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Roman bronze casseroles in the Sarmatae graves from 
the area between the Don and the Lower Danube*

Vitalie Bârcă

In memoriam Anatolij S. Skripkin

Abstract: The object herein is to analyse the bronze casseroles discovered in the Sarmatian graves from the 
area between the Lower Don and the Lower Danube, located on the current territory of Ukraine, the Republic of 
Moldova and Romania. These are represented by ten exemplars to which add a number of feet‑supports of such 
vessels. Nine of the 12 finds originate from the territory comprised between the Dnieper and the Prut, of which 
six are from the Dnieper‑Bug interfluve, while three from the area between the Dniester and the Prut. Two of 
the finds come from east of the Dnieper, of which one from the eastern extremity of the discussed area and the 
other from the Lower Danube region.

These belong to types with half‑moon (Eggers 137 = Petrovszky IV, 1 (1 exemplar), Eggres 138 = Petrovszky 
IV, 2 (1 exemplar) or circular shaped pierced handle terminal (Eggers 140 = Petrovszky V, 1 (2 exemplars), Eggers 
142 = Petrovszky V, 2 (3 exemplars) and Eggers 144 = Petrovszky V, 5 (3 exemplars).

For a most accurate chronological framing the author attempted, without aiming at comprehensiveness, beside 
the examination of casseroles, also to analyse the artefacs these were discovered together with. It was concluded that 
the presence of casseroles within Sarmatae graves from the north of the Black Sea is reminiscent of the diffusion in 
this area of both other metal ware types and of Roman artefact classes specific to the 1st century (mainly its second 
half) – first half of the 2nd century AD. Also, the author notes that the number of casseroles in the Sarmatae graves 
from the investigated area is smaller compared to the Sarmatian environment of the territories located eastwards, 
that these are represented by fewer types, yet also that they do not span large time periods.

The author concludes that the majority of the Sarmatae graves from the analysed area where Roman‑
provincial metal wares were discovered date mainly to the second half of the 1st century AD – mid 2nd century 
AD and that most included among their grave goods other Roman‑provincial objects too, some being very good 
dating elements. It was also noted that the majority of the Sarmatian graves containing metal recipients are 
part of the Sarmatian remains’ horizon with features characteristic to the new wave of Sarmatae arriving from 
east of the Don once with the second half of the 1st century AD. Last but not least, the author notes that all 
analysed casseroles mainly originate from funerary features dated to the major inflow period of Roman artefacts 
into the Sarmatae environment, encompassing grosso modo the chronological interval comprised between AD 
60/70 – 120/130 (stage B2 in the Central‑European chronology). Lastly, it is concluded that all casseroles from 
the Sarmatae milieu under discussion originate, alike those from territories located eastwards, from graves 
pertaining to the wealthier class of the Sarmatian society.

Keywords: the Sarmatae; Roman bronze vessels; casseroles; artefacts; imports; graves; the north and 
north‑west Pontic area; the Roman Empire. 

Introduction1

By contrast with other products, metal vessels are, in both the Sarmatae environment as well 
as that of other Barbarian populaces on the territory of Europe, of special interest, representing an 
artefact class of higher value than other products. On the other hand, the use of metal vessels over 
the course of a longer time period after their production cease, in the Barbarian world included, rep‑
resents a value marker. Besides, not everyone could own such artefacts. The bronze vessels from the 
Sarmatian environment of the first centuries AD are mainly imports from the Roman environment, 
manufactured in certain centres of the Roman Empire from where they were distributed over large 
expanses, reaching by various ways also the Sarmatae environment from the territories by the Lower 
Danube and south the Ural Mountains. Together with other artefact classes, the bronze Roman vessels 

*  English translation: Gabriela Safta.
1 We thank this way too our colleague dr. Silvia Mustață (with the “Babeș‑Bolyai” University of Cluj‑Napoca) for her 

suggestions and discussion regarding certain aspects related to the Roman bronze vessels, and the suggested bibliography.
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are a firsthand archaeological source, owing to the important information they carry, for clarifying 
certain chronological, economic yet also daily life and mindset issues within both the Roman Empire 
and outside its borders2.

Casseroles count amongst most spread Roman date bronze vessel types of the first centuries AD 
in both the Sarmatae milieu and other Barbarian cultural identities from Eastern Europe. The term 
of casserole3, as recently mentioned, is a convention in the archaeological milieu and designates a 
more or less sunken vessel, having, depending on its type, a smaller diameter than height, slightly 
concave walls and horizontal handle, cast together with the rest of the body or worked separately4. 
Their handles may be decorated in relief5, terminals being provided with stylised swan heads6, half‑
moon7 or circular8 pierced discs, or marked by three circular perforations set in a clover shape9.

In terms of their functionality, the issue was much debated in the specialty literature, expressed 
views varying from ascribing them to tableware used for cooking, drinking, eating or wine preparation10.

Functionally, most plausible hypothesis is that of casseroles’ use as part of drinking sets, for wine, 
water and spice mixtures, vertical forms being used for wine mixing, while those more horizontal, 
most likely for removing it from larger recipients and possibly, for measuring different quantities11. 
Subsequent to the analysis of casseroles, R. Petrovszky concluded that the lines occasionally emerging 
on the internal side of such vessel walls are elements indicative of wine and water quantities to be 
mixed12.

***

In the Sarmatian setting from the vast area comprised between the Lower Danube and southern 
Ural Mountains, the bronze Roman casseroles in types Eggers 136, 137, 138, 140, 142, 143, 144, 147 
count, beside the bronze bowls, which pertain to several types, among the beast represented Roman 
wares. From the point of view of their clustering, similarly to other Roman origin metal vessel classes 
yet not only, the Lower Don basin and the Kuban region13 stand out.

In the space comprised between right the Lower Don and the Lower Danube, situated on the 
current territory of Ukraine, the Republic of Moldova and Romania, under examination here, bronze 
Roman vessels were identified within Sarmatae finds in a significant number14.

Most casseroles from said territory were more or less discussed in the specialty literature15, how‑
ever never all together. Since some of these are part of certain richly furnished burials, whose grave 
goods also contained other artefacts (brooches, pyxides, jewellery and clothing etc.), including other 
metal vessel classes, we believe necessary a more careful analysis within a larger framework.

In the Sarmatae environment from the analysed territory, intact or fragmentary casseroles were 
discovered in 10 sites (Fig. 11/1–9, 12). They belong to different types and originate from T 2 G 1 at 

2 Mustață 2017, 15.
3 For the modern used terminology as well as the casseroles description see Mustață 2017, 249–250, Appendix III, 1.1–1.4.
4 Mustață 2017, 85–86.
5 Eggers 1951, 174, Type 151–153; Petrovszky 1993, 47, Type Trau, 89–91, Type VII, 1–3.
6 Eggers 1951, 171–172, Type 131–133; Petrovszky 1993, 30–35, Type II.
7 Eggers 1951, 172, Type 137–138; Petrovszky 1993, 49–51, Type IV, 1, 66–68, Type IV, 2.
8 Eggers 1951, 172–173, Type 139–144; Petrovszky 1993, 52–54, Type V, 1, 69–84, Type V, 2–5.
9 Eggers 1951, 173, Type 146–147; Petrovszky 1993, 85–88, Type VI, 1–3.
10 For the analysis of possible functionalities suggested and analysed see Kunow 1983, 85–93; Holliger, Holliger 1984, 

47–48; Koster 1997, 56; Junkelmann 1997, 98; Bishop, Coulston 1993, 104–105; Petrovszky 1993, 51, 54, 68, 71, 73, 
78; Mustață 2017, 84, 88, 89.

11 Petrovszky 1993, 51, 54, 68, 71, 73, 78; Mustață 2017, 84, 88, 89. The presence of feet on casserole bases belonging to 
early types and the thickness of later bases, massively cast, as well as the fact that certain types are tinned, represents, 
as well noted by S. Mustață, an element which make them unfit for cooking (Mustață 2017, 88). The lack of burning or 
smoke traces from the many exemplars discovered at Pompeii (Tassinari 1993, 232) are further evidence these were not 
used as cooking wares.

12 Petrovszky 1993, 34–35.
13 Limberis, Marchenko 2006, 51–77; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 287–288; Trejster 2020, Fig. 19–20.
14 See Simonenko 2008, 17–21; Siimonenko 2011, 49–70; Bârcă 2009, 99–113; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 186–195, 250–

251.
15 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 109–111; Bichir 1977, 177, 192; Simonenko 2008, 17–18; Simonenko 2011, 49–57; Bârcă 2001, 

336–342, 349–350; Bârcă 2006, 170–174; Bârcă 2009, 100–106; Bârcă 2015, 45–46; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187–190.
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Chuguno‑Krepinka16 (Fig.  7), T 424 G 2 at Krasnopolka17, Novo‑Petrovka18(Fig.  5), T 235 G 1 at 
Shchuchinka19 (Fig. 2), Tsvetna20 (Fig. 1), the Troyany grave21(Fig. 3) (Ukraine), T 27 G 1 at Bădragii 
Vechi22 (Fig.  6), the destroyed grave at Cobusca Veche23 (Fig.  4/1),T 3 G 1 at Cuconeştii Vechi24 
(Fig. 8) (Republic of Moldova) and the Ulmeni specimen25 (Romania) (Fig. 9). To these also add a few 
feet‑supports of such vessels discovered in the graves at Podgorodnoe (T 7 G 1)26 (Fig. 4/4) and Ust’‑
Kamenka (T 58 G 1)27 (Fig. 4/2–3).

Casseroles with half-moon shaped pierced handle terminal of type Eggers 137, 
Petrovszky IV, 1, Tassinari G2100

Casseroles of the type have a biconical shape, everted rim, flat base while their main feature is the 
handle ending in a pierced disc in the shape of half‑moon28. Their walls, alike exemplars of types Eggers 
131–133 = PetrovszkyII29 and 134–136 = PetrovszkyIII, 1–430, are thin and exhibit technical specifici‑
ties similar to those of casseroles with a swan head shaped handle terminal, without being though 
massively worked on the lathe31.

In the Sarmatian milieu discussed here artefacts of the type are represented by the specimen in the 
Tsvetna grave32 (Fig. 1), which brings together all the characteristic features of this type casseroles33.

In the monograph study dedicated to bronze vessels bearing the producer’s stamp from the 
Roman Empire’s territory, R. Pertrovszky, upon the analysis of this types of vessels and their find 

16 Simonenko 2008, 17, 66, cat. no. 66.5, Pl. 61; Simonenko 2011, 54, 170, cat. no. 5.5, Fig. 31, 32/1–1a; Simonenko 2013, 
77, 229, cat. no. 5.5, Fig. 29, 30/1–1a; Bârcă 2009, 87, 105, 106, Fig. 6/5; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 189, Fig. 69/5; 
Trejster 2020, 32–36, Fig. 18.

17 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 821; Shchukin 1989, 318; Simonenko 2008, 17, 68, cat. no. 81.2; Simonenko 2011, 49, 194, 
cat. no. 68.2; Simonenko 2013, 73, 265, cat. no. 68.2; Bârcă 2009, 87, 102–103; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187–188.

18 Kropotkin 1970, 97, cat. no. 840, Fig. 56/4, 58/3, 62/9; Simonenko 2008, 17, 75, cat. no. 100, Pl. 112; Simonenko 2011, 
53, 225, cat. no. 111.1, Fig. 30; Smonenko 2013, 76–77, 309–310, cat. no. 111.1, Fig. 28; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 
189.

19 Kropotkin 1970, 25, 95, cat. no. 819, Fig. 62/4, 63/2; Simonenko 2008, 68, cat. no. 80.1, Pl. 72/1; Simonenko 2011, 
49–50, 194, cat. no. 67.1, Fig. 29; Simonenko 2013, 73, 264, cat. no. 67.1, Fig. 27; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, Fig. 6/4; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187–188, Fig. 69/4.

20 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 823, Fig. 62/3; Simonenko 2008, 17, 69, cat. no. 87.2, Pl. 78/1, 89/4; Simonenko 2011, 
49–50, 205, cat. no. 90.2, Fig. 28; Simonenko 2013, 73, 280, cat. no. 90.2, Fig. 27; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, Fig. 6/6; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187, Fig. 69/6.

21 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 822, Fig. 62/8; Simonenko 2008, 17, 71, cat. no. 91.1, Pl. 85/1, 89/5; Simonenko 2011, 49, 
208, cat. no. 94.1, Fig. 27; Simonenko 2013, 73, 285, cat. no. 94.1, Fig. 25; Bârcă 2009, 87, 102; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 
187–188.

22 Bârcă 2001, 349, Fig.  2/1; Bârcă 2006, 171, 283–285, Fig.  18/2, 189/1; Bârcă 2009, 87, 103–104, Fig.  6/2; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187, 189, Fig. 69/2.

23 Grosu 1983, 46–47, Fig. II/18–19; Grosu 1990, 47–48, Fig. 15G; Grosu 1995, 154, Fig. 8A/2; Dzygovs’kyj 1993, 48, 71, 
Fig. 18/8; Dzygovs’kyj 2000, 63, Fig. 18/8; Bârcă 2001, 349–350, Fig. 2/2; Bârcă 2006, 170, 303, Fig. 45; Bârcă 2009, 87, 
102, 103, Fig. 6/1; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 188, Fig. 69/1.

24 Dergachev 1982, 27–29, Fig. 7/2–7; Grosu 1990, 51, Fig. 19V; Grosu 1995, Fig. 8A/3; Bârcă 2001, 350, Fig. 3; Bârcă 
2006, 172–174, 306, Fig. 48/4, 189/3; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, 105–106, Fig. 6/3; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 189–190, 
Fig. 69/3.

25 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 109, Fig. 12/1, 13; Bichir 1977, 177, 192, Pl. 25/2; Bârcă 2015, 45, Fig. 6/7.
26 Simonenko, 2008, 60, cat. no. 34.1, Pl. 25/1c; Simonenko 2011, 128, 185, cat. no. 45.1, Fig. 78/1; Simonenko 2013, 173, 

251, cat. no. 45.1, Fig. 72/1.
27 Kostenko 1993, 63, Fig.  21/2–3; Simonenko 2008, 64–65, cat. no.  65/1 Pl.  51/1/b; Simonenko 2011, 128, 191, cat. 

no. 61.1, Fig. 78/2; Simonenko 2013, 173, 260–261, cat. no, 61.1, Fig. 72/2.
28 Eggers 1951, Pl. 12/137; Petrovszky 1993, 49–51, Pl. 1/IV,1; Tassinari 1993, 98–108, G2100.
29 Eggers 1951, 171–172, Beilage 57, “Bronzekasserollen mit Schwanenkopfbügel” (type 131–133), Pl.  12/131–32; 

Petrovszky 1993, 30–35, Pl. 1/II, 1–3 (type II, 1–3).
30 Eggers 1951, 172, Beilage 58, “bronzene Blechkasserollen” (type 134–136), Pl. 12/134–136; Petrovszky 1993, 36–39, 

Pl. 1/III, 1–4 (type III, 1–4).
31 Cf. Petrovszky 1993, 49, 51, Pl. 1/IV, 1.
32 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 823, Fig. 62/3; Simonenko 2008, 17, 69, cat. no. 87.2, Pl. 78/1, 89/4; Simonenko 2011, 

49–50, 205, cat. no. 90.2, Fig. 28; Simonenko 2013, 73, 280, cat. no. 90.2, Fig. 27; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, Fig. 6/6; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187, Fig. 69/6. The Tsvetna vessel was ascribed by A. V. Simonenko to type Eggers 140.

33 The casserole has the following sizes: mouth diameter – 16 cm, base diameter –10.5 cm, height – 9.5 cm, handle sizes – 
15.5 × 5.5 × 2.5 cm, disc diameter by the handle end–5 cm.
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contexts, reached the conclusion that their production start date must be placed sometime in AD 0/9, 
their manufacture ceasing sometime around AD 35/4034. In terms of their production location, it 
was ascertained they were mainly manufactured in workshops from southern Italy (Campania), one 
of the most certain centres being Capua35. Previous or more recent archaeological finds evidence that 
artefacts in this type were fashionable for a long time span after their production cease, archaeological 
finds documenting their use in the 2nd century AD and even the 3rd century AD.36. 

Casseroles of the type were discovered in a large number at Pompeii37, however they are present 
in both the Roman provincial environment as well as that Barbarian38.

In the Sarmatae environment outside the studied area, such a casserole comes from T 2 G 1 
at Glinishche (right to the Lower Volga)39, dated by the boundary of the 1st – 2nd century AD40. 
Casseroles of the type also come from two late Scythian graves (tombs 735 and 755) dated to the 
second quarter – mid 1st century AD and the third quarter of the 1st century in the cemetery of the 
Ust’‑Al’ma settlement (Crimea)41.

The Tsvetna casserole was discovered together with a bronze cup (Oinochoe) with a trefoiled rim 
(it belongs to type 124 in Eggers’s typology42, to type D (“Hagenow”) in H. U. Nuber’s classification43 
and to form D2112 in that of S. Tassinari44), a not very vertical silver bowl/terrine with ringbase, 
a bronze Sarmatian cauldron45, a golden bracelet with a hexagonal cross‑section, a golden buckle, a 
bucket pendant and several golden dress applique types, details of a belt, a bone pyxis, a wheel‑thrown 
cup made of fine red fabric, fragments of a grey cup and an amphora handle. To these add the frag‑
ments of a sword and several iron three‑winged socketed arrowheads etc.46.

Typologically, the pyxis belongs to type 1a in J.‑C. Béal and M. Feugère’s classification47. Exemplars 
in type 1a mainly come from contexts and features of the 1st century AD, however they may also be 
found in the first decades of the 2nd century AD48.

Most Sarmatian graves with pyxides, also contain among their grave goods other import artefact 
classes and date to the second half of the 1st – early/first decades of the 2nd century AD. Furthermore, 
it was noted that, in the area west of the Don, these are mainly part of the graves group that belonged 
to the new wave of Sarmatae arriving in the north‑Pontic area starting with mid 1st century AD from 
the region east of the Don49.

34 Petrovszky 1993, 51.
35 Radnóti 1938, 49; Kunow 1983, 63; Petrovszky 1993, 51; Tassinari 1993, 203–207; Bienert 2007, 75.
36 Kunow 1983, 25–26; Wielowiejski 1985, 206–208; Petrovszky 1993, 49–50; Bolla 1994, 38; Sedlmayer 1999, 82; Bienert 

2007, 74–75; Luik 2016, 216, Fig. 1/1; Lund Hansen 2016, 230; Mustață 2017, 89.
37 Radnóti 1938, 39 sqq., Pl. III/11; Carandini 1977, 165, type VI, Pl. LXXVIII/13–14; Tassinari 1993, 98–108, type G2100; 

Petrovszky 1993, 49–51, type IV,1; Bender et al. 2013, 77–78, Fig. 14–15.
38 See in this respect Petrovszky 1993, 49–51 with bibliography. For a series of finds of intact or fragmentary casseroles 

that may be ascribed to this type see also Tassinari 1975, 26–27, cat. no. 3–4; Holliger, Holliger 1984, 52, cat. no. 13–14; 
53, Pl. 2/13–14. Kapeller 2003, 134, cat. no. 33, Pl. 6/33; Sedlmayer 1999, 81–82, Pl. 31/1–4; Breščak 1982, 41, cat. 
no. 15, Pl. 2/15; Baratte et al. 1984, 69, 72, cat. no. 88, 93, Pl. XXXI/88; XXXIII/93; Jílek 2009, 95–98; Kolnik 1959, 150, 
151–153, Fig. 7/1–1a; Pl. III/2a‑c; Kolník 1980, 110, 121, Pl. XCIX/p, CXXI/1; Bender et al. 2013, 77, Fig. 14; Karasová 
1998, 33–35, Harta XIII, Pl. IV/137; Ratkovic 2005, 30, 117, cat. no. 55; den Boesterd 1956, 4–7, no. 12–13, Pl. 1; Eggers 
1966, 104, 19b; 104–105, no. 29A; 106, no. 45A; 108, no. 60g; Fig. 7a; 8c, 11, 25a.

39 Demidenko 1994, 139–140, Fig. 2/9–10; Trejster 2018, 149, Fig. 1/3; Trejster 2020, 10, Fig. 3.
40 Demidenko 1994, 140.
41 Puzdrovskij 2007, 169, Fig. 153/2, 154/2; Puzdrovskij, Trufanov 2017a, 37–38, 187, Fig. 77; Trufanov 2009, 133, 277, 

314.
42 Eggers 1951, Pl. 11/124.
43 Nuber 1972, 38–44, Fig. 3.
44 Tassinari 1993, 42, form D2112.
45 The cauldron is close to type Demidenko XI.2.A (see Demidenko 2008, 22). These have spherical body, vertical foot and 

are characterised by the presence of the two arching handles decorated each with three knobs, of small handles under 
the rim, as well as the ornament in relief imitating the string on their body. The exemplar at Tsvetna has yet also a 
vertical handle set on the upper body part (see Bârcă 2020, 84, Fig. 10/2). Such handles are specific to cauldrons of type 
Demidenko IX (Demidenko 2008, 21), which have though a different body shape and are provided with a spout.

46 Simonenko 2008, 69–70, Pl. 77–81; Simonenko 2011, 203–206, cat. no. 90, Fig. 7/1–2, 18/6–7, 28, 40; Mordvintseva, 
Trejster 2007, II, 136, no. B46.

47 Béal, Feugère 1983, 116–117, Fig. 2–5.
48 For bone pyxides from the north‑Pontic Sarmatae environment, the dating of the graves where they were identified as 

well as parallels in the Roman milieu and other cultural identities see Bârcă 2019.
49 Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 178; Simonenko 2008, 30; Simonenko 2011, 111.
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Given the dating of each piece within the Tsvetna find, it may be concluded that the entire com‑
plex dates sometime to the second half – end of the 1st century AD50, possibly the third quarter or 
even its last third.

50 Simonenko 2008, 15; Simonenko 2011, 40; Bârcă 2019, 142; Bârcă 2020, 84. V. Mordvintseva and M. Trejster date the 
feature to mid – third quarter of the 1st century AD (Mordvintseva, Trejster 2007, II, 136).

Fig. 1. The bronze casserole of Tsvetna (after Simonenko 2013).
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Casseroles with half-moon shaped pierced handle terminal of type Eggers 138, 
Petrovszky IV, 2, Tassinari G2100

Casseroles of the type have a biconical body, slightly everted rim and handle ending in pierced 
disc in the shape of a half‑moon alike previous type exemplars. These have though a more massive 
appearance and thicker walls, handle grooves being well outlined, while the rim is no longer flat but 
displays deep and projecting concentric grooves indicative of a more extensive lathe working51. Within 
the type, R. Pertrovszky identified a vertical form: IV, 2a and a horizontal form: IV, 2b, that vertical 
being used for wine mixing, while the lower, horizontal, most likely for removing wine from larger 
recipients52.

The single exemplar of such a casserole in the discussed area comes from T 235 G 1 at Shchuchinka53 
(Fig. 2). It is biconical in shape and has a sharp angle everted rim, the base being thickened and dis‑
playing deep concentric grooves, while the handle ends in a disc with a half moon perforation. On the 
interior, the base is decorated with concentric circles54. It has a vertical body and reunites all features 
specific to type Petrovszky IV, 2a. On the exterior side of the handle, a rectangular stamp with letters 
[C?]NGRANIPLOCA, likely reading [C?]n(aei) Grani(i) Ploca[mi?]55 still survives.

Subsequent to the analysis of this type casseroles, R. Petrovszky reached the conclusion that pro‑
duction must have started sometime in AD 35–40, ceasing sometime around AD 80/8556.

These casseroles were manufactures in the workshops of Campania, however there are specimens 
which on the basis of their decoration may be related to an incipient Gallic industry57. The rather large 
number of such casseroles discovered in the towns around the Vesuvius is indicative of a still ongoing 
production of such casseroles in AD 7958. In fact, the archaeological finds show that artefacts in this 
type remained fashionable for a longer time span, being identified including in 3rd century contexts59.

Casseroles of the type were discovered in significant numbers both on the territory of Italy and 
the Roman provincial environment, as well as in the European Barbaricum60.

Of the total 34 casseroles bearing the stamp of the artisans making them, 20 originate from 
Pompeii and Herculaneum, other four from the rest of Italy, five from the west and south Pannonia, 
two from free Germania and other two from the western territories of the Roman Empire61.

Among the artisans manufacturing such casseroles as well, count those in the Trebellius family 
too: Trebellius Romanus, active in Campania approximately in the 2nd–4th decade of 1st century AD 
and Trebellius Crescens, who also worked in Campania in the 3rd – 4th decades of the 1st century AD62.

The grave where the Shchuchinka casserole was found is secondary to a Bronze Age barrow looted 
by the locals by late 19th century. According to available information, two censers were also discovered 
beside the casserole, while later investigations yielded a rectangular‑shaped mirror fragment63.

The find within the same grave of two censers set one on top of the other is a chronological and 
cultural marker of the Middle Sarmatian period64. A. S. Skripkin mentions 47 such finds in the graves 

51 Petrovszky 1993, 66–68, Pl. 1/IV, 2.
52 Petrovszky 1993, 51, 68.
53 Kropotkin 1970, 25, 95, cat. no. 819, Fig. 62/4, 63/2; Simonenko 2008, 68, cat. no. 80.1, Pl. 72/1; Simonenko 2011, 49–50, 

193–194, cat. no.  67.1, Fig.  29; Simonenko 2013, 73, 264, cat. no.  67.1, Fig.  27; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, Fig.  6/4; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187–188, Fig. 69/4. The Shchuchinka casserole was ascribed by A. V. Simonenko to type Eggers 140.

54 Casserole sizes are as follow: mouth diameter – 15 cm, base diameter – 9 cm, height – 9 cm.
55 It belongs to type Y.26 in Petrovszky’s typology and dates to Nero – Vespasian reigns, Cf. Petrovszky 1993, 174, 319, Y.26, 

Pl. 31/Y.26.
56 Petrovszky 1993, 68, Pl. 1/IV,2.
57 Petrovszky 1993, 68.
58 Wielowiejski 1985, 208; Petrovszky 1993, 68; Koster 1997, 58; Mustață 2017, 89.
59 Deonna 1933, 64–65, no. 13728, Fig. 4/1, Pl. V/13728; Radnóti 1938, 39; Werner 1938, 259 sqq., Pl. 119/11; Kunow 

1983, 25–26; Flügel 1993, 63; Koster 1997, 57; Mustață 2017, 89.
60 See in this respect Carandini 1977, 165, Pl. LXXIX/15; Breščak 1982, 41–42, cat. no. 12, Pl. 2/12; Baratte et al. 1984, 

68–71, cat. no.  87, 89–91, Pl.  XXXI/87, XXXII/89–91; Tassinari 1993, 98–108, type G2100; Bolla 1994, 38, 41, cat. 
no. 39, Pl. XXXII; Jílek 2009, 95–98; for more see Petrovszky 1993, 66–68.

61 Petrovszky 1993, 67–68.
62 Petrovszky 1993, 66, 305–307, tab. III‑IV
63 Simonenko 2011, 27, 193, Fig. 13/67.3; Simonenko 2013, 42, 264. See also Bârcă 2014, 50, 52–53
64 Skripkin 1990, 99. Though rare, there are cases when two censers may be found also in graves of the early Sarmatian 

period, yet also later (Skripkin 1990, 99, 186, Fig. 37/1–5).
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from Asian Sarmatia65. In the Sarmatae graves from the north and north‑west Pontic area, this custom 
emerges around mid 1st century AD, being found mainly in a series of graves and cemeteries from 
the second half of the 1st century – early/first half of the 2nd century AD66. The custom, as well cer‑
tain censer types, was brought to the north and north‑west Pontic area by the new Sarmatian tribes 
arriving from the east – the Aorsi or the Alani. In fact, it was no accident that the finds from the north 
and north‑west of the Black Sea come from graves with most definite Eastern features.

Rectangular mirrors were highly popular and well diffused in large part of the Roman provinces 
during the 1st century AD. Most come from 1st century AD context and features, however there are 

65 Cf. Skripkin 1990, 99, Fig. 37/6–16. See for such finds also Medvedev 1990, 50, 57, 68, Fig. 19/2–3, 24/4–5, 28/3–4; 
Medvedev, Yefimov 1986, 84, Pl. 78/2–3; Il’yukov, Vlaskin 1992, 109, 198, Fig. 28/13–14; Prokhorova, Guguev 1992, 
Fig. 3/10, 13.

66 For a series of such finds Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 115–118; Bârcă 2006, 73–77; Bârcă 2015, 53 with complete 
bibliography.

Fig. 2. The bronze casserole of Shchuchinka (after Simonenko 2013).
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cases when they remained in use for a longer period of time67. Regarding the rectangular mirrors, 
it must be mentioned there are no available data regarding their production over the course of the 
2nd century AD68. In the Sarmatian north and north‑west Pontic environment, rectangular mirrors 
are part of graves dating, judging after their grave goods assembly, mainly to the second half of the 
1st century – first decades of the 2nd century AD69. Moreover, we wish to mention that graves with 
rectangular mirrors are part of the Sarmatian graves group mainly dating to the second half of the 1st 
century – first decades of the 2nd century AD (end of stage B1b – stage B2a in the Central‑European 
chronology).

Casseroles with circularly pierced handle terminal of type Eggers 140, 
Petrovszky V, 1, Tassinari G 3100

In the Sarmatian graves from the analysed space, casseroles of the type are represented by the 
specimens in the graves at Troyany70 (Fig. 3) and Krasnopolka (T 424 G 2)71. Regarding the Krasnopolka 
vessel, it must be mentioned that V. V. Kropotkin ascribed it cautiously to type Eggers 138–139, pos‑
sibly to type “Gödåker”.

Vessels of the type are biconical, with slightly everted rim, slightly thickened base, while the handle 
ends with a disc with circular perforation. These have no massive appearance, while their walls are not 
very thick. Their base is not thickened are exhibits not very deep concentric grooves. These casseroles 
are contemporary with those with the handle terminal pierced in a half‑moon shape (type Eggers 137, 
Petrovszky IV, 1), are to a small extent worked at the lathe, while the grooves on the handle are poorly 
marked72. They are the earliest type of casseroles with the handle terminal pierced circularly in the 
typology drafted by R. Petrovszky, who reached the conclusion that production started sometime to 
AD 5/10, while its cease sometime around AD 30/35, no later than Tiberius’s reign73. Nevertheless, 
it must be mentioned that one should exclude the possibility that such casseroles had been produced 
for a while after AD 3574, especially if we also consider the fact these count among the most numerous 
and spread casserole types.

Regarding the location of their production, it was established they were made in the workshops 
from southern Italy (Campania or Latium), one of the certain centres being at Capua75.

Chronologically, the earliest known exemplar is that from the Hoby grave (Denmark), dated to 
AD 20–3576 or stage B1a77 and that of Nymburk (the Czeck Republic), dated to the same period78. Both 
pieces, beside being discovered in closed features, also bear the stamp of artisan Trebellius Romanus, 
active in Campania approximately in the 2nd–4th decades of the 1st century AD79. Still to stage B1a 
belongs the Karlsruhe casserole, with the stamp of artisan Trebellius Crescens applied on the handle, 

67 For rectangular mirrors in the Roman environment see Lloyd‑Morgan 1977, 231–252; Lloyd‑Morgan 1980, 97, 104; 
Lloyd‑Morgan 1981, 145, 155; Lloyd‑Morgan 1981a, 3–20; Bârcă 2014.

68 Lloyd‑Morgan 1980, 97; Lloyd‑Morgan 1981a, 3.
69 For the analysis of rectangular mirrors from the Sarmatian environment of the north and north‑west Pontic see Bârcă 

2000a; Bârcă 2006, 154–157; Bârcă 2014, while for those in the Sarmatian environment of the Great Hungarian Plain 
Istvánovits, Kulcsár 1993, 14 with complete bibliography. For finds of such mirrors in the European Barbaricum see 
Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 189–197, while for a series of more recent finds on the territory of Crimea see 
Stoyanova 2018, 85; Kul’char et al. 2020, 208.

70 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no.  822, Fig.  62/8; Grosu 1990, 61; Simonenko 2008, 17, 71, cat. no.  91.1, Pl.  85/1, 89/5; 
Simonenko 2011, 49, 208, cat. no. 94.1, Fig. 27; Simonenko 2013, 73, 285, cat. no. 94.1, Fig. 25; Bârcă 2009, 87, 102; 
Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187–188. The casserole sizes are as follow: mouth diameter – 14.5 cm, base diameter – 8.9 cm, 
height – 8.6 cm, handle length – 13.5 cm, width 5.5 × 2 cm, disc diameter by the handle end–4.6 cm.

71 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 82; Shchukin 1989, 318; Simonenko 2008, 17, 68, cat. no. 81.2; Simonenko 2011, 49, 194, 
cat. no. 68.2; Simonenko 2013, 73, 265, cat. no. 68.2; Bârcă 2009, 87, 102–103; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187–188. The 
piece did not survive. 

72 Petrovszky 1993, 52–54.
73 Petrovszky 1993, 52–54, Type V, 1, Pl. 2/V, 1.
74 Bienert 2007, 78–79.
75 Lund Hansen 1987, 46; Petrovszky 1993, 54.
76 Petrovszky 1993, 52, 309, Pl. 28/T.08.06.
77 Lund Hansen 1987, 46, 403.
78 Karasová 1998, 35; Petrovszky 1993, 52, 310, Pl. 29/T.08.09.
79 Petrovszky 1993, Tab. III‑IV.
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who also worked in Campania in the 3rd – 4th decades of the 1st century AD80. In stage B1a dates the 
handle with the stamp of artisan T. Robilius Situs from Brigetio (Hungary), while from closed features 
of the stage come the Łeg Piekarski (Poland)81, Vichy (France) and Slovakia casseroles as well as those 
with the artisan stamp at Magdalensberg, Pompeii82 and Chatalka (Bulgaria)83.

Fig. 3. The bronze casserole of Troyany (after Simonenko 2013).

J. Wielowiejski dated the exemplars from Eastern Europe to stages B1 (AD 10–70) and B2 (AD 
70–180) in his chronology. The same author, following the examination of all bronze vessels from 
Poland, dated this casserole type, based on the features where these were discovered, to stage B1c84.

80 Cf. Petrovszky 1993, 307, Tab. III‑IV, Pl. 28/T.06.07.
81 Wielowiejski 1985, 259, cat. no. 32, 290, cat. no. 216, Pl. 15/2.
82 Petrovszky 1993, 53 with complete bibliography.
83 Raev 1977, 636, cat. no. 16, Pl. 38/2; Buyukliev 1986, 35, 66, cat. no. 28, Pl. 3/28–28a.
84 Wielowiejski 1985, 209–212, 289–290, cat. no. 209–212.
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Lund Hansen, subsequent to the analysis of such casserole finds from a spread territory, con‑
cluded that almost all exemplars in the type dominate in stages B1a (AD 10–40) and B1b (AD 40–70) 
and only rarely in stage B2 (AD 70–150/160)85.

Although the use peak of these casseroles may be placed in the 1st century AD, it must be men‑
tioned that archaeological finds indicate that certain artefacts remained in use for a longer time period, 
being discovered including in 2nd–3rd century AD contexts and features86. Worth mention in the case 
of the 2nd–3rd century artefacts are the visible traces of long use and repairs on their body.

Casseroles of the type were broadly diffused both throughout the Roman Empire as well as out‑
side its borders87. Such vessels are not missing from the Sarmatian milieu outside the area under study 
here, where they were discovered among the grave goods of many burials88.

Such casseroles were discovered also in Crimea, two such vessels being discovered in graves 172 
and 299 from the Bel’bek IV cemetery, dated to the third quarter of the 1st century AD and respec‑
tively the last quarter of the same century89.

The Krasnopolka grave (T 424 G 2) is a secondary burial with the deceased (female) placed with 
the head northwards in a coffin made of a hollowed tree trunk (?). Beside the casserole, the grave goods 
also included handmade and wheel‑thrown pottery, glass, quartz and carnelian beads, a golden link 
with loop, bronze links, spindle weights, a rectangular mirror sized 16.7 × 14.8 cm, yet also a bone 
pyxis90.

Based on the dating of the pyxides91 and rectangular mirrors92, it may be concluded that the 
Krasnopolka grave most likely frames sometime in the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd cen‑
tury AD.

The Troyany grave was discovered in 1914 during clay excavation in a quarry, at 0.7 m deep. The 
gravepit shape and other aspects of the funerary ritual are unknown. Beside the bronze casserole, 
among the grave goods also count a bronze cauldron, a bronze mirror and three bells of the same 
metal, to which also add 14 beads and a jasper piece93.

The bronze cauldron with two zoomorphic handles belongs to type XIII.1.A in S. V. Demidenko’s 
typology94. Vessels with zoomorphic handles belonging to several types (Demidenko IX‑XIII95) and 
characterised by smaller sizes emerged in the second half of the 1st century BC96, however they were 

85 Lund Hansen 1987, 45–46.
86 See Shelov 1965, 268, Fig. 10/3; Kropotkin 1970, 94, cat. no. 809, Fig. 61/1–2; Sanie 1981, 177, Pl. 48/7a‑b; Feugere 1984, 

47, 66–67, no. 41–42, Fg. 16–17; Volkov, Guguev 1986, 73, Fig. 54/2; Künzl 1993, 193–195, Pl. 132–135; Petrovszky 
2006, 99–100; Bienert 2007, 78; Botalov, Ivanov 2012, 272, 275, Fig. 4/1, 5/4; Treister 2019, 317, Fig. 5/5–8; Trejster 
2016, 280, 282, Fig. 2/4; Trejster 2020, 26, Fig. 4/1, 5/1–3; Mustață 2017, 92, 191–193, Fig. Pl. 15/10, LVIII‑LX. 

87 Radnóti 1938, 50 sqq.; Eggers 1951, 172, Harta 41; Eggers1968, cat. no. 9d, 13, 17a, 18a, 40, 53, 65b 73I, 76d‑e, Pl. 8/d, 
9, 21/a, 22/d‑e, 23, 26/a, 29/a, 30/a‑b; Majewski 1960, 130, cat. no. 17, Pl. 36/c‑d; Glodariu 1974, 237, Pl. XXXII/B15/a; 
Tassinari 1975, 27–28, cat. no. 6, Pl. II/6; Raev 1977, 636, cat. no. 16, Pl. 38/2; Carandini 1977, 165–166; Kraskovská 
1978, 9, 14, Fig. 2/2; 6/2; Kolník 1980, 105, 121, Pl. XCI/m, CXX/29; Sanie 1981, 177, Pl. 48/7a‑b; Breščak 1982, 43, 
cat. no. 19, Pl. 2/19; Petrovszky 1993, 52–54; Bolla 1994, 36, 40, cat. no. 33–34, Pl. XXVI‑XXVII; Wielowiejski 1985, 
208–213, 259, 289–290; Buyukliev 1986, 35, 66, cat. no. 28, Pl. 3/28–28a; Lund Hansen 1987, 45–46, 464, Harta 55; 
Karasová 1998, 33–35, Harta XIII; Sedlmayer 1999, 82, Pl.  31/6, Fig.  14; Bienert 2007, 78–79; Jílek 2009, 99–103; 
Horváth 2013, 119 sqq., Fig. 1–3; Lund Hansen 2016, 231; Mustață 2017, 92.

88 Maksimov 1957, 157–159, Fig. 1; Kropotkin 1970, 90, cat. no. 773, 93, cat. no. 802, Fig. 60/8–9, 130, cat. no. 1278; 
Shelov 1965, 266, Fig. 9/2; Shilov 1975, 154, 155, Fig. 57/3; Medvedev, Yefimov 1986, 84, Pl. 76/1; Maksimenko 1998, 
115, 53/14; Sergatskov 2000, 85, 122–123, Fig. 104/3; Sergatskov 2004, 109, Fig. 2/1–2; Sergatskov 2006, 54, Fig. 2/1; 
Limberis, Marchenko 2006,52, 57–58, no. 3–5, Fig. 2–3. Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 287, 355–356, cat. no. 73.3, Pl. 107/1; 
111; Botalov, Ivanov 2012, 272, Fig. 4/1, 5/4; Trejster 2016, 280, Fig. 2/4; Treister 2019, 317, Fig. 5/5–8; Trejster 2020, 
17–21, Fig. 4–11, 19.

89 See for such finds at Puzdrovskij 2007, 170; Trufanov 2009, 131, 133, Fig.  3/1, 4; Gushchina, Zhuravlev 2016, 65, 
Pl. 110/4, 201/8, 233/1–2.

90 Kropotkin 1970, 95, cat. no. 821; Simonenko 2008, 68, cat. no. 81, Pl. 165; Simonenko 2011, 194, cat. no. 68; Bârcă 2014, 
53–54.

91 See Bârcă 2019.
92 See Bârcă 2014.
93 Grosu 1990, 61; Simonenko 2008, 17, 71, cat. no. 91.1, Pl. 85–87; Simonenko 2011, 208, cat. no. 94; Bârcă, Symonenko 

2009, 166, 184–185, 188, Fig. 60/22, 68/4
94 Demidenko 2008, 23, 110, Fig. 10/XIII.1; 118/XIII.1.A (no. 135).
95 See Demidenko 2008, 21–23, 105–111, Fig. 10, types IX‑XIII; 111–118.
96 Demidenko 2008, 35.
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broadly diffused in the Sarmatian environment from the second half of the 1st century AD only, being 
often discovered in graves with larger cauldrons of other types97.

Regarding the mirror, it is of type with thickened rim, central disc projection and nail‑shaped 
handle, half‑oval in cross section98. Based on the archaeological finds it was noted that mirrors of the 
type emerge in the Sarmatian environment east of the Don and Volga as early as the 2nd–1st cen‑
tury BC99, massively spreading though from the boundary between the 1st century BC – 1st century 
AD, being used throughout the 1st century AD100, mainly in the first half or its first three decades101. 
Based on the finds from territories in the Don area and those eastward the river, it was noted that in 
the well dated graves of late 1st century AD – early 2nd century AD such mirrors may no longer be 
found102. In the north and north‑west Pontic area, the entry of the mirrors of the type is related to 
the eastern impulse (Alanic) by mid 1st century AD103. Evidence is provided by mirrors in this type 
identified in aristocratic graves with marked Eastern features, the graves in the Sokolova Mogila 
(Kovalevka)104 and Kamova Mogila (Radionovka) barrows105. To the second half of the 1st century – 
early 2nd century AD also dates grave (T 14 G 3) from Dumeni (the Prut‑Nistru interfluve)106, which 
contains such a mirror.

Therefore, based on the artefacts beside which the casserole was found and their dating, we believe 
that the Troyany grave dates sometime to the second half of the 1st century AD – early 2nd century 
AD, likely only by late 1st century AD – early 2nd century AD. 

Casseroles with circularly pierced handle terminal of type Eggers 142, 
Petrovszky V, 2, Bienert 29

In the Sarmatian milieu from the discussed area casseroles of the type are represented by three 
exemplars. The first comes from a Sarmatian grave discovered by chance, following the performed 
farming works, at Novo‑Petrovka107 (Fig. 5), the second in T 27 G 1 at Bădragii Vechi108 (Fig. 6), while 
the third from a destroyed grave at Cobusca Veche109 (Fig. 4/1). Regarding the exemplar at Cobusca 

97 Demidenko 2008, 26.
98 For views regarding the origin of these mirrors see Skripkin 1990, 144–146; Glukhov 2003, 91–93; Vagner 2012, 

170–171.
99 See Marchenko 1996, 21–23; Minaeva, Skripkin 2005, 51–53; Glebov 2019, 89–90.
100 Skripkin 1990, 95, Type 6.7, 152, 155, Fig. 36/5–12; Glukhov 2003, 91–93, Type 6.7, Fig. 1/6.7; Glukhov 2005, 46–47, 

Type 6.7, Fig. 7/4, 6–8, 8/2, 101. For mirrors of the type see also Khazanov 1963, 64–65 (type VIII).
101 Glukhov 2003, 93; Glukhov 2005, 47; Minaeva, Skripkin 2005, 53. According to I. I. Marchenko in the Kuban region such 

mirrors were used until the first half of the 1st century AD (Marchenko 1996, 23).
102 Maksimenko 1998, 131; Glukhov 2005, 47.
103 Simonenko 1993, 112 sqq.; Simonenko 2003, 49; Simonenko 2004, 145. Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 173. 
104 Kovpanenko 1986, 66–72, 127, Fig. 70–73; Simonenko 2003, 48, Fig. 2/3; Simonenko 2004, 145. The richly furnished 

grave in the Sokolova Mogila barrow is dated by academics to the first half of the 1st century AD (Kovpanenko 1986, 
127), the first half – mid 1st century AD (Mordvintseva, Trejster 2007, III, 79–81, cat. no. A250), mid/third quarter of 
the 1st century AD (Simonenko 2003, 48; Bârcă 2006, 136, Bârcă 2009, 97, 98; Bârcă 2011, 10; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 
137, 140, 156) or the second half of the 1st century AD (Simonenko 2011, 43–44), possibly the third quarter or even its 
last third (Bârcă 2015, 41; Bârcă 2019, 142).

105 Simonenko 1993, 85–86; Simonenko 2003, 48, Fig. 2/1; Simonenko 2004, Fig. 7/36; Simonenko, Mel’nik 2004, 273, 
Fig. 2/7; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 173, Fig. 62/5. The grave in the Kamova Mogila barrow is dated to the second half of 
the 1st century AD (Simonenko 2003, 48; Simonenko, Mel’nik 2004, 275–279).

106 Bârcă 2006, 309, Fig. 52/2.
107 Kropotkin 1970, 97, cat. no. 840, Fig. 56/4, 58/3, 62/9 (ascribes the piece to type Eggers 140); Simonenko 2008, 17, 75, 

cat. no. 100, Pl. 112; Simonenko 2011, 53, 225, cat. no. 111.1, Fig. 30; Smonenko 2013, 76–77, 309–310, cat. no. 111.1, 
Fig. 28; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 189. The casserole has the following sizes: mouth diameter – 18.5 cm, base diameter 
– 11.5 cm, height – 12 cm.

108 Bârcă 2001, 349, Fig.  2/1; Bârcă 2006, 171, 283–285, Fig.  18/2, 189/1; Bârcă 2009, 87, 103–104, Fig.  6/2; Bârcă, 
Symonenko 2009, 187, 189, Fig. 69/2; Popa 2015, 133, Fig. 98. The casserole has the following sizes: mouth diameter – 
19 cm, base diameter – 10.8 cm, height – 11.2 cm, handle length – 15.6 cm.

109 Grosu 1983, 46–47, Fig. II/18–19; Grosu 1990, 47–48, Fig. 15G; Grosu 1995, 154, Fig. 8A/2; Dzygovs’kyj 1993, 48, 71, 
Fig. 18/8; Dzygovs’kyj 2000, 63, Fig. 18/8; Bârcă 2001, 349–350, Fig. 2/2; Bârcă 2006, 170, 303, Fig. 45; Bârcă 2009, 87, 
102, 103, Fig. 6/1; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 188, Fig. 69/1; Popa 2015, 133, Fig. 97. In our previous works, we ascribed 
alike V. I. Grosu this vessel erroneously to type Eggers 140 = Petrovszky V, 1. The casserole has the following sizes: mouth 
diameter – 16.5 cm, base diameter – 10.5 cm, height – 10 cm.
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Veche, we wish to mention that in our previous works we erroneously ascribed it to type Eggers 140 = 
Petrovszky V, 1, view which we no longer support110.

These casseroles are an Italian form and direct successors of type Eggers 140= Petrovszky V, 1 
from which they differentiate by a series of technical elements. These are always vertical vessels, with 
slightly convex walls, have narrow yet thickened base exhibiting deep concentric circles indicative 
of extensive lathe working. Their walls are much thicker and the rim is thickened too. The handle 
is moulded, while the grooves extending along its rim are either simple or double and marked in 
depth111.

The Novo‑Petrovka casserole displays the stamp of artisan P. Cipius Polybius112 (PCIPIPOLYBI), 
active approximately in AD 45/50–80/85113, while that of Bădragii Vechi still preserves on the external 
handle side a stamp with letters LAN II/I L(ucius) An(sius) (Epaphroditus?) (Fig. 6), who manufactures 
such vessels during AD 50/55–85114.

Upon the analysis of all casseroles exhibiting the artisan’s stamp as well as the find contexts, R. 
Petrovszky concluded that the production start of this casserole type must be placed sometime in AD 
35–40, while the cease in the 90’ies of the 1st century AD115, although there is also the view that their 
production also continued in the 2nd century AD116. 

Earliest specimens, well dated, of the type originate from G 22 at Sládkovičovo I (Slovakia), 
framing to stage B1b117, Magdalensberg, dated to the end of the first half of the 1st century AD, simi‑
larly old being the casserole discovered in the Binntal grave118. Several fragmentary exemplars, some 
bearing the stamp of artisan P. Cipius Polybius, come from forts dated to Claudius’s reign119.

During the early stage Eggers B2 dates the casserole in the Goslawice grave (Poland), while cas‑
seroles from the Zohor graves (Slovakia) were produced by mid 1st century AD, entering the graves 
sometimes by late stage B1b early stage B2a (AD 70–120)120. By early stage B2a likely dates the Vysoká 
pri Morave grave, where three casseroles were discovered, among which one of type Eggers 142, all 
bearing the stamp of artisan P. Cipius Polybius121.

The Scandinavian finds were all dated to stage B2 (AD 70–150/160), except the casserole in the 
Vemmerlöfstorp grave, framed to stage B1b122. J. Wielowiejski, in his 1970 work dated the casseroles 
of the type from Eastern Europe to stage B2123.

Regarding their production location, it was established based on the large number of vessels dis‑
playing the artisan’s stamp applied on the handle, that they were made mainly in the workshops of 
the Ansii and the Cipii of Capua (Campania)124, being occasionally produced in the Gallic industry125.

In terms of use, it must be mentioned these alike exemplars that belong to other types, these 
remained fashionable for a long period, being identified including in 3rd century AD126 contexts and 
features.

Casseroles in this type were broadly diffused throughout the Roman Empire and the area outside 

110 We thank this way dr. Silvia Musteață for kindly aiding us with the accurate typological framing of the vessel.
111 Cf. Petrovszky 1993, 69–71, Type V, 2, Pl. 2/V, 2.
112 For types of vessels with this artisan’s stamp see Petrovszky 1993, 149–150, 226–250, map 4, while for the casseroles of 

type Eggers 142 = Petrovszky V, 2 bearing the stamp Publius Cipius Polybius discovered in Scandinavia, northern Germany 
and northern Poland see Kołoszuk 2015, 224, Tab. 1.

113 Petrovszky 1993, 149–150, Pl. 40, Map 4, Fig. 8.
114 Petrovszky 1993, 143–144, Pl. 39, Map 3.
115 Petrovszky 1993, 71.
116 Bienert 2007, 79, note 517.
117 Petrovszky 1993, 69.
118 Petrovszky 1993, 70.
119 Petrovszky 1993, 70.
120 Kraskovská 1978, 12–13, no. 17, Fig. 6/1, Pl. VIII/3–4 (erroneously ascribed to type Eggers 140); Petrovszky 1993, 70 

with complete bibliography and views regarding the date of both the pieces and graves.
121 Kraskovská 1978, 11, no. 15, Fig. 4/1, Pl. V/1–3 ascribes the casserole type Eggers 140 and dates the grave to the first half 

of the 2nd century AD; Petrovszky 1993, 70.
122 Lund Hansen 1987, 48–49, 402–405, 407–408, 431, 448–450.
123 Lund Hansen 1987, 49. 
124 Lund Hansen 1987, 48–49; Petrovszky 1993, 69–71.
125 Kunow 1983, 26, 63; Flügel 1993, 63–64; Petrovszky 1993, 69–71 with complete bibliography.
126 Kropotkin 1970, 93, cat. no. 800, Fig. 64/4, 65/A, 1–2; Sedlmayer 1999, 83, 152, 159, Fig. 19; Bienert 2007, 78, note 517, 

86; Arsen’eva, Naumenko 1992, 93, Fig. 102/1; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 24, 59, 81,113, Fig. 6, 29/1.
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Fig. 4. The bronze casserole of Cobusca Veche (1) and casserole feet‑supports of Ust’‑Kamenka, T 58 G 1 
(2–3) and Podgorodnoe, T 7 G 1 (4) (1 – redrawn after Grosu 1990; 2–4 – after Simonenko 2013).
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Fig. 5. The bronze casserole of Novo‑Petrovka (after Simonenko 2013).

its borders127. In the Sarmatian setting outside the discussed area, such vessels were discovered in T 

127 Radnóti 1938, 51–56, Pl. XVII/4–6, 11, 21, 25, XXI/1–1a, 2, 6–8, XXII/1–1a‑b, XXIII/1–1a‑b; Eggers 1951, 172–173, 
Beilage 60, map 42 (Type 142); Eggers 1968, cat. no. 17, 21, 22, 54, 72, 79, 83, Fig. 9, 27, 28, 29/b, 62, 63, 65; Boesterd 
1956, 7–8, cat. no. 14–19, Pl. I/15, 15a, 19, 19a, II/22, 22a; XVIII/15b; Kropotkin 1970, 93, cat. no. 800, Fig. 64/4, 65/A, 
1–2; Glodariu 1974, 238, cat. no. 18, Pl. XXXII/B18/b; Carandini 1977, 165–166, Kraskovská 1978, 11, 13–14, Fig. 4/1, 
5/2, 6/1 are ascribed to type Eggers 140; Sanie 1981, 192, Pl. 56/2; Breščak 1982, 42, cat. no. 16, Pl. 2/16, 18/16; Kunov 
1983, 26, 63, 74–75, 117–127; Baratte et al. 1984, 72–75, cat. no. 94–99, Pl. XXXIV/94–96, XXXV/97–98; Wielowiejski 



Roman bronze casseroles in the Sarmatae graves from the area between the Don and the Lower Danube    ◆    193

4 G 2128 and T 25 G 1129 in the Valovyj 1 cemetery (right of the Don mouths), as well as in T 11 G 1 at 
Staritsa130 (the Lower Volga area) and the destroyed Sarmatian grave of Girej131 (the Kuban region), the 
latter exhibiting artisan’s Lucius Ansius Epaphroditus stamp132.

1985, 208–213, 290; Lund Hansen 1987, 48–49, 58–59, 264, map 55; Holliger, Holliger 1989, 64, no.  5, Pl.  1/5; 
Petrovszky 1993, 69–71; Tassinari 1993, 110–116, G3100; Bolla 1994, 36, 40, cat. no. 35–37, Pl. XXVIII‑XXIX; Karasová 
1998, 35–36, map XIV; Maksimenko 1998, Fig. 53/16; Sedlmayer 1999, 82–85, Fig. 19, Pl. 31/5, 32/1–2, 33/12, 34/1; 
Teodor et al. 1997, 31. Fig. 23/11; Kapeller 2003,134, no. 35–36; Bienert 2007, Forma 29; Jílek 2009, 99–103; Kołoszuk 
2015, 221–231, Fg. 3–7; Croitoru 2011, 289; Popa 2015, 134, Fig. 101/1–2; Masek 2019, 96–100, Fig. 1–3.

128 Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 17, no. 12, Pl. 15/3; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 24, 80–81, Fig. 6/1, Fig. p. 80; 
Trejster 2020, 13, 26, Fig. 12.

129 Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 62, no. 30, Pl. 76/1; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 59, 80–81, Fig. 29/1; Trejster 
2020, 13, 26, Fig. 13.

130 Shelov 1965, 267; Shilov 1968, 318–320, Fig. 4; Shilov 1975, 157, Fig. 59; Kropotkin 1970, 91, cat. no. 777, Fig. 61/5–6; 
Petrovszky 1993, 207–208, no. A.17.38; Krivosheev 2005, 112, Fig. 54/9; Glukhov 2005, 16, Fig. 11/4; Trejster 2020, 13, 
26, Fig. 14–15.

131 Kropotkin 1970, 88, cat. no. 753, Fig. 59/8; Petrovszky 1993, 207, no. A.17.37; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 287, 353, cat. 
no. 66.1, Pl. 94.

132 For ware types stamped by this artisan see Petrovszky 1993, 143–144, 199–208, map 3.

Fig. 6. The bronze casserole of Bădragii Vechi T 27 G 1 (redrawn after Yarovoj, Chrikov, Bubulichi 1990).
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The Staritsa grave is dated based on its grave goods to the first half of the 2nd century AD133, while 
those richly furnished at Valovyj 1 by late 2nd century – first third of the 3rd century AD134.

The Novo‑Petrovka casserole was discovered together with a large bronze bell, two golden enam‑
elled earrings and a lidded golden flask135. Unfortunately, available information or images of the ear‑
rings and flask are missing, which hinders the chronological framing of the grave. The rounded conical 
bronze bell with loop cast together with the body is not of aid either, as it dates widely. The bell is 
similar to type C in W. Nowakowski’s classification136 and has common features with two of the bronze 
bells from the Troyany grave137, whose grave goods also included a casserole of type Eggers 140 = 
Petrovszky V, 1, as well as that in T 9 G 1 from the Valovyj 1 cemetery138, where a type Eggers 143 = 
Petrovszky V, 3 casserole is also found139. The richly furnished grave from T 9 at Valovyj 1 dates in our 
view sometime by mid – third quarter of the 2nd century AD140. In the same grave at Valovyj 1 were 
also found bells in such shape, yet of smaller sizes141. Close to the bell of Novo‑Petrovka is also the 
specimen in T 49 between the places at Kazanskaya and Tiflisskaya (Tbilisskaya), dated to the first 
half of the 2nd century AD142, yet is has a more elongated shape. Similarly, yet of smaller sizes, is the 
bronze case bell from the Sarmatian grave no. 3 at Ulmeni143 (Fig. 10/2), yet also those in the crema‑
tion no. 40 and inhumation no. 203 from cemetery at Gabăra‑Moldoveni, ascribed to the period of the 
2nd–4th century AD144.

Rather richly furnished was also the grave in T 27 at Bădragii Vechi, which contained an ear‑
ring, fragmentary, in silver, a bronze brooch, several amber, agate, carnelian and glass beads, a bronze 
handle, a lidded mirror, two bronze plates, a bone pyxis, an iron knife, a fragmentary cylindrical bone 
piece, a spindle weight, a handmade censer and a wheel‑thrown jar and cup145.

The mirror is a Roman origin artefact, which in G. Llyod‑Morgan’s typology belongs to group R. 
The edges, profiles, lids and their attachment, vary in the case of these mirrors, reason for which they 
were divided into three variations (Ra‑Rc)146.

The earliest specimens of such mirrors belong to variation Ra and frame to the first half of the 1st 
century AD. Chronologically, the majority of the mirrors in these three variations do not exceed the 1st 
century AD and at most, the early 2nd century AD. Such artefacts are mainly known among the finds 
from the Roman provinces of the west and north‑west of the Roman Empire147. Such mirrors are also 
present in the north‑Pontic area. For instance, a mirror with a cover of the type was discovered entirely 
intact in G 4 (1960) at Novo‑Otradnoe148 dated to the 1st – 2nd century AD149. In our view, the grave 
dates based on the four brooches150 to the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD151. 

133 Krivosheev 2004, 118; Krivosheev 2005, 134; Krivosheev 2014, 107.
134 Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 113.
135 Kropotkin 1970, 97, cat. no.  840; Simonenko 2008, 75, cat. no.  100, Pl.  113; Simonenko 2011, 225, cat. no.  111; 

Smonenko 2013, 76–77, 309–310, cat. no. 111.
136 Nowakowski 1988, 78–80.
137 Simonenko 2008, 71, cat. no. 91.2a‑b, Pl. 86/1–2; Simonenko 2011, 111–112, 208–209, cat. no. 94.2a‑b, Fig. 68/3–4.
138 Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 28, no. 9, Pl. 30/5; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 28, Fig. 20/1.
139 Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 31, no. 34, Pl. 33/4; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 30, 81, Fig. 13/4.
140 For the richly furnished grave see Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 26–34, Pl.  27–39/1; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 

2009, 24–45, Fig. 9–23.
141 Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 32–33, Pl. 32/2e‑i; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 42, 45, Fig. 20/5–6.
142 Gushchina, Zasetskaya 1994, 50, cat. no. 148, Pl. 15/148; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 322, 348, cat. no. 42.1, Pl. 70/7.
143 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 110. Fig. 14/2; Bichir 1977, 184, Pl. 11/12, 22/5; Bârcă 2015, 46, Fig. 6/2.
144 Antonescu 1961, 449, 452–453, Fig. 6/3.
145 Cf. Bârcă 2006, 283–285, Fig. 17–19.
146 Cf. Llyod‑Morgan 1977, 235; Llyod‑Morgan 1981a, 68–77, Fig. 6; Llyod‑Morgan 1982, 45–46. See also Niezabitowska‑

Wiśniewska 2012, 211–213.
147 Lloyd‑Morgan 1977, 235; Llyod‑Morgan 1981a, 69; Abegg 1989, 301, 306–313, Fig. 8–13, Map 1.
148 Arsen’eva 1970, 88, 143, Pl. 7/14; Trejster 1991, 95, 101 cat. V.1; Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 212, 231, Fig. 25/2.
149 Arsen’eva 1970, 89.
150 See Arsen’eva 1970, 88, Fig. 7/1–4; for brooch types and their dating see Kropotov 2010, 72, 74, 87, no. 134 (group 4, 

series 1, variant 2), 182–185, 193, no. 249–250 (group 8, series 1, form 3, 5), 209–213, 214, no. 21 (group 9, variation 
1).

151 According to its appearance, it is possible that the specimens discovered at Chersonesus (Kadeev 1996, 71, Fig.; 
Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 212–213, 231, Fig. 25/3) and G 1 at Kazan‑Tash (Zajtsev, Mordvintseva 2004, 188, 
204, Fig. 12/31; Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 213, 231, Fig. 25/4) also belonged to this mirror type.
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Other two mirrors of the type are also found in the collection of the Ermitazh Museum152, yet nothing 
is known about their provenance.

A fragmentary mirror in this type comes from the Sarmatian grave (group 1, T 2 G 1) at Boguslav153, 
which dates based on the grave goods154 among which a fragmentary glass bowl made in the millefiori 
technique sometime to the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD.

Another covered mirror comes from the Sarmatian grave (T 9 G 1) in the cemetery at Valovyj 1155. 
In our view, its richly furnishing156 points to, as above mentioned, the mid – the third quarter of the 
2nd century AD157 and not the end of the 2nd–first third of the 3rd century AD158.

The bone pyxis of Bădragii Vechi belongs alike that of Tsvetna and Krasnopolka to type 1a in J.‑C. 
Béal and M. Feugère’s classification159, such pieces mainly coming, as recently mentioned, to 1st cen‑
tury AD context and complexes, yet they are also found in the first decades of the 2nd century AD160. 
In the north‑Pontic Sarmatian environment these are, as mentioned above, Roman imports and come 
from graves of the second half of the 1st century – early/first decades of the 2nd century AD.

The brooch is strongly profiled with internal chord and bilateral spring made of 12 coils and chord 
inserted beneath the bow. Its bow is decorated with two notches: one by the bow head, and the other 
divides the bow from foot. The latter exhibits by the end a small knob, while the catchplate is trap‑
ezoid. The distance between the two notches is equal to that between the second notch and the knob 
by the foot end. The brooch is two‑piece161. 

Recently, the Bădragii Vechi brooch was framed by K. Hellström to type ID.1 in his typology162, 
dated to the second half of the 1st century – 2nd century AD (some in the first half of the 3rd century 
AD)163. In A. K. Ambroz’s typology, Hellström ID.1 type brooches are found in group 11, series II, 
variant 1, these being dated to the 2nd century AD164, while in that of V. V. Kropotov in group 10, series 
III, dated mostly to the 2nd century AD165. A later dating, respectively the first half of the 3rd century 
AD166 or over its entire course167, was ascribed to the brooch of the type from T 16 G 1 at Olănești168. 
The chronological framing of the Olănești grave was mainly made based on the amphora of type Shelov 
D there169, although the dating by the boundary between the 2nd–3rd century AD or early 3rd century 
AD170 is more plausible, especially if we consider that amphorae of type Shelov D171 – Vnukov C IVD172 
emerged in the last quarter/end of the 2nd century AD173.

Brooches in the typological framing by the three authors above are yet single‑piece, have inserted 
chord, the bow notches are poorly marked, while the spring is short and comprised mainly of 4–6 coils. 

152 Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 213, 236, Fig. 25/5.
153 Simonenko 2004, 145, Fig. 7/38; Simonenko 2008, 61–62 cat. no. 46.3, Pl. 35/3; Simonenko 2011, 24, 180, cat. no. 29.3, 

Fig. 12/3; Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 213, 236, Fig. 25/8.
154 See Simonenko 2008, 61–62, cat. no. 46, Pl. 34–35; Simonenko 2011, 180, cat. no. 29.
155 Trejster 1991, 95, 101 cat. V.2; Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 27, no. 1e, 28, no. 13, Pl. 30/9–10; Bezuglov, Glebov, 

Parusimov 2009, 28, 32, 87, Fig. 15/1–2, 2a; Niezabitowska‑Wiśniewska 2012, 252, Fig. 25/6–7
156 See for the grave goods in this grave Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 26–34, Pl. 27–39/1; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 

2009, 24–45, Fig. 9–23.
157 For its richly furnishing see Bespalyj, Bespalaya, Raev 2007, 26–34, Pl.  27–39/1; Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 

24–45, Fig. 9–23.
158 Bezuglov, Glebov, Parusimov 2009, 113.
159 Béal, Feugère 1983, 116–117, Fig. 2–5.
160 See Bârcă 2019, 130–155 with complete bibliography.
161 Bârcă 2006, 130, 283, Fig. 17/6, 171/2: Bârcă 2011, 19, 24, Fig. 2/13; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 161, Fig. 59/13.
162 Hellström 2018, 69, 197, cat. no. 29, Pl. 35/29.
163 Hellström 2018, 70.
164 Ambroz 1966, 42.
165 Kropotov 2010, 248–249.
166 Hellström 2018, 69–70.
167 Kropotov 2010, 249.
168 See Grosu 1990, 85, Fig. 26/2.
169 For the richly furnishing of the grave see Grosu 1990, 85–86, Fig. 26.
170 Grosu 1990, 86
171 Shelov 1978, 18–19, Fig. 7.
172 Vnukov 2006, 166–167, 168, Fig. 1/10; Vnukov 2016, 43, 44, Fig. 1/13, 4/11–18.
173 Vnukov 2006, 166–167, 168; Vnukov 2016, 43, 44, Fig. 1/13, 4/11–18; Naumenko 2017, 25, Fig. 4/4D1, 4/4D2. S. Yu. 

Vnukov believes that amphorae of the type were produced at Heraclea Pontica at least until the town’s destruction by the 
Goths in AD 264, while S. A. Naumenko considers these were made throughout the 3rd century AD.
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The Bădragii Vechi brooch differentiates from these by the long spring, alike in the strongly profiled 
brooch with a resembling shape, framed by V. V. Kropotov to group 10, series II174. These have though 
vertical external chord supported most often by a hook, while the bow notches are well marked, those 
ascribed to form 2 with the distance between the two notches equal with that between the second 
notch and the knob by the end of the foot, alike the Bădragii Vechi brooch. Unfortunately though, the 
brooches in this group too are single and not double‑piece.

In what the making peculiarity of certain two‑piece strongly profiled brooches is concerned 
(brooch body, on one side and the spring with pin on the other) it was noted that it occurs by the end 
of the 1st century AD and generalizes in the first decades of the 2nd century AD175. Two‑piece strongly 
profiled brooches are documented by the end of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD also in pre‑
Roman Dacia176.

The fact that the Bădragii Vechi brooch has the chord inserted underneath allows us to assume 
that it was made by a travelling artisan in a Barbarian setting or is a product of workshop from the 
Barbaricum, possibly the eastern Geto‑Dacian environment where there were workshops making such 
strongly profiled brooches177.

Based on the arguments regarding some of the artefacts in the Bădragii Vechi grave, we believe 
it dates, as mentioned elsewhere, most likely sometime to the chronological timeframe between the 
end of the 1st century AD and early 2nd century AD178, possibly only by early/first decades of the 2nd 
century AD.

Regarding the Cobusca Veche casserole recovered beside other pottery fragments from a destroyed 
barrow on the building route of the road linking Chişinău to Tiraspol, there are no other elements 
allowing a more accurate dating of this damaged grave179. The find was dated based on the casserole 
ascribed to type Eggers 140 to AD 40–70180 or the second half of the 1st century AD181. Based on the 
production and use period of type Eggers 142 – Petrovszky V, 2 casseroles as well as the dating of the 
Sarmatian graves with major inflow of Roman artefact in the Sarmatian environment it may be con‑
cluded that the grave frames to the period between late 1st century – first decades of the 2nd century 
AD is plausible.

Casseroles with circularly pierced handle terminal of type Eggers 144, 
Petrovszky V, 5, Bienert 30

Vessels of the type are represented in the Sarmatae environment discussed here by the specimens 
in T 2 G 1 at Chuguno‑Krepinka182 (the Don‑Severskij Donets interfluve) (Fig. 7), T 3 G 1 at Cuconeştii 
Vechi183 (the Prut‑Dniester interfluve) (Fig. 8) and Ulmeni184 (the Lower Danube) (Fig. 9).

Vessels of the type, known in the speciality literature also under the term of “Gödåker” type cas‑
seroles, have a bulging body, strongly arching shoulders, thick walls and thickened, everted rim. Their 
base, vertical and everted, massively cast and worked on the lathe is of a smaller diameter compared 
to the maximum body diameter. The moulded, decorated handle ends with a disc with a round midway 
piercing. Below the edge of most such vessels, there is a decorated strip. Owing to their specific shape 

174 See Kropotov 2010, 229–233.
175 Rustoiu, 1997, 54.
176 Rustoiu, 1997, 54.
177 Rustoiu 1997, 20–21.
178 Bârcă 2001, 340; Bârcă 2006, 172, 283–285; Bârcă 2009, 104; Bârcă 2019, 145.
179 Grosu 1983, 46–47; Grosu 1990, 47; Bârcă 2006, 303.
180 Grosu 1990, 47–48; Grosu 1995, 154, no. 67.
181 Bichir 1993, 161, note 131, Bârcă 2001, 338; Bârcă 2006, 171, 303; Bârcă 2009, 103; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 188.
182 Simonenko 2008, 17, 66, cat. no. 66.5, Pl. 61; Simonenko 2011, 54, 170, cat. no. 5.5, Fig. 31, 32/1–1a; Simonenko 2013, 

77, 229, cat. no. 5.5, Fig. 29, 30/1–1a; Bârcă 2009, 87, 105, 106, Fig. 6/5; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 189, Fig. 69/5; 
Trejster 2020, 32–36, Fig. 18. The casserole has the following sizes: mouth diameter – 21 cm, base diameter – 13 cm, 
height – 10.5 cm, handle length – 15.5 cm.

183 Dergachev 1982, 27–29, Fig. 7/2–7; Grosu 1990, 51, Fig. 19V; Grosu 1995, Fig. 8A/3; Bârcă 2001, 350, Fig. 3; Bârcă 
2006, 172–174, 306, Fig. 48/4, 189/3; Bârcă 2009, 87, 101, 105–106, Fig. 6/3; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 187, 189–190, 
Fig. 69/3; Popa 2015, 134, Fig. 99.

184 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 109, Fig. 12/1, 13; Bichir 1977, 177, 192, Pl. 25/2; Bârcă 2015, 45, Fig. 6/7; Popa 2015, 134, 
Fig. 100.
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compared to the previous, there are no identification issues in their case. These vessels are the latest 
version of casseroles with circularly pierced handle terminal, being produced also by early 2nd century 
AD185.

The casserole in the richly furnished grave at Chuguno‑Krepinka also exhibits the stamp with 
letters PICVSF Picus F(ecit) sau [Al]picus F(ecit)186, an artisan active in Gallia during the period of the 
Flavian dynasty (AD 69–96)187.

The analysis of all finds of such casseroles allowed R. Petrovszky to distinguish, according to form 
and ornament, three different groups188. The author notes that vessels in group a are undecorated 
and less, while those in group b, discovered in larger numbers, are decorated on their shoulder with a 
palisade‑shaped patterns’ stripe. Wares in group c have elongated foot, while the shoulder is decorated 
with a stripe adorned with stylised vegetal motifs189. The manner in which these casseroles are deco‑
rated, artisan names and arching producer stamps are elements indicative of their Gallic production190.

Subsequent to the analysis of all casserole finds, yet also of the features where they were identi‑
fied, R. Petrovszky concludes that vessels in groups a‑b started production in AD 55/60, while those 
in group c in AD 60/70191. The same author succeeded to establish the production cease shortly after 
early 2nd century AD (groups a‑b AD 90/120, while group c in AD 100/120)192.

Regarding the use of the “Gödåker” casseroles, it must be mentioned that alike specimens which 
belong to other types, these remained in use for a longer period, dominating stage etapa B2 in the 
Central‑European chronology, with some exemplars surviving for a longer time, being found in 3rd 
century contexts and features193 as well.

Concerning the “Gödåker” casseroles, it was also noted they were discovered neither at Pompeii194 
nor in the territory of the Italian Penninsula, while in Germania the type took roots rather with dif‑
ficulty195. Finds of such casseroles mainly cluster in the northern and western provinces of the Roman 
Empire (Britania, Gallia, Germania), as well in the Barbarian environment from the territories of 
Central and Northern Europe196. On the territory of Pannonia inferior, a “Gödåker” casserole comes 
from Intercisa197, while on the territory of Roman Dacia, are known three fragments of such casse‑
roles198. A casserole of the type in group a, displaying the stamp ALBINVSF comes from Olbia199. Still 
to group a it seems to belong the casserole in a house from the fort at Barboși, discovered beside coins 

185 Petrovszky 1993, 82. B. A. Raev placed the production cease of these casseroles sometime by late 1st century AD (Raev 
1986, 30; Raev, Naumenko 1993, 155).

186 Bârcă 2009, 105; Simonenko 2008, 66, cat. nr. 7.5; Simonenko 2011, 56–57; Trejster 2020, 36. For the stamp see 
Petrovszky 1993, 174, 320–321, Y.32.

187 Petrovszky 1993, 174, Y.32.
188 Petrovszky 1993, 79–82, Type V, Pl. 2/Va‑c.
189 Petrovszky 1993, 80–83.
190 Petrovszky 1993, 82–84. Since the stamps contain both Gallic and Italian names, H. Norling‑Christensen believed these 

were made in both the Gaul and Italy (Norling‑Christensen 1953, 177–179). Ulla Lund Hansen thinks they started to 
be produced, in limited numbers, in Campania, from mid 1st century AD, after which followed a large‑scale production 
in the workshops of Gaul (Lund Hansen 1987, 46–47). S. Tassinari referring to the J. H. C. Kern’s view (Kern 1962) 
explained the presence of these names on stamps by the fact they were made by a Roman artisan living in Gallia, whose 
products were copied by the artisans in the Capua workshops (Tassinari 1975, 30).

191 Petrovszky 1993, 82. 
192 Petrovszky 1993, 82. For views regarding the early period of “Gödåker” casserole production see Norling‑Christensen 

1953, 176–179; Kunow 1983, 26; Raev 1986, 29–30; Koster 1997, 58; Bienert 2007, 81; Gorecki 2016, 200–201; Luik 
2016, 216; Lund Hansen 1987, 46–47; Lund Hansen 2016, 230–231.

193 Norling‑Christensen 1953, 177; Sanie 1981, 177, Pl. 49/5a‑b; Feugere 1984, 47, 66–67, no. 43, Fig. 18, 66–69; Raev 
1986, 30; Künzl 1993, 195–196, 493–495, II, 32, D74, Pl. 132–133; Petrovszky 1993, 343, SG.14, Pl. 38/SG.14; Popa 
2015, 134; Lund Hansen 2016, 230–231; Petrovszky, Bernhard 2016, 249–250, 256.

194 For the lack of such casseroles from Pompeii see Tassinari 1993; Petrovszky 1993, 79–84.
195 Cf. Lund Hansen 1987, 47; Petrovszky 1993, 84.
196 See for such finds Eggers 1951, 172–173, map 41; Eggers 1968, cat. no.  19, 45, 66, 75, 77, 87, Fig.  15, 16/d, 26/b, 

62, 65; Boesterd 1956, 10–11, cat. no. 25–29, Pl. II/27–29; Kraskovská 1978, 13, Fig. 5/1, Pl. VIII/1–2; Lund Hansen 
1987, 46–47, 464, map 55; Tassinari 1975, 29–32, cat. no. 13–18, Pl. III‑V; Baratte et al. 1984, 75–76, cat. no. 100–101, 
Pl. XXXV/100–101; Feugere 1984, 47, no. 43, Fig. 18; Wielowiejski 1985, 208–213, 291, nr. 219, Pl. 16; Holliger, Holliger 
1989, 64, nr. 11, Pl. 1/11; Künzl 1993, I, 195–196, II, 32, D74, D75; Petrovszky 1993, 79–82; Koster 1997, 58; Bienert 
2007, 80–81, 87–89, cat. no. 76–77; Jílek 2009, 104–106.

197 Radnóti 1938, 59–60, Pl. XXIV/3.
198 Man 2011, 195, no. 6, 423, Pl. CXLV/6; Mustață 2017, 93–94, Pl. XVI/11–12, LXI/11a‑c, LXII/12a‑b; 
199 Kropotkin 1970, 25, no. 61; 97, cat. no. 842, Fig. 62/5. 7; Petrovszky 1993, 79, 142, 192, A.10.01
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stringing from Septimius Severus to Severus Alexsander200. In the Sarmatae environment outside the 
area studied here, such vessels are not many, being discovered only in T 1 G 1 at Kobyakovo201 and T 20 
G 1 at Tsentral’nyj IV202. The Kobyakovo grave was originally dated to the first half of the 2nd century 

200 Sanie 1981, 177, Pl. 49/5a‑b.
201 Guguev 1986, 71, Pl. 45/2; Guguev 2018, 59, 60, Fig. 3/1, 5/3.
202 Raev, Naumenko 1993, 152, 155, Fig. 4/1; Krivosheev 2005, 112, Fig. 54/7; Trejster 2020, 32.

Fig. 7. The bronze casserole of Chuguno‑Krepinka T 2 G 1 (after Simonenko 2013).
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AD203, while recently, following the analysis of its grave goods, sometime to the second half of the 1st 
century – early 2nd century AD204. The Tsentral’nyj grave, dated to the first third205 or first half of the 

203 Guguev 1986, 72.
204 Guguev 2018, 60–63.
205 Raev, Naumenko 1993, 157.

Fig. 8. The bronze casserole in T 3 G 1 de la Cuconeștii Vechi (redrawn after Dergachev 1982).
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2nd century AD206, was recently confirmed to frame the period no earlier than the second half of the 
2nd century AD207. 

Fig. 9. The bronze casserole of Ulmeni (after Bichir 1977). Without scale.

The Cuconeştii Vechi casserole, which belongs to group b in R. Petrovszky’s classification, was 
discovered together with 52 beads (glass, amber, agate), a bronze mirror with round, flat disc with 
a diameter of 11 cm, a fragmentary small vessel in alabaster and a not very large wheel‑thrown cup, 
made of fine greyish fabric with a burnished surface208. The beads belong to types specific to the 1st 
– 2nd century AD209, while the simple mirrors with round, flat disc (type Khazanov VI; Skripkin 1.0; 

206 Raev 1986, 55; Simonenko 2013, 77.
207 Guguev 2018, 60.
208 Dergachev 1982, 1982, 27–28, Fig. 7; Grosu 1990, 51, Fig. 19V; Bârcă 2006, 306, Fig. 48. 
209 Grosu 1990, 51 with bibliography.
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Marchenko V) are frequent in the Sarmatae environment of the 1st century BC – 1st century AD210, 
mainly the latter211. Once with the end of the 1st century AD, the domination of such mirrors in the 
Sarmatian world east of the Don ceases, while by early/first decades of the 2nd century AD, only sin‑
gular exemplars may still be found212. In the north‑Pontic region west of the Don, mirrors of the type 
are frequent in 1st century AD graves, mainly its second half213. In the same area, such mirrors are also 
rare in graves of the first decades of the 2nd century AD. Therefore, we believe that the grave where 
the casserole was discovered dates, based on its entire furnishing, most likely sometime to the chrono‑
logical span between late 1st century AD and early/first decades of the 2nd century AD214.

The bronze casserole of Ulmeni belongs to group c and was discovered by chance, beside a wheel‑
thrown cup and a greenish glass unguentarium (Fig.  10/6), in 1960 subsequent to rescue archaeo‑
logical excavations conducted following the 1957 destruction of several inhumations during irrigation 
works215. The 1960 archaeological investigations identified and investigated a few Sarmatian graves216. 
One (G 1) contained handmade pottery, beads and a bronze brooch217(Fig. 6/1), another (G 3) a disc 
mirror with rectangular side pierced handle, decorated in relief on the exterior (Fig. 10/3), a wheel‑
thrown cup made of red fabric (Fig. 10/4), spindle weights, a bell (Fig. 10/2), a bronze bracelet with 
overlapping wound ends218(Fig. 10/5), two earrings, of which one fragmentary and several beads219. 
Other three graves (G 2, g 4, g 5) included beads (G 2, G 4, g 5) and handmade (G 4) or wheel‑thrown 
(G 2, G 4) pottery220.

Gh. Bichir dated the casserole to the first half of the 2nd century AD221. Based on the fact that the 
bronze vessel is part of the same grave with the brooch, R. Harhoiu dated the casserole to the second 
half of the 1st century AD222, although the excavators clearly stated it was discovered astray and it is 
impossible to say with certainty whether it comes from a damaged grave.

The brooch (Fig. 6/1) in G 1 at Ulmeni223 belongs to type Almgren 84, broadly used in both the 
Roman Empire224 and the Barbarian environment225. In the Roman Empire, the provinces where 
many exemplars of such brooches were found include Noricum, Panonnia, Moesia and Dacia226. In S. 

210 Khazanov 1963, 64.
211 Skripkin 1990, 153; see for mirror finds of the type from the 1st century AD Abramova 1971, 121–132; Grosu 1990; 

Simonenko, Lobaj 1991, 57; Kostenko 1993, 106, 113; Dzygovs’kij 1993, 57; Simonenko 1993, 85; Marchenko 1996, 
19–20; Bârcă 2006, 148–150; Bârcă 2006a, 93–95; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 74–75, 171–172; Glukhov 2003, 89, 90–91, 
95; Glukhov 2005, 15, 45–46; Simonenko 2004, 139, 144.

212 Khazanov 1963, 64; Skripkin 1990, 153, Fig. 44. A. A. Glukhov believes that in the Don‑Volga interfluve, the upper limit 
of round disc mirror use may most likely be placed by mid 1st century AD, without yet excluding those certain specimens 
are still fashionable in its second half (Glukhov 2003, 91, 95; Glukhov 2005, 45–46).

213 Bârcă 2006, 148–149; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 171–172.
214 Over the course of time, the grave was dated by late 1st century AD (Grosu 1990, 51; Grosu 1995, 152), the second half 

of the 1st century AD (Bichir 1993, 163, note 131), last quarter of the 1st century AD (Bârcă 2001, 350; Bârcă 2006, 306; 
Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 190), not excluding as upper limit the mid 2nd century AD (Simonenko 2011, 55). 

215 In the first publishing of these finds S. Morintz and B. Ionescu argued it was impossible to say whether the casserole, 
unguentarium and cup come or not from the destroyed graves (Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 109, Fig.  12/1–3). The view 
according to which their provenance from these graves is uncertain has also been recently expressed by other scholars 
(Sîrbu et al. 2014, 127). Gh. Bichir assumed above objects come from the graves destroyed by the irrigation works (Bichir 
1972, 166; Bichir 1977, 191).

216 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 109–110. For the five researched graves and their grave goods see Sîrbu et al. 2014, 84, Fig. 31–32.
217 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 110, 111; Morintz, Ionescu 1970, 40, 44, Fig. 3/1; Bichir 1977, 187, Pl. 22/2; Sîrbu et al. 2014, 

76–77, Fig. 31/4–8.
218 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 110, Fig. 14/1–3; Bichir 1972, Pl. XVI/2, 4, 8; Bichir 1977, Pl. 22/5, 8, 10, 25/4; Sîrbu et al. 2014, 

78–81, Fig.32/1–4, 6.
219 Morintz, Ionescu 1968, 110, Fig. 14/1–3; Bichir 1972, Pl. XVI/2, 4, 8; Bichir 1977, Pl. 22/5, 8, 10, 25/4; Sîrbu et al. 2014, 

78–81, Fig.32/1–4, 6.
220 Sîrbu et al. 2014, 77–78, 81–82, Fig. 32/5, 7–9.
221 Bichir 1996, 300.
222 Harhoiu 1993, 46.
223 Morintz, Ionescu 1970, 40, 44, Fig. 3/1; Bichir 1977, 187, Pl. 22/2.
224 Cf. Kovrig 1937, 16; Patek 1942, 21–27; Jobst 1975, 40; Koščević 1980, 22; Bojović 1983, 43, Pl. XVI/141; Hattatt 1985, 

67, Fig. 28/335; Sedlmayer 1995,29; Cociş 2004, 65–66.
225 Almgren 1923, 43; Fedorov 1960, Pl.  43/6; Ambroz 1966, 38–39, group 10, sub‑group 2, Pl.  7/13; Peškař 1972, 80; 

Grosu 1990, Fig. 21G/1; Dąbrowska 1992, 101–109; Dąbrowska 1995, 8, Fig. 1; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 241, Fig. 97/13; 
Kropotov 2010, 260, 263, group 12, form 5, Fig. 73/7; Hellström 2018, 88–89, Type III.2f, Pl. 52.

226 Cf. Cociş 2004, 65–66.
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Cocis’s typology of the 173 exemplars of brooches of type Almgren 84 (Cocis type 8b2) from Dacia, 
the exemplar at Ulmeni belongs to version 8b2a1227, if decorated on the bow edge, as seems from 
the drawing and the foot by zigzag lines, or 8b2b1228, if undecorated. Regarding their dating, it was 
noted that in the province of Dacia, where production workshops of these brooches were also in exis‑
tence (Napoca, Porolissum), their use peak was placed in the time span between early 2nd century 
AD and the third quarter of the same century229. In terms of their chronological framing, there are 
though also other suggestions: first half of the 2nd century AD230, last quarter of the 1st century – 
second half of the 2nd century AD231, Hadrian’s reign – early 3rd century AD232, 2nd century – early 
3rd century AD233 or the second half of the 2nd century AD – early 3rd century AD234. In the case of 
the brooches of the type from eastern Europe was noted, based on the objects with which these were 
discovered together within the graves, their use in the second half of the 2nd century – first half of 
the 3rd century AD235.

The bracelet in G 3 belongs to the type with overlapping wound ends, widely spread and found for 
long timeframes in various cultural environments. They were broadly used in pre‑Roman Dacia, being 
frequent in the cemeteries of the north‑Pontic Greek cities as well as the Roman environment of the 
first centuries AD. Bracelets of the type are not missing either from the Bosporan or Late Scythian 
cemeteries, yet neither from the Sarmatae graves from the entire area they inhabited236.

Regarding the mirror (Fig.  10/3) in G 3, it belongs to the type of disc mirrors with thickened 
rim and side handle, rectangular, pierced. The exterior of these mirrors is decorated in relief with the 
depiction of various patterns; most often, solar symbols or tamgas237.

A. M. Khazanov dated the mirrors of the type decorated on the exterior to the 2nd–3rd century 
AD238, while A. S. Skripkin noted that they peaked in the Sarmatian world of the Lower Volga region 
in the second half of the 2nd century – mid 3rd century AD, mentioning though these emerged in 
the region by early 2nd century AD239. Scholar M. P. Abramova dated the mirrors of the type from 
north‑Caucasian territories to the 2nd–3rd century AD, specifying though these emerge by late 1st 
century AD240. In the Sarmatian Syraces environment of the Kuban region, these are found in graves 
only together with 2nd century brooches241, while in Meotion setting, according to the most recent 
research, mirrors of the type emerge in the 1st century AD242. In the Sarmatian milieu of the north‑
Pontic area west of the Dnieper most mirrors decorated on the back mainly originate from graves 
dated to the second half of the 2nd century – first half of the 3rd century AD243, though emerging in 
the region, as seem to indicate latest finds, sometime prior mid 2nd century AD. Rarely, mirrors of the 
type are found in mid and second half of the 3rd century AD graves244.

In the eastern and south‑eastern territories of Romania, such mirrors mainly come from Sarmatian 
graves245. These were also discovered in the graves and settlements ascribed to the Carpi from the area 
east of the Carpathians, and to a smaller extent to the settlements of the Free Dacians on the territory 

227 Cociș 2004, 65, Type 8b2a1, Pl. XXVI‑XXVIII.
228 Cociş 2004, 65, Type 8b2b1, Pl. XXIX‑XXXIII.
229 Cf. Cociş 2004, 65–66.
230 Peškar 1980, 80.
231 Riha 1979, 80.
232 Sedlmayer 1995, 29–30.
233 Ambroz 1966, 38.
234 Jobst 1975, 4; Dąbrowska 1992, 106.
235 Kropotov 2010, 260, 263, group 12, form 5, Fig. 73/7.
236 See in this respect Bârcă 2006, 104 with complete bibliography.
237 For the origin, diffusion, use and dating of the mirrors in this type see Khazanov 1963, 65–67; Abramova 1971, 121–

131; Vysotskaya 1994, 117; Marchenko 1996, 24–25; Skripkin 1984, 47–48; Skripkin 1990, 95, 153; Kosyanenko 1994, 
71–77; Kosyanenko 2008, 108–123; Glukhov 2005, 15, 47–48; Krivosheev 2005, 51, 95–97; Trufanov 2007, 173–186; 
Limberis, Marchenko 2018, 201–217. 

238 Khazanov 1963, 65–66. In his typology, A. M. Khazanov framed the mirrors to type IX.
239 Skripkin 1981, 80–81, Pl. 2; Skripkin 1984, 47–48.
240 Abramova 1971, 129–131. 
241 Marchenko 1996, 24. In I. I. Marchenko’s typology, the decorated mirrors belong to variation 2 in type IX.
242 Limberis, Marchenko 2018.
243 Simonenko 2004, 152; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 246–249; Bârcă 2021, 91‑92; for Crimea see Trufanov 2007.
244 Cf. Simonenko 2004, 152; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 247; Trufanov 2007, 180; Puzdrovskij 2007, 153.
245 Bichir 1971, 280; Bichir 1977, 186,
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of Muntenia246, where moulds for casting them were also identified247. At first sight, the features and 
contexts where such mirrors were discovered in the eastern and south‑eastern territory of Romania, 
it may be concluded these emerge there sometime prior mid 2nd century AD and that they come from 
graves and complexes from between the second half of the 2nd century – mid 3rd century AD. There 
are cases when such mirrors come from complexes dated also to the second half of the 3rd century AD, 
yet a detailed analysis of these mirrors from Romania shall be discussed elsewhere. Worthy of note is 
though that in the case of the mirrors from the territory of Romania, they are large in sizes, thin in 
cross‑section and have a poorly marked edge rim. The central disc convexity lacks from most, while 
where present, it is characterised by very small sizes. All these features are mainly specific to mirrors 
decorated on the back from the second half of the 2nd century – first half of the 3rd century AD.248

Among defining artefacts for the chronological framing of the Sarmatian finds at Ulmeni also 
counts the unguentarium (Fig. 10/6).

This form of unguentarium may be considered as having a rather quasi‑body with concave base 
and cylindrical neck with a base nick. According to C. Isings’s typology, as in fact also framed by I. 
Glodariu249, it may be deemed as form 82A1 candlestick unguentarium250. Worthy of note is the fact 
that the Ulmeni vessel is slightly different from those of type Isings 82A1 precisely by the almost 
globular body shape. The narrower portion by the neck base is an element which points to a 1st cen‑
tury – 2nd century AD dating, yet it is not a mandatory element as it often appears in the 3rd – 4th 
century AD as well.

In Panticapaeum, such vessels emerge in graves of the second half of the 1st century – first half 
of the 2nd century AD, often together with glass and pottery vessels. There, such unguentaria frame 
to type II, group 1 in N. Kunina and N. Sorokina’s typology251. In J. Hayes, the form emerges as a 
Syro‑Palestinian shape dated towards half 1st century AD252, although similar forms are presented 
by the same author as datable to the first half of the 2nd century AD253. At Augusta Rauricorum, B. 
Rütti frames this recipient, very close to the specimen at Ulmeni, to form 143254, where it occurs 
with coins of Faustina (unspecified). The form is dated to the last part of the 2nd century AD until 
the 4th century AD255. In Greece (Macedonia) in a 1st century AD grave there were discovered five 
similar pieces, of which three have a narrower portion from the neck base256. Among previous speci‑
mens, better dated too, count those of Herculanum (antequem AD 79). The pieces discovered there 
are bluish, with cylindrical neck and base nick and bulb shaped body, considered by the editor as 
northern‑Italian257. A similar shape unguentarium, believed an east‑Mediterranean product, is housed 
in the collections of the Art Gallery of the Yale University, being dated to the 2nd century AD258. Still 
from the eastern Mediterranean, in the collections of the Museum of Jerusalem there is a parallel 
piece, colourless, with air bubbles and greenish hue, with inverted rim and neck slightly widened by 
the base, where it also displays a nick joining it to the globular body and flat base. The piece is dated 
to the 1st – 2nd century AD and is believed an east‑Mediterranean product259. From the Adriatic Sea 
area are known similar exemplars in the 2nd–3rd century AD cemeteries at Bakar (Croatia)260 and 
Pocradec (Albania)261. A similar unguentarium, yet without the neck base nick, believed as an East 

246 See Bichir 1973, 106–111, Bichir 1984, 51–52.
247 Bichir 1984, 24, Pl. XXX/5, LIV/1; Preda 1986, 341–343, Fig. 1. See also Bârcă 2021, 92.
248 Bârcă 2021, 92.
249 Glodariu 1974, 248, cat. no. 15, Pl. XLIX/S15.
250 Isings 1957, 97–98.
251 Kunina, Sorokina 1972, 164–167, Fig. 1, 10, no. 2, 3, 6, 9.
252 Hayes 1975, 70, no. 222, Fig. 8.
253 Hayes 1975, 72, no. 238 and 74, no. 254–255 (possible Cyprus production).
254 Rütti 1991, 98, 299, cat. no. 2415, Pl. 103, 213.
255 Rütti 1991, cat. no. 2415, Pl. 103, 213 (the piece is ca. 17 cm high).
256 Weinberg 1992, 115, Fig. 79 (the pieces are 13–15 cm high).
257 Scatozza Höricht 1995, 57, no. 128–129, Pl. XXXV. These have a much smaller height (ca. 10 cm) and are ascribed to form 

Isings 6. The author mentions similar finds at Vindonissa, Trier, Heddernheim and Köln in late 1st century – early 2nd 
century contexts.

258 Matheson 1980, 62–63, no. 152 (16.7 cm high), the author ascribing it to form Isings 28b.
259 Israeli, Barag, Brosh 2003, 212, no. 253.
260 Gregl, Lazar, Ljubić 2008, 151, no. 89, Pl. 20, no. 1.
261 Tartari 2005, form 05 A, 77, no. 108–109 and Pl. V, no. 104–105 deemed Italian pieces (p. 28).
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Mediterranean product, is in the collections of the Museum of Berlin, being dated to the 1st – 2nd 
century AD262.

Fig. 10. Objects in the Sarmatae graves at Ulmeni. 1. Brooch (G 1); 2. Bell (G 3); 3. Mirror (G 3); 4. Cup 
(G 3); 5. Bracelet (G 3); 6. Unguentarium (after Bichir 1977). 1–3, 5 – bronze, 4 – ceramic, 6 – glass.

Similar unguentaria are known also from a series of graves from Tomis. These were dated to the 
2nd–3rd century AD and were framed by M. Bucovală in type XLVI. One (no. 246), beside other glass 
pieces, was found together with a coin of Probus263. From Odessos comes another exemplar (canddle-
stick) dated by Al. Minčev to the 1st – 2nd century AD and believed a Micro‑Asian product264. Similar 

262 Platz‑Horster 1976, no. 127 (14 cm high).
263 Bucovală 1968, 119–120, type XLVI, Fig. X/a, b (no. 245 17.2 cm high).
264 Minchev 2007, 338, Fig. 10.



Roman bronze casseroles in the Sarmatae graves from the area between the Don and the Lower Danube    ◆    205

unguentaria to that of Ulmeni were discovered also at Chersonesus (Crimea). These were framed by V. 
M. Zubar’ in type 5 in his classification, mentioning their diffusion during late 1st century – first half 
of the 3rd century AD265.

A greenish glass unguentarium with globular body, slightly concave base and cylindrical neck with 
a base nick is part of the grave goods of the Sarmatian grave from T 18 at Tiflisskaya266 (the “Zolotoe 
kladbishche” cemetery) dated to the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD267. It must 
be specified though that this exemplar from Tiflisskaya has the body height equal to that of the neck, 
while its total height is smaller than the exemplar of Ulmeni, whose body is quasi‑globular, while the 
neck height represents almost two thirds of the total height.

As it may be noted, their dating and typological framing are rather elastic and cover a considerable 
geographical area.

Based on its globular body shape, neck base nick, possible outward everted rim, concave base, the 
fact its composition contains air bubbles and its greenish colour, we believe that ascribing the spec‑
imen to the 2nd century AD is most plausible. One may though nuance the dating of this unguentarium 
considering the find conditions, findspot and dating of the pieces in G 1 and G 3.

Given the findspot and conditions of the casserole, unguentarium and cup, as well as the presence 
around of Sarmatian graves whose grave goods contained artefacts with good dating elements, it is 
very likely that the three pieces come from the graves destroyed in 1957, view expressed almost five 
decades ago also by Gh. Bichir268. In terms of the chronological framing of above pieces, we believe 
they reached the grave/graves sometime between AD 140/150–180/190269, at any rate by no means 
in the second half of the 1st century AD or early 2nd century AD.

The dating of the casserole, unguentarium and cup to this period is reinforced, in our view, also 
by the dating of the artefacts from the graves investigated in 1960. In fact, it is hard to believe that 
among the graves discovered in 1960 and the grave/graves from where said artefacts were part, there 
are such great chronological differences, they forming rather a group which dates grosso modo to the 
same chronological interval. Another argument in favour of the suggested dating is the fact that the 
producer’s stamp on the casserole’s handle is erased270, indicative of long use. This shows that the time 
when the casserole was placed in the grave has nothing to do with the date at which is was produced or 
when it reached the Lower Danube region. Even if the artisan’s stamp would have survived, we could 
have not still infer, for the lack of other more accurate dating elements, the casserole’s and implicitly 
the grave’s framing to the chronological time span when these vessels were made.

The casserole from the Chuguno‑Krepinka grave belongs, according to its shape and ornament to 
group c in R. Petrovszky’s classification, being discovered beside a significant number of artefacts like: 
a bronze cauldron of type Eggers 100, a bronze cup (Blechkanne group Straldzha”) with trefoiled rim 
provided with a lid, a cup in the same metal of type “Gegliederete Henkelkrüge”, a bronze strainer of 
type Eggers 160 = Petrovszky X, 6, a bronze Sarmatian cauldron, a golden collar with oval medallion 
in the same metal, four silver cylindrical beakers with everted rim, vertical walls and flat base, three 
bronze masks with the face of male figures made by casting, a bronze scale, metal details of a wooden 
toiletry box, a strongly profiled brooch in bronze surviving fragmentarily and another in iron, a golden 
lidded flask, iron knives, an axe and pair of scissors, a mirror with semi‑spherical attachment handle in 
the central disc part, two rings, earrings, a flask, golden appliques, several shell amulets, crystal rock 
and stones etc.271.

The Eggers 100 bowl had a stamp which still preserves letters DVSF [Candi]dus F(ecit), artisan 

265 Zubar’ 1982, 87, Fig. 56/9–10.
266 Gushchina, Zasetskaya 1994, cat. no. 299, Pl. 31/299; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 349–350, cat. no. 51, Pl. 78/3.
267 Bârcă 2012, 198, note 61; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 303, 383 (is ascribed to type Isings 6). I. I. Gushchina and I. P. 

Zasetskaya include this grave among those from the “Zolotoe kladbishche” cemetery dating to the second half of the 1st 
century – 2nd century AD, with the note most part do not exceed mid 2nd century AD (Gushchina, Zasetskaya 1994, 37). 
V. Mordvintseva and M. Treister date the grave to the second half of the 1st century – first half of the 2nd century AD 
(Mordvintseva, Trejster 2007, II, 88).

268 Bichir 1972, 166; Bichir 1977, 191.
269 Gh. Bichir dated the casserole to the first half of the 2nd century AD (Bichir 1996, 300).
270 Cf. Glodariu 1974, 241, no. 34, Pl. XXXII; Glodariu 1976, 202, note 34.
271 For the grave goods see Simonenko 2008, 65–66, cat. no.  70, Pl.  56–66; 78; Simonenko 2011, 168–172, cat. no.  5, 

Fig. 10/9, 22, 31, 32, 36, 41–42, 62/1, 79/1–3, 81/2–3.
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active in Gallia under Domitian – Trajan (ca. AD 80–100)272. Upon the analysis of these bowls and their 
find contexts, R. Petrovszky concluded that their production start must be placed sometime in AD 
25–35, while its cease in AD 115–130273. In the Sarmatae environment, such vessels were discovered 
in graves dated to the last third of the 1st century AD – first half of the 2nd century AD, as well as the 
chronological frame between late 2nd century – first half of the 3rd century AD274.

The strainer belongs to type Eggers 160 = Petrovszky X, 6, whose production start is placed in 
AD 35–45, while its end in AD 140–160275, the great majority of the finds of such vessels being from 
contexts and features of stages B2 and C1a276.

In the Sarmatian environment, strainers of the type were discovered in both first half of the 2nd 
century AD, as well as the chronological interval comprised between the second half of the 2nd cen‑
tury AD – first half of the 3rd century AD.

The cups belonging to type “Gegliederete Henkelkrüge”277, like the exemplar at Chuguno‑Krepinka 
were broadly spread in both the provinces of the Roman Empire and the Barbaricum278. On the terri‑
tory of Italy, all known specimens come from Pompeii, which evidences year AD 79 as terminus ante 
quem279.

Such cups started to be produced in the workshops from Italy sometime by late 1st century AD 
BC – early 1st century AD, while their distribution in the Roman provinces, as well as outside them, is 
placed in the second half of the 1st century AD – early 2nd century AD280, although some exemplars 
remained in use until the 3rd century AD. In the Sarmatian environment, such a cup also comes from 
T 3 at Sokolovsk (Lower Don), which dates sometime to the second half of the 1st century AD – early 
2nd century AD281. 

The mirror in this grave, analysed over the course of time282, is a Chinese Han dynasty date product.
Han date Chinese mirrors belonging to several types are found in an area stretching from Central 

Asia to Eastern Europe283. In territories from Eastern Europe are known ca. 20 Chinese mirrors and 
their replicas, whose finds are situated in the Volga basin and the Lower Don, the Kuban region, 
northern Caucasus and the north‑Pontic area284. The Chinese originals were produced and used in 
China in the 2nd–1st century BC, while those similar discovered in the territories from eastern Europe 
come from graves of the nomad aristocracy dated mainly within the limits of the chronological interval 
comprised between the second half of the 1st century AD and first half of the 2nd century AD285. Such 
reality evidences that in the Sarmatian graves these started to emerge several decades after their pro‑
duction cease286. 

The Chuguno‑Krepinka exemplar belongs to the type termed “ming‑kuang”, with a wide distri‑
bution in the ancient sites from the territory of China and Vietnam usually dated to the 1st century 
BC287. A close parallel for the Chuguno‑Krepinka mirror is that in T 43 discovered between the places 

272 Petrovszky 1993, 146. 
273 Petrovszky 1993, 114–117.
274 See to this effect Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 279–280; Simonenko 2008, 19; Simonenko 2011, 57–60; Bârcă 2009, 106–

108; Popa 2010, 64–65; Popa 2016, 272; Glukhov 2018, 65; Trejster 2020a with all finds from the Sarmatian environment 
and related bibliography. 

275 Petrovszky 1993, 98–101. For the production start date of these vessels proposed by R. Petrovszky see also Lund Hansen 
2005, 69; Seyer, Voß 2002, 367.

276 Radnóti 1938, 75–81; Eggers 1951, 174–175; Boesterd 1956, 19–21; Lindeberg 1973, 34–35; Wielowiejski 1985, 217–
218; Lund Hansen 1987, 47–48, 60–61, 465; Petrovszky 1993, 101.

277 Radnóti 1938, 159 sqq., Pl. XIV/77.
278 Cf. Raev 1976, 127–128; Fig. 4/I; Raev 1977, 618–620; Raev 1986, 32–33, Pl. 24/I.
279 Raev 1976, 128, 131–132; Raev 1986, 33 with bibliography.
280 Radnóti 1938, 159; Raev 1976, 131.
281 Cf. Raev 1976, 123–125, Fig. 1–3; Raev 1986, 32, 51–52, Pl. 23.
282 See Guguev, Ravichi, Treister 1991, 36; Guguev, Trejster 1995, 148, Fig. 3/2; Simonenko 2003, 46–47, Fig. 1/1.
283 See to this effect Brosseder, 2015, 236–244, Fig. 15–18.
284 Cf. Guguev, Trejster 1995, Fig. 143–151, Fig. 1–4; Guguev 2018, 61–62, Fig. 3/3, 5/2; Simonenko 2003, 46–47; Brosseder, 

2015, Fig. 16–17.
285 For these graves with Chinese mirrors date see Guguev, Trejster 1995, 143–148; Guguev 2018, 61–62, 63, 67. See also 

Simonenko 2003, 46–47.
286 For their use in other territories for a long period see Guguev, Trejster 1995, 150–151 with bibliography. For how these 

mirrors reached the steppes of Eastern Europe see Guguev, Trejster 1995, 152–153; Simonenko 2003, 47–48.
287 Guguev, Trejster 1995, 148 with complete bibliography.
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at Kazanskaya and Tiflisskaya (Tbilisskaya) from the Kuban region288. The Sarmatian grave of which it 
come was dated to the second half of the 1st century AD289, although a date towards more the end of 
this chronological interval seems more plausible. Another similar mirror comes from the Sarmatian 
grave in T 16 at Tretyaki, dated by late 1st century – early 2nd century AD290. Almost identical with 
the latter is the Gradezhsk mirror291, a place located to the left of the Dnieper (the Poltava region, 
Ukraine). The latter is also the most western find of a Han date mirror, the specimen at Tretyaki being 
deemed as the closest parallel for the Gradezhsk piece.

The bronze Sarmatian cauldron292 belongs to type III in N. A. Bokovenko’s typology293 and type 
VIII.4.1 in that of S. V. Demidenko294 and has many parallels in the Sarmatian milieu of the Don and 
Volga river basins. Cauldrons of the type are specific mainly to the late Sarmatian period, yet they 
emerged sometime earlier295. 

Among the defining elements for the chronological framing of the Chuguno‑Krepinka grave also 
count the two strongly profiled brooches, of which one is iron made, while the second, surviving frag‑
mentarily, is in bronze.

The iron brooch belongs to type 6, variation b, subvariation 2 in S. Cociș’s typology296 and type 
20b in that of A. Rustoiu297. Brooches of the type were diffused especially in Moesia298, yet they are fre‑
quent in both Pannonia299 and the province of Dacia300. They are also present on the Germanic limes301 
and the Barbarian environment on the territory of Slovakia302. A significant number of such brooches 
were discovered in pre‑Roman Dacia303. The exemplars from the north‑Pontic area, alike the Chuguno‑
Krepinka brooch, were framed by K. Hellström to type IIA.2a.1b304. In group 10, series I, variation 2 
are framed the brooches of the type from the north‑Pontic area in V. V. Kropotov’s typology305, yet who 
ascribes the Chuguno‑Krepinka brooch to series II, form 1306.

For the brooches of the type was suggested a 1st century AD dating307, while on the basis on the 
finds from the Carpian milieu, also to the first half of the 2nd century AD, their use peak being placed 
to the second half of the 1st century – first half of the 2nd century AD308. Also, it is believed they 
emerge only in the second half of the 1st century AD309 and that they are extensively used also during 
the first half of the 2nd century AD310. For Roman Dacia, it was noted they emerge in well dated sites 
only in the Trajanic level, which indicated according to S. Cociș, that they are in use only until early 
2nd century AD311. Nevertheless, it must be mentioned that archaeological finds from certain areas 
indicate they were still fashionable in the first half of the 2nd century AD. Following the analysis of the 

288 Gushchina, Zasetskaya 1994, 48, cat. no. 117, Pl. 12/117; Guguev, Trejster 1995, 148 Fig. 3/1; Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 
347, cat. no. 39, Pl. 68/10.

289 Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 382, no. 39.
290 Medvedev, Yefimov 1986, 83–84, Pl. 77/1; Guguev, Trejster 1995, 148, Fig. 3/3;
291 Simonenko 2003, 46–47, Fig. 1/2.
292 The cauldron has ovoid body, wide mouth, vertical rim and well marked shoulders. It was made and used footless. It is 

provided with two handles, arched, set vertically, while midway the body it is decorated with a belt in relief imitating the 
string. On the upper body part, above the belt in a string shape, it displays a tamga in relief (Simonenko 2008, Pl. 62/8; 
Bârcă 2020, 84, Fig. 14/2; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009, 184–185, Fig. 68/6.).

293 Bokovenko 1977, 233–234, Fig. 3/III.
294 Demidenko 2008, 20–21, 99–105, 160, Fig. 3, 9, 14, 106–110. 
295 Bokovenko 1978, 234; Demidenko 2008, 20–21, 101, cat. no. 85.
296 Cociș 2004, 43, Pl. III/31, 33, 35–39, cat. no. 31–39.
297 Rustoiu 1997, 53, Fig. 61/18, 62/4, 9–13, 63/1–7.
298 Cf. Bojović 1983, 42, type 11, variation 2, Pl. XIII‑XIV.
299 Patek 1942, 112, Pl. XXII/1; Koščević 1980, 24, type 12, Pl. XIX/136–140
300 Cociș 2004, 42–44, types 6a1, 6a2, 6b1, 6b2, Pl. II/19–24, III/25–39.
301 Böhme 1972, 19, Pl. II/46.
302 Schmiedlová 1961, Pl. XXII/21.
303 Rustoiu 1997, 53–54.
304 Hellström 2018, 78, 201, cat. no. 72.1.
305 Kropotov 2010, 225–226
306 Kropotov 2010, 233, no. 7.
307 Bojović 1983, 42; Rustoiu 1997, 54.
308 Rustoiu 1997, 54.
309 Cociş 2004, 43.
310 Böhme 1972, 13; Bojović 1983, 42; Rustoiu 1997, 54.
311 Cociş 2004, 43–44.
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features these brooches are part, as well as the artefacts they were discovered with, it was noted that 
in the north‑Pontic area, they were used in most part of the 2nd century AD312. K. Hellström indicates 
for the brooches in this type from the north‑Pontic area a chronological framing to the second third of 
the 1st century – 2nd century AD313, the lower limit being established based on the Kobyakovo pieces, 
which were dated to the second third of the 1st century AD314

The bronze fragmentary brooch was of small sizes are has the bilateral spring formed of a number 
of 10 coils and external chord supported by a hook. The bow is decorated with two notches, one lying 
by its end, the other dividing the bow from foot. The brooch belongs, as argued elsewhere315, to type 
20a in A. Rustoiu’s typology316. In V. V. Kropotov’s classification, these strongly profiled brooches that 
mainly come from the Sarmatian graves of the north‑west Pontic area, were framed to group 10, series 
I (Danubian), variation 1317. The Chuguno‑Krepinka brooch was erroneously framed in series II, form 
1318. K. Hellström frames the piece to type IIA.2a.1a in his typology319.

In the Sarmatae environment, brooches of the type are mainly documented in graves from the 
west of the north‑Pontic territory320, they being in most part imports from the Geto‑Dacian environ‑
ment of the Siret basin321, where in the Brad and Poiana settlements functioned workshops making 
such brooches322.

Chronologically, brooches of the type were dated to the 1st century AD and first half of the 2nd 
century AD, their use peak being placed in the second half of the 1st century AD and first half of the 
2nd century AD323. The analysis of the contexts in which these were discovered show this framing is 
too broad, they emerging most likely, by mid /second half of the 1st century AD. Regarding the upper 
limit, it was established based on the consideration that strongly profiled brooches of Carpian type324 
are of the same type with those discussed here325. As argues elsewhere as well326 these differentiate 
one from another, and are separate types327, which is visible at a mere comparison between the anal‑
ysed brooch type and those Carpian.

Subsequent to the analysis of features with such brooches from the north and north‑west Pontic 
area and of the artefacts these were identified with, V. V. Kropotov concluded that brooches of the type 
date to the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD)328. K. Hellström indicates a chrono‑
logical framing to the second half of the 1st century – mid 2nd century AD329. Based on the find of half‑
finished specimens in a room at Tanais dated with coins issued between AD 37–38, P. Glebov believed 
these emerged in the first third of the 1st century AD330, although the coins indicate rather a period 
sometime after their issue. Brooches of the type discovered in a few graves in the Ust’‑Al’ma cemetery 
(Crimea) were dated to the second half of the 1st century – mid 2nd century AD331. At a careful exami‑
nation of these graves’ goods, among which count artefacts which are good dating elements, it is noted 
that neither point to a certain date later than the first quarter of the first third of the 2nd century AD.

Based on the dating of the artefacts from the Chuguno‑Krepinka grave, we believe that it dates, 

312 Kropotov 2010, 226–227, 336, Fig. 98a.
313 Hellström 2018, 79, 80, Pl. 85.
314 Kosyanenko 2008, 85–86.
315 Bârcă 2014a, 353.
316 Rustoiu 1997, 53, Fig. 61/1–7, 62/1–3, 5–8, 14–20.
317 See Kropotov 2010, 225–227.
318 Kropotov 2010, 233, no. 8.
319 Hellström 2018, 78, 201, cat. no. 72.2.
320 Cf. Bârcă 2011, 17–18; Kropotov 2010, Fig. 64/I.
321 Bârcă 2011, 17–18; Bârcă 2014a, 353.
322 Rustoiu 1997, 20–21.
323 Rustoiu 1997, 54.
324 For strongly profiled brooches of Carpian type see Bichir 1973, 100–101, type 1.
325 Rustoiu 1997, 54.
326 Bârcă 2011, 17, 18.
327 It is not excluded that strongly profiled brooches of Carpian type derive from those in the discussed type. Gh. Bichir 

believes that Carpo‑Pontic brooches were created in the Geto‑Dacian space east of the Carpathians under Roman 
influence (Bichir 1973, 100–101).

328 Kropotov 2010, 226, 336, Fig. 98a.
329 Hellström 2018, 79, 80, Pl. 85.
330 See Glebov 2004, 131, note 2.
331 See for these Trufanov 2009, 206.



Roman bronze casseroles in the Sarmatae graves from the area between the Don and the Lower Danube    ◆    209

as recently argued332, sometime to the first half of the 2nd century AD, more towards the end of this 
chronological interval, likely its second quarter, and not by late 1st century – early 2nd century AD as 
argued elsewhere333.

***

Beside casseroles, we must mention the presence of certain pieces used as feet‑supports for such 
vessels. In the Sarmatian environment from the area discussed here, such feet were discovered in T 7 
G 1 at Podgorodnoe, Group IX334 (Fig. 4/4) and T 58 G 1 in the Ust’‑Kamenka cemetery335 (Fig. 4/2–3). 
Unfortunately, the pieces in the two graves cannot be ascribed with surety to a certain casserole type, 
such feet being found, in both the Roman environment as well as that Barbarian, with casseroles that 
belong to different types336.

Applying three or four feet by the base of certain metal vessel classes was aimed at balancing and 
stabilizing their body, especially if these were provided with horizontal handle, massively cast, yet not 
only337. Feet are represented by several forms and emerge mainly on vessel types produced in the 1st 
century AD, being found beside casseroles338 and other metal vessel classes (cups, jugs, bowls with 
tube handle ended in zoomorphic or anthropomorphic protomae, buckets and basins)339, the use of 
only certain foot types being noted in the casseroles’ case.

Subsequent to the evolution of the technological process in the making of metal vessels which 
determined the massive cast and emergence of ringbases, elements which provided stability to the 
vessel, especially in the case of casseroles, feet applying was rendered useless340. The small number of 
footed vessels among artefacts from the end period of the inhabitancy at Pompeii is likely due to said 
technological aspects341.

The feet from the Podgorodnoe and Ust’‑Kamenka graves belong to type 1 in E. Deschler‑Erb’s 
classification342, who also lists all casserole feet finds, belonging to various types, including those of 
type 1, known in 1996 in the western territories of the Roman Empire343. The earliest find of such 
feet comes from the legionary fortress of Augsburg‑Oberhausen344, find which indicates that such feet 
emerged under Augustus345. In features dated to Tiberius and Claudius reigns’ were discovered several 
such specimens at Vindonissa, adding that of Magdalensberg346, while from the layer dated to AD 
15–20, comes the feet at Besançon347.

332 Bârcă 2020, 84.
333 Bârcă 2009, 100, 106; Bârcă 2011, 16–19 and note 175.
334 Simonenko, 2008, 60, cat. no. 34.1, Pl. 25/1c; Simonenko 2011, 128, 185, cat. no. 45.1, Fig. 78/1; Simonenko 2013, 173, 

251, cat. no. 45.1, Fig. 72/1.
335 Kostenko 1993, 63, Fig.  21/2–3; Simonenko 2008, 64–65, cat. no.  65/1 Pl.  51/1/b; Simonenko 2011, 128, 191, cat. 

no. 61.1, Fig. 78/2; Simonenko 2013, 173, 260–261, cat. no, 61.1, Fig. 72/2.
336 There is just one mention on the emergence of such feet on another vessel for, a Millingen cup, discovered at Cave of 

Letters, Israel (Flügel 1993, 60).
337 Mustață 2017, 163.
338 Radnóti 1938, Pl. I/2, III/10, XV/2b, 3, 4b; Den Boesterd 1956, 3–5, no. 7, 12, Pl. XIII/7b, 12b; Breščak 1982, 40–42, cat. 

no. 3–5, 15, Pl. 1/3–5, 2/15; Baratte et al. 1984, 69–70, cat. no. 88, 90, Pl. XXXI/88, XXXII/90; Ilyukov 1986, 79, Pl. 71/2; 
Petrovszky 1993, Pl. 11/C.20.04, 23/P.06.01, 28/T.08.08; Tassinari 1993, 116, G3100 (7042); Flügel 1993, 60–61, cat. 
no. 7–9, Pl. 24/7–9; Holliger, Holliger 1984, 61–62, cat. o. 42–46, Pl. 5/42–46; Demidenko 1994, 140, Fig. 2/10; Deschler‑
Erb 1996, 22–24, Fig. 10; Sedlmayer 1999, 116v117, Pl. 51/15–21, Labaune 2000, Pl. 31/2–5: Gaspari et al. 2001, 293, 
cat. no.  21–25, Pl.  2/21–25; Sergatskov 2000, 85, Fig.  104/3; Bienert 2007, 255, note 1510; Puzdrovskij 2007, 168, 
Fig. 153/3; Trufanov 2009, 280, Fig. 94/26; Mustață 2017, 162–164; Sueur 2018, 168–167, Fig. 121; Vinokurov, Trejster 
2018, 141–143, Fig. 1/2–3; Trejster 2018, 149, Fig. 1/1–1a, 2–2a, 3; Trejster 2020, 18–20, Fig. 1–5.

339 See in this respect Mustață 2017, 162–164 with complete bibliography.
340 Mustață 2017, 163.
341 Sedlmayer 1999, 117; Mustață 2017, 163.
342 Deschler‑Erb 1996, 23, Fig. 10/1.
343 Deschler‑Erb 1996, 22–24. For finds of feet in form 1, similar to the Podgorodnoe and Ust’‑Kamenka exemplars see also 

Holliger, Holliger 1984, 61–62, cat. no. 42, Pl. 5/42; Flügel 1993, 60–61, cat. no. 7, Pl. 24/7; Sedlmayer 1999, 116–117, 
Pl. 51/16, 18–19; Labaune 2000, Pl. 31/5: Gaspari et al. 2001, 293, cat. no. 23, Pl. 2/23; Sueur 2018, Fig. 121.

344 Hübener 1973, 65, Pl. 23/13.
345 Vinokurov, Trejster 2018, 143; Trejster 2020, 20.
346 Sedlmayer 1999, 117.
347 Feugère 1992, 142, no. 313, 158, Fig. no. 313. On the territory of Roman Dacian, such a foot, still novel, comes from the 

settlement at Micăsasa (amicable information dr. Silvia Mustașă).
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In the north‑Pontic area, a similar foot comes from G 26 from tomb 520 in the Ust’‑Al’ma cem‑
etery (Crimea), dated to the last third of the 1st century AD348, while other from the first burials in 
tomb 987349. Other such two feet come from the fortified settlement at Artezian (Crimea), being dis‑
covered in the destruction layer dated by early the Roman‑Bosporan conflict of AD 45–49350.

In the Sarmatian environment outside the area discussed here, such feet were discovered on 
casseroles of type Eggers 136 = Petrovszky III, 2b in T 43 G 1 at Novyj, dated to the 1st century 
AD351 (most likely only its second half) and that of type Eggers 137 = Petrovszky IV, 1 in T 2 G 1 at 
Glinishche352, dated by the boundary between the 1st century – 2nd century AD353. To these add 
those based on type Eggers 140 = Petrovszky V, 1 casseroles from T 11 G 1 in the Avilovskij II cem‑
etery354, dated to the second half of the 1st century AD – early 2nd century AD and T 21 in the 
Magnitnyj cemetery355, whose furnishing points to a date in the first decades of the 3rd century AD. 
Such feet were discovered also in the Vysochino I grave, T 8 G 2, dated to the second half of the 1st 
century – first half of the 2nd century AD356 and in that from T 4 at Skosyrskaya, dated to the first 
half – mid 1st century AD357, although a chronological frame to the second half of the 1st century AD 
seems more plausible.

***

Summing up the information presented in relation to the bronze casseroles from the Sarmatian 
environment in the discussed area, we note these are most definitely Roman imports, they not being 
many there. The presence of bronze casseroles in the Sarmatian graves from the north of the Black 
Sea is reminiscent of the diffusion in this area of both other metal vessel types and Roman artefact 
classes (certain glass vessels, including exemplars made in the millefiori technique, brooches, pyxides, 
jewellery and dress items, mirrors etc.) specific to the 1st century AD (mainly its second half) – first 
half of the 2nd century AD.

Making a review of casserole finds from the investigated area, which is rather vast, we note they 
are fewer than in the Sarmatian environment from the Don river basin, the Kuban region and the ter‑
ritories east of the Don and Volga358, yet also that they are not scattered in time over a more extended 
chronological interval. Also, it is noted that nine of the 12 finds come from the territory comprised 
between the Dnieper and Prut (Fig.  11/2–10), of which six come from the Dnieper‑Bug interfluve 
(Fig.  11/5–10), while three from the territory between the Dniester and Prut (Fig.  11/2–4). The 
Chuguno‑Krepinka find, located in the eastern extremity of the studied area (Fig. 11/12), is rather 
related to the group of finds from the Don basin, where, as mentioned, there are more finds of bronze 
casseroles. The Ulmeni casserole is the most western find coming from the discussed Sarmatian milieu 
(Fig. 11/1).

The majority of Sarmatian graves from the analysed space where Roman‑Provincial metal vessels 
were discovered date mainly to the second half of the 1st century – mid 2nd century AD, and almost all 
contained among their grave goods other Roman‑provincial objects too, some being very good dating 
elements.

Furthermore, it is noted that most funerary features with metal vessels are part of the grave 
group which belonged to the new Sarmatian wave arriving in the north‑Pontic space from the region 
east of the Don starting with the second half of the 1st century AD. Within the graves of this group are 
348 Trufanov 2009, 280, 292, Fig. 94/26.
349 Puzdrovskij, Trufanov 2016, 29, Fig. 43/5.
350 Vinokurov, Trejster 2018, 140–143, Fig. 1/3; Trejster 2000, 19.
351 Ilyukov 1986, 79, Pl. 71/2; Glukhov 2005, 16, 51, Fig. 11/3; Trejster 2018, Fig. 1/2–2a; Trejster 2020, 6, 8, Fig. 2/1–4. 
352 Demidenko 1994, 139–140, Fig. 2/9–10; Trejster 2018, 149, Fig. 1/3; Trejster 2020, 10, Fig. 3.
353 Demidenko 1994, 140.
354 Sergatskov 2000, 85, 122–123, Fig.  104/3; Sergatskov 2004, 109, Fig.  2/1–2; Sergatskov 2006, 54, Fig.  2/1; Trejster 

2020, 19.
355 Botalov, Ivanov 2012, 272, Fig. 4/1, 5/4; Treister 2019, 317, Fig. 5/5–8; Trejster 2016, 280, Fig. 2/4; Trejster 2020, 13, 

19, Fig. 4–5. The vessels preserved repair traces made in Antiquity.
356 Bespalyj, Luk’yashko 2008, 19, Pl. X/4.
357 Bezuglov, Zakharov 1992, 151–153, Fig. 2/5.
358 For casserole finds in these territories, as well as their dating see Trejster 2020; Limberis Marchenko 2006, 51–53; 

Marčenko, Limberis 2008, 287–288.



Roman bronze casseroles in the Sarmatae graves from the area between the Don and the Lower Danube    ◆    211

present a series of eastern elements and features359, noted also in the case of graves that also contained 
bronze casseroles among their grave goods.

All casseroles discussed here originate mainly from funerary features of the period with major 
inflow of Roman artefacts to the Sarmatian environment, dated grosso modo to the AD 60/70 – 120/130 
(stage B2 in the Central‑European chronology) timeframe. The period corresponds to the political and 
military offensive of the Roman Empire by the Lower Danube, the establishment of the province of 
Dacia, yet also the increased power and role played by the Sarmatians in the north and north‑west 
Pontic territories. In fact, it must be mentioned that during stage B2 in the Central‑European chro‑
nology (AD 70–150/160), the Sarmatian graves from the north‑Pontic area contain most imports 
from the Roman‑provincial milieu360. Regarding the casseroles from the Don basin, the Kuban region 
and the territories more to the east from the latter, it must be mentioned these mainly come from 
graves dated to the chronological interval comprised between the mid 1st century AD and end of the 
2nd century AD, although in a series of cases, one may speak of a presence previous to the mid 1st 
century AD.

Regarding the casseroles in the Sarmatae environment from the discussed area, they come, alike 
those from territories located more to the east, from graves of the wealthier class of the Sarmatian 
society.

In the context of this discussion, the presence in the Sarmatian milieu of casseroles and other 
Roman‑provincial bronze vessels from the same sets does not indicate by any means they had the 
same functionality as in the Roman world. The presence of metal vessels with special purpose in sets 
is not indicative of the takeover or automatic adoption by the Sarmatians of certain cultural customs 
and elements of Roman‑provincial origin.

Regarding the mechanisms of the Roman‑provincial origin metal vessels entry in the Sarmatian 
environment, available information does not provide the opportunity, in most cases, to specify with 
accuracy the paths and means of entry and distribution in the Sarmatian environment of both metal 
vessels and other Roman valuable artefact classes.

359 For elements specific to the new Sarmatian wave arriving in the north‑Pontic area from the east see Simonenko 2000, 
133–144; Bârcă, Symonenko 2009,99–203; Bârcă 2015, with complete bibliography.

360 According to A. V. Simonenko, the imports in these graves are part of the second entry wave of the Roman imports in the 
north of the Black Sea termed “Romano‑Bosporan” (Cf. Simonenko 2008, 47, 50, 52; Simonenko 2011, 159).

Fig. 11. Map of bronze casserole finds among the Sarmatae finds from the territory of Romania, the Republic of 
Moldova and Ukraine. 1. Ulmeni; 2. Bădragii Vechi; 3. Cuconeștii Vechi; 4. Cobusca Veche; 5. Novo‑Petrovka; 6. 

Troyany; 7. Tsvetna; 8. Krasnopolka; 9. Shchuchinka; 10. Ust’‑Kamenka; 11. Podgorodnoe; 12. Chuguno‑Krepinka.
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It may be argued that Roman‑provincial metal vessels reached the Sarmatian environment361 
either by purchase from Roman traders offering their merchandise in the few local centres located in 
the first “contact area” nearby the limes (from where they reached the Sarmatae aristocracy by other 
means) or were brought by Roman traders upon the order of Sarmatian aristocrats in the same area, 
or as gifts received from the Romans when negotiations with the Sarmatae authorities occurred362. It 
is possible that some Roman artefacts, metal vessels included, had reached the Sarmatae also through 
the Greek cities, subsequent to incursions in Roman territory, following military conflicts363 or as pay 
for services rendered by the Sarmatae to the Romans or as subsidies etc.

Cluj‑Napoca, December 2020

Vitalie Bârcă
Institute of Archaeology and Art History Cluj‑Napoca

Cluj‑Napoca, RO
vitalie_barca@yahoo.com
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