
of the gidra stream basin in the territory of today’s 
village of Cífer-Pác also in the Great Migration pe-
riod. in comparison with the previous very intense 
Germanic settlement in the Late and Final Roman 
period, when there was the local elite’s residence 
with important commercial area built, a significant 
decline, drain and pauperization of the population 
occurred in the first stages of the Great Migration 
period. the population’s remains might have used 
the suitable conditions in the area of the previously 
deforested and cultivated landscape until the sec-
ond third of the 5th c. together with the nearby small 
burial ground in Čataj probably from the same or 
a little younger period (Zábojník 1997) and several 
collected finds from Bohdanovce nad Trnavou (Kol
ník/Mitáš 2012, 53, fig. 5: 9, 12), they complement the 
mosaic of settlement in this region of the Trnavská 
tabuľa plate in the Great Migration period.

4 We wish to express our gratitude to our colleague Mgr. Bohuslav Šebesta from Archeologická Agentúra, s.r.o. company, 
which carries out rescue excavations.
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