FINDS OF BULGARIAN TYPE SABERS!

Stoyan Popov

Abstract: A subject of the here presented work is findings of the Bulgarian type sabers from the Euro-
pean region.

The thesis of the Bulgarian origin of these weapons and their dating was first proposed and substanti-
ated by V. Yotov. This type of sabers is examined by N. Hrisimov and M. Petrov. They agree with the hypothesis
about the Bulgarian origin of these weapons, but accounting the shape of the guard and its participation in
the construction of the handle, suggests a strong Byzantine influence. The Russian scientist G. Baranov also
draws attention to such sabers. According to him they are a product of the Byzantine arms industry. According
to N. Hrisimov, M. Petrov and G. Baranov in the Byzantine written sources, these swords are referred to by the
term TopoUNpPIOV.

The author of the present paper shares the opinion of V. Yotov, N. Hrisimov and M. Petrov, about the
Bulgarian origin of this type of swords. However, S. Popov believes that the assumptions of Byzantine influence
and the origin of Byzantine workshops of these weapons are not sufficiently substantiated, and the binding of

these sabers with the mopounpiov also needs of more reliable proofs.
Keywords: Bulgarian type sabers, Middle Ages, distribution.

Since ancient times, contacts between in-
dividual human populations have gone through
two main paths — peaceful (trade, diplomacy,
enlightenment, etc.) and the way of the War. It
can even be said that very often War was the first
contact between some cultures. As well as being
a mediator between tribes and peoples, the War
with its goals and methods is experiencing unsa-
tiable hunger for new technological and tactical
solutions. For this reason, it is often the basis of
scientific and technical progress with the dis-
covery and introduction of new materials, new
building solutions and the emergence of even

new branches of the economy. Last but not least,
War requires and leads to the creation of specific
products of philosophical and ideological nature.
An important part of the characteristics of the
War are military artifacts. In many cases, they
also appear as a material embodiment of differ-
ent philosophical-ideological principles of a par-
ticular human society or social stratum.

The problem of the ethnic attribution of a
given material culture in archaeological research
is fundamental, but often difficult to solve. This
fact applies equally to the artefacts of armaments
and military equipment, which are an integral

! The paper is part of the researches of the scientific project DN10/2, financed by National Fund “Scientific researches”
of Ministry of Education of Bulgaria. It attended the “22nd International Symposium on Medieval and Turkish Period
Excavations and Research in Art History”, which was held at the Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University, Istanbul, Turkey, at
24 —26 October 2018.
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part of the material remains left by the people
who inhabited the planet. The work presented
here examines the possibility of ethnic attribu-
tion to a specific type of sabers, presenting the
known findings of such weapons or their ele-
ments. Map 1 presents the territorial distribution
of the published Bulgarian type sabers and ele-
ments from them. Those weapons have the fol-
lowing features:

Grip: The tang is straight and only to the
end is slightly curved to the edged part of the
blade. Attaching the handle to the tang was done
in the following ways: rivets were used in the
first one (in some of the weapons they are pre-
served, while in others only the holes in the tang
have left); in the second way, the handle was
held in place by means of the cylindrical sleeves
of the cap on one and the guard on the other side.
Here, attention should be paid to the presence of
a single small hole in the cylindrical sleeve of
the guard of two sabers of Vatevi collection (Fig.
3-4), which in my opinion serves to hold the han-
dle. The fact that such openings reciprocating in
the tang and the other side of the guard’s cylin-
drical sleeve are missing allows me to express
my opinion that the handle in question was mon-
olithic and was placed on the tang by burning. I
think it is very possible with this technology the
handles of the other sabers whose tangs have no
trace of rivets have been constructed. The grip
ends with a cylindrical cap, closed with a round,
slightly protruding plate. Guard: Iron turned-T-
shaped guard with a flat-cylindrical sleeve to the
handle. The quillons are usually flat with round
or rounded shape. The guard surrounds the bot-
tom of the tang and the shoulders and the top of
the blade. The blade has almost parallel sides.
For most of its length, the blade is single-edged,
with almost all specimens at its end having an
elman — a double-edged section. As metric pa-
rameters based on data available to me, the fol-
lowing characteristics can be distinguished: the
total length of these swords is within 75 — 86
cm; the length of the blades is 60.6 — 74.6 cm;

the elman is between 13 and 20 cm long; Handle
length 9 — 15 cm; the weight of the weapons is
within the range of 340 — 680 g. The generally
accepted date of these weapons is placed within
the 9t — 10 centuries.

According to the described features, the
weapons presented herein refer to one type of
saber, which has become known as “Bulgar-
ian”. According to V. Yotov, the findings of these
weapons and their characteristic parts on the ter-
ritory of Bulgaria are several dozen in number
(60 — 80 pieces), a large part unpublished (Horos
2010: 218). The published artifacts from the ter-
ritory of Bulgaria are 19. Four sabers are stored in
the Vatevi Collection in Plovdiv, Bulgaria (Fig.
1-4) (Popov 2018). One of them (Fig. 2) has a
fully preserved sandwich handle whose handle is
made of bone plates. From the present territory
of Bulgaria are known another 7 whole speci-
mens of this weapon, stored in different places.
They originate from Abritus, near the town of
Razgrad (Fig. 5) (Motos 2004: 61 — 62; Horos
2010: 217); village of Batovo, Dobrich reg. (Fig.
6) (Motos 2004: 63, 06p. 28, Tabn. XXXV: 452;
Horos 2010: 218); one with unknown localiza-
tion, generally from the territory of northeast-
ern Bulgaria (Fig. 7) (Moros 2004: 63, o6p. 28,
Ta6m. XXXV: 451; Moros 2010: 21 8); one of the
region of Cherven briag (Fig. 8) (Hotos 2004:
61, 00p. 27. Tabn. XXXVI: 450; Hotos 2010:
218) and one of the region of Targovishte (not
published). On the territory of the medieval Bul-
garian capital Pliska is found the upper one-third
of the saber, which is supposed to be also of the
Bulgarian type (Fig. 9) (Motos 2004: 63, Ta6u.
XXXV: 453). Besides whole sabers, on the terri-
tory of Bulgaria are found elements, characteris-
tic of these weapons. From the present Bulgarian
lands are published 7 guards of Bulgarian type
sabers. They originate from the fortress near the
village of Starmen, Russe reg. (Fig. 10-1) (otos
2004: 69, Tabn. XXXVI: 467); from the region
of Dobrich (Fig. 10-2) (Hotos 2004: 69, Ta6m.
XXXVI: 468); two of the fortress near the vil-
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lage of Ruyno, Silistra (Fig. 10-3, 10-4) (oros
2004: 69, Tabn. XXXV: 465, 466); Markovo vil-
lage, Varna district (Fig. 10-5) (otos 2004: 69,
Tabn. XXXVI: 470); Staro selo, Varna district
(Fig. 10-6) (Mortos 2004: 69, Tabn. XXXVI:
469) and by Pliska (Fig. 10-7) (lotos 2004: 69,
Tabn. XXXV: 464).

In two of his works, Russian scientist G.
Baranov deals with such sabers and elements
(bapanos 2014: 84 —92; bapanos 2016: 76 —92).
From the region of Upper and Middle Dnester
river, three whole sabers come from: the Lviv
region of Ukraine (Fig. 11); Kamenets — Podol-
sky area of Khmelnitsky region of Ukraine (Fig.
12) and one of the Chernivtsi region of Ukraine
(Fig. 13). From the Chernivtsi region of Ukraine
comes also a guard of this type of saber (Fig. 14).
A saber with such a cap is known from the Kras-
nodar reg. of Russia (Fig. 15) (bapanos 2014:
86 — 87). Two finds of such weapons are found in
Central Europe. The first saber (Fig. 16) is from a
grave in the Olomouc-Nemilani necropolis in the
Czech Republic, on the left bank of the Morava
River (Kaldbek 2014: 9; Prichystalova, Kalabek,
Travnickova, Dresler 2014: 102; Ptichystalova
2014: 267). Another artefact (yet unpublished
as far as [ know) is a weapon (in my opinion a
saber, subsequently remade in a sword) with a
guard of a type typical of the Bulgarian type sa-
bers found in the Bieszczady Mountains in the
region of Sanok in southeastern Poland.?

The thesis of the Bulgarian origin of these
weapons and their dating was first proposed and
substantiated by V. Yotov (Motos 1995: 97 —
102; Moros 2004: 63 — 65; Moros 2010: 217 —
225). This type of sabers is examined by N. Hri-
simov and M. Petrov, which are also agreed with
the hypothesis about the Balkan and in particular
the Bulgarian origin of these weapons, but tak-
ing into account the shape of the guard and its
participation in the construction of the handle,

2 Express my deep gratitude to my colleague Piotr Kotow-
icz from the museum of Sanok, Poland, who gave my this
information!

suggest a strong Byzantine influence. They also
express the assumption that in the Byzantine
written sources these swords are denoted by the
term ,,mtopappov (Ilerpos, Xpucumon 2015:
344 —351).

G. Baranov perceived the hypothesis for
the Byzantine name of the weapon under con-
sideration, but rejected the opinion for the Bul-
garian origin of these sabers, considering them
as a product of the Byzantine arms industry. Ac-
cording to him, this type of weaponry has come
into the Bulgarian territories as spoils of war, and
their appearance in the South-Russian steppes is
connected with the pechenegs (bapanor 2016:
79 — 82).

I agree with the opinion of G. Baranov that
the term ,,mapounplov* refers not to sabers, but
to single edged cutting weapons (bapanos 2014:
87) and to that of M. Petrov and N. Hrisimov,
that they are palashs, i.e., straight weapons with
single edged blades (IlerpoB, Xpucumon 2015:
351). I cannot agree with the arguments of the
two Bulgarian scientists regarding their opin-
ion that the sabers have also been marked with
LSrapoapnprove. Its description in the treatises
as a long knife (Mahaira) does not bring clarity
to the matter. An indirect argument in favor of
this assumption is that the first appearance of the
Greek term was in the middle of the 6th century
AD when the palash was more widely spread
(Meprmiept 1955: 160; Iletpos, Xpucumosn 2015:
337 —341). The treatises of the 10th century also
speak of ,,tapaunplov, emphasizing here too on
the presence of a single edged blade. It should
be borne in mind that the sabers of this century
already have the Elman, that is, there is a two-
sided sharpening, albeit a part of the blade. This
feature is available on all specimens of the type,
denoted as Bulgarian!

Along with what has been said so far, con-
sidering that the mapoaunplov can also be trans-
lated as “around a thigh”, it should not be ruled
out the possibility that it was generally referred
to as a personal weapon worn hanging on the
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belt at the thigh, which according to G. Baranov
was put into use in case of loss or damage to the
weapon of the first collision — the swords and the
maces, worn hanged on the saddle (I would add
here the spears too!) (bapanos 2016: 80).

According to G. Baranov, the specific type
of weapon in question is of Byzantine rather than
Bulgarian origin. As an argument, he presents the
discovery at the Krasnodar region of a saber with
a handle cap of the type of caps, which are char-
acteristic to the Bulgarian type sabers. He rightly
notes that in the 9th — 10th centuries these lands
were in possession of Khazaria, which is under
the powerful influence of Byzantium. The Rus-
sian author, however, misses the fact that large
groups of Bulgarians live in the territory of the
Khazar Khaganate. The other find of a Bulgarian
type saber, which is remote from the core of the
Bulgarian lands, is that of Olomouc in the Czech
Republic. Already at the beginning and in almost
the whole first half of the 9th century, the west-
ern borders of the Bulgarian state passed through
the basin of the river Tisza. At the end of the 8th
century the Avaric Khaganate was entangled in
a desperate struggle for survival with the Frank-
ish State in the West, and in those regions with
Bulgaria. In the 9th century the Avars were in
close contact with Danubian Bulgars, even par-
ticipating in Khan Krum*‘s wars with Byzantium
as a part of his army (I'tozeneB, boxxunos 1999:
126 — 127, 129, 138).

Given the high mobility of the weaponry,
it is not impossible the saber to reach from the
Tisza border area to the place of city of Olomouc
or to the Bieschadi/Beskids mountains in South-
Eastern Poland.

It is not particularly strong for me is the
argument of G. Baranov that since the type of sa-
bers in question have no performance with high
artistic characteristics, this obligatory makes
them works of Byzantine factories in form of
mass production. The Russian author automati-
cally assumes that the Medieval Bulgarian state
could not organize a serial weapons manufacture

whose production, due to the series being char-
acterized by some “rudeness” of appearance.
As a counter argument it can be said that there
is evidence of serial production in the weapons
manufacture from the history of the First Bul-
garian State, from the beginning of the 9th cen-
tury. Then such was organized by Khan Krum
(802 — 814) in his campaigns against Byzan-
tium. The first example is the equipping of an
army of 30,000 iron-covered strong, which in
the winter of 813 — 814 devastated the lands of
Eastern Thrace, reaching the town of Arcadiopo-
lis (3narapcku 2002: 279; I'tozenes, boxunos
1999: 137; TUBU IV: 23). It does not seem plau-
sible for this “iron-covered” army to be equipped
without a targeted state policy on armaments, in-
cluding the organization of arms production. It
also does not seem to me plausible and the pos-
sible assumption of commercial supply! Trading
with whom? With the Avar Khaganate, who is at
war with Franks and Bulgarians? With Khazaria
— the ally of Byzantium? There can be no ques-
tion of arms trade with Byzantium as well! It is
equally unbelievable for me to have the Bulgar-
ian army equipped only with a trophy weapons.
Despite the fact that there is written evidence of
capturing trophy weapons, it is impossible for
Bulgaria to rely only on this way to supply its
army. It serves rather to complete, not as a major
source of weapons. Another example of mass,
state-organized arms production is the well-
known preparation of a new campaign of Khan
Krum against Byzantium in 814. The Bulgarian
ruler organized the production of various siege
machines and their parts in such quantity that
for their transport during the military campaign,
5000 cars towed by 10,000 oxen were prepared
(3marapcku 2002: 278 — 280; ['to3enes, boxunos
1999: 137).

Evidence of organized state policy on ar-
maments is also the stone inventory inscriptions
— seven in number, which describe the quantities
of armaments assigned to different military offic-
ers (bemesnuen 1992: 193 — 205). If we accept
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the unification as a mark for the massification of
production, archaeological data could be pointed
referring the unification of weapons production,
whose works originate in the lands of the Bul-
garian state and date back to the 9th — 10th cen-
turies. As example the type [ mace after Popov’s
typology, can be brought (Popov 2015: 26 —27).
At the same time, no finds of Bulgarian sabers

are known from the territories of the Byzantine
state. Moreover, the number of these weapons
found on the territory of Bulgaria is several doz-
en (Moros 2010: 218), many times more than
those outside the core of the Bulgarian lands,
which is another argument in favor of defining
the weapons with the characteristics presented
here as Bulgarian!
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HAXOJKU HA CAbU BBJ/ITAPCKHU TUII

CmosH IIonos

Pestome: [Ipeomem na nacmoswama paboma ca Haxookume Ha OvaeapcKume mun cabu om esponeickust pecuot. Tesu opvoicust
umam cieOHume XapaxKmepucmuxiL.

JIpvoicka: tang-vm e npas u camo 8 Kpas e 1eKo U3BUIM KbM Pbha HA OCMpuemo. 3aKpensanemo Ha PoKoXeamrkama KoM tang-a
€ HanpageHo no cleoHume HauuHU: pU NbPeUs ca UNOI36AHU HUMOSe (MPU HAKOU OM OPbICUAIMA Me Ca 3aNnd3eH, a npu opyeu ca
OCMaHan camo omeopume 8 tang-a), Npu MopPUsl HAYUH PLKOXBAMKAMA Ce 3a0bPHCA HA MACHO C NOMOWMA HA YUTUHOPUYHUME 6MY-
KU Ha Kanaiemo om eOHAma u npeonasumens om opyeama cmpana. Tyk mpaoea oa ce 00vpHe GHUMAHUE HA HATUYUENO HA eOUHUYEH
MATLK OME0P 6 YUIUHOPUYHUS PHKAG HA NPEONAZUMENsl HA eOHA OM PA32NEHCOAHUme cadu, KOUMo choped MeH CILyJICU 34 3a0bPIUCAHe HA
pvkoxeamxama. Dakmvm, ve MaKusa cpeujynexncauy Omeopu IUNCeam 6bpxy tang-a i om opyeama Cmpand Ha YUIUHOPUUHUS PbKAG
HA npeonasumens, Mu no3601:6a 0a UpAss MHeHue, ue 6bNPOCHAMA OPbIUCKA e MOHOIUMHA U e OUId NOCIMABEHA 8bPXY OCIPUEMO upe3
npozapsne. Muciis, ue e MHO20 8b3MOJICHO € MA3U MEXHON0Us 0a Ca U3PAOOMeHY OPbICKUMe Ha Opyaume cadu, Yuumo tang-oee HAMAam
cneou om Humoge. Jpvickama 3a6bpuia ¢ YUTUHOPUUHO Kanaue, 3ameopeHo ¢ Kpbaad, 1eK0 UHbKHALA NIOYKA.

[Ipeonazumen: JKenesen T-obpasen eapo ¢ npuniechamo-yuaunopuuHo pvrague kom opwvoickama. Obuxnoseno quillons ca nio-
CKU € KpbeIa i 3akpvenena oopma. Ilpeonasumensim obxeawja kpas Ha tang-a, pamenene u Havaiomo Ha oCHpueno.

Ocmpuemo uma noumu napaneinu Cmpanl. 3a no-201amama yacm om ObIHCUHAMA CU, OCIPUENO € eOHOOCMPO, KAmo NOYmu
BCUUKU eK3EMIIAPU 8 KPAsL MY UMAM eIMAH — 08YCIPAHHO 3amouena yacm. Kamo mempuunu napamempu, b3 0CHO8A HA OOCHIbIHUME
MU OaHHU, MO2am 0d ce onpedean cleHume Xapakmepucmuki: 00uama OwbIdiCUHA Ha me3u cadu e 8 pamkume Ha 75 — 86 cm; Ovidicu-
Hama Ha ocmpuemo e 60,6 — 74,6 cm; exmanvm e ¢ Ovixcuna mexcoy 13 u 20 cm; ovadcuna Ha opvockama 9 — 15 cm.

Tesama 3a OvieapcKus npousxo0 Ha me3u OPvX*CUA U OAMUPAHEMO UM 3d NbPBU Nbi e NPeoioxceHa U 060cHosana om B.
Homos. Tosu mun cabu ce pasenexcoam om H. Xpucumos u M. Ilempos. Te cviyo maka ca cvenacuu ¢ Xunomesama 3a 6ankanckus u
NO-CReYUATHO OBIAPCKUSL NPOU3X00 HA Me3U OPBIICUS, HO KAMO 63UMAMm npedsud Gopmama Ha npeonazumens u He2080mo yudacmue
8 U32PANCOAHEMO HA OPBIICKAMA, NPEONONA2am CUIHO GU3AHMULICKO énusaHue. Pyckusm yuen I bapanos coujo obpvua eHumanue Ha
mesu cabu. Totl ev3npuema xunomesama va M. Ilempos u H. Xpucumos 3a 8u3aHMUtickomo HaumeH0BaHUe Ha PA32IeHCOAHOMO OPb-
Jfcue, Ho OMXBbPIA MHEHUENO Ha MPUMAMA ObI2APCKU YHeHU 3d Ob2apCKus NPOU3X00 Ha me3u cadll, pazenexcoauKu eu Kamo npooyKm
Ha su3anmutickama opvaiceina unoycmpus. Cnopeod Hezo mo3u 6U0 opwvoicie e OOULI0 8 Oba2apCKume mepumopu Kamo 60eHHd NIsAUKd,
@ Nos6AMA UM 8 I0JICHO-PYCKUmMe Cmenu e cebpsana c neyenezume. Cnoped H. Xpucumos, M. [lempog u I Baparnog 6v6 susanmutickume
nUCMeHU U3MOYHUYL, Me3U cadl ce CHOMEHABAm ¢ MePMUHA TOPOUIPIOV.

Asmopvm na nacmoswama cmamus cnooens muenuemo Ha B. Homos, H. Xpucumos u M. Ilempos 3a Gvreapckus npouzxoo
HA MOo3u 6U0 cabdli, HO ONMHOCHO NPEONONONCEHUAIMA 30 BUBAHMULICKO GIIUAHUE U NPOUXO00 0N BUAHMULIICKUME PAOOMUTHUYY HA Me3u
opvorcus cuama, ye He ca docmamuvuro obocrogaru. Cnoped C. Ilonos, cevp3sanemo Ha mesu cabu ¢ UNON36AHUA 8 USMOYHUYUINE
MepMUH TOPOLUNPLOY CHUO Ce HYICOae On NO-ybeoumenHu 0oKa3amencmed.

KurouoBu gymu: 6wreapcku mun cabu, Cpeonosexosiie, pasnpocmpanetie.
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: " N = : -‘\**u : .J " i 5 :
1-4 North-Eastern Bulgaria (Vatevi collection); 5 Abritus (Razgrad); 6 Batovo; 7 North-Eastern Bulgaria;
8 Cherven bryag; 9-10 Pliska; 11 Starmen; 12 Dobrich; 13-14 Ruino; 15 Markovo; 16 Staro selo; 17 Lvov;

18 Kamenetz-Podolskii; 19-20 Chernovtzi; 21 Krasnodar; 22 Olomouc; 23 Bieszczady Mountains (Sanok region)

24 Targovishte

Map 1. Territorial distribution of the published Bulgarian type sabers and elements from them

Fig. 1. Bulgarian type saber from the Vatevi collection (Popov 2018).
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Fig. 2. Bulgarian type saber from the Vatevi collection (Popov 2018).
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Fig. 3. Bulgarian type saber from the Vatevi collection (Popov 2018).

IInosouscku ucmopuuecku opym/ Plovdivski istoricheski forum, 111 (2019), 1 31



Stoyan Popov

Fig. 4. Bulgarian type
saber from the Vatevi
collection (Popov 2018).
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ig. 5. Fig. 6. Fig. 7.

Fig. 5. Bulgarian type saber from Abritus (Homos 2004: 61 — 62)

Fig. 6. Bulgarian type saber from Batovo, Dobrich reg.(Fig. 6) (Homos 2004: 63, 06p. 28, Ta6n. XXXV: 452)
Fig. 7. Bulgarian type saber from northeastern Bulgaria (Momoe 2004: 63, 06p. 28, Tabn. XXXV: 451)

Fig. 8. Bulgarian type saber from region of Cherven briag (Momoe 2004: 61, 06p. 27. Tabn. XXXVI: 450)
Fig. 9. Part of Bulgarian type saber from Pliska (Homoe 2004: 63, Ta6n. XXXV: 453)
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Fig. 10. Parts of Bulgarian type sabers from Starmen, Russe reg. (Fig. 10-1) (Homoe 2004: 69, Ta6n.
XXXVI: 467); the region of Dobrich (Fig. 10-2) (Homos 2004: 69, Tabn. XXXVI: 468); the fortress near
the village of Ruyno, Silistra (Fig. 10-3, 10-4) (Homoe 2004: 69, Tatn. XXXV: 465, 466); Markovo
village, Varna district (Fig. 10-5) (Homoe 2004: 69, Tabn. XXXVI: 470); Staro selo, Varna district (Fig.
10-6) (Homos 2004: 69, Ta6n. XXXVI: 469), Pliska (Fig. 10-7) (Homos 2004: 69, Tabn. XXXV: 464)
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Fig. 11. Bulgarian type saber from the Lviv region of Ukraine (bapanos 2016)
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Fig. 12. Bulgarian type saber from the Kamenets-Podolsky area of Khmelnitsky region of Ukraine
(bapanos 2016)
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Fig. 13. Bulgarian type saber from the Chernivtsi region of Ukraine (bapanos 2016)
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Fig. 14. A guard of Bulgarian type saber from the Chernivtsi region of Ukraine (bapanos 2016)

Fig. 15. A cap of Bulgarian type saber from the Krasnodar reg. of Russia (bapanoe 2014)
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Fig. 16. Bulgarian type saber Olomouc-Nemilani necropolis, Czech Republic
(Kalabek 2014: 9; Prichystalova, Kalabek, Travnickova, Dresler 2014: 102; Prichystalova 2014 267)

38 IInosouscku ucmopuuecku gpopym/ Plovdivski istoricheski forum, 111 (2019), 1



Finds of Bulgarian type..

REFERENCES
i

Bapanos 2014: T'enanuii bapanos. Bonrapo-su-  Motos 1995: Banepu Hotos. 3a equu tun cabs

3aHTUICKOE HaBEpIIME PYKOSATH cabiu C
tepputopun Ceepo-Bocrounoro IIpuuep-
HOMOpbsl. — Mamepuansl no apxeonozuu
U UCMOPUU AHMUYHO20 U CPEOHEBEKOBO20
Kpviva, Bem. 6, 2014, 84 — 92. [Genadii.
Baranov. Bolgaro-vizantijskoe navershie
rukoyati sabli s territorii Severo-Vostochnogo
Prichernomoria. — Materialai po arheologii i
istorii antichnogo i srednevekovogo Kraima,
vaip. 6, 2014, 84 —92.]

Bbapanos 2016: I'enanuii bapanos. Haxonku pan-

HECPETHEBEKOBBIX ~ cabenb ,,00IrapcKoro
Tua‘“ B 6acceifHe BEPXHETO M CPEAHEro Te-
yeHus [lHectpa (K BONPOCY BH3aHTUHCKOM
BOMHCKOM Tpazunuu B Boctounoii Epore).
— Mamepuanvl no apxeonozuu u ucmopuu
aHMuUYH020 U cpeonesekoso2o Kpvima, BhIIL.
8,2016, 76 —92. [Genadii Baranov. Nahodki
rannesrednevekovaih sabel ,,bolgarskogo
tipa® v basseine verhnego i srednego teche-
nia Dnestra (k voprosu vizantijskoi voinskoi
tradicii v Vostochnoi Evrope). — Materialai
po arheologii i istorii antichnogo i sredneve-
kovogo Kraima, vaip. 8, 2016, 76 — 92.]

bemesimes 1992: Becenun bemesnues. [[vp-

goovneapcku Haonucu. C., 1992. [Veselin
Beshevliev. Parvobalgarski nadpisi. Sofia,
1992.]

I'ozenes, boxumiaoB 1999: Bacun Iro3enes,

VBan boxunoB. Hcmopus na cpeonoge-
kosHa bvneapus VII — XIV eex. C., 1999.
[Vasil Gyuzelev, Ivan Bozhilov. Istoria na
srednovekovna Bulgaria VII — XIV vek. S.,
1999.]

3narapckn 2002: Bacun 3narapcku. Mcmopus

HA CpeoOH08eKosHama Ovbi2apcka Owvpocasa
npe3 cpeonume gexkose, T. 1, u. 1. C., 2002.
[Vasil Zlatarski. Istoria na srednovekovnata
balgarska darzhava prez srednite vekove, t.

1, ch. 1. Sofia, 2002.]

OT PaHHOTO OBJITapcKoO CpeHOBEKOBHUE. — B:
buvacapume ¢ Cesepromo Ilpuuepromopue,
4. Bemuko TwpHOBO, 1995, 97 — 102. [Valeri
Yotov. Za edin tip sabya ot rannoto balgarsko
srednovekovie. — V: Balgarite v Severnoto
Prichernomorie, 4. Veliko Tarnovo, 1995,
97 -102.]

HMotoB 2004: Banepu Hotos. Buopwoicenuemo u
CHapsidiceHuemo om 0v2apckomo cpeoHo-
sexosue (VII — XI sex). Bapna, 2004. [Valeri
Yotov. Vaorazhenieto i snaryazhenieto ot
balgarskoto srednovekovie (VII — XI vek).
Varna, 2004.]

HMotos 2010: Banepu Motos. Panrue ca6mu (VIII
— X BB.) Ha HWkHeM [lyHae. — B: Kynemypul
Espasuiickux cmeneu emopou nonosunvt |
moicauenemusi 1. 2. Camapa, 2010,217—-225.
[Valeri Yotov. Rannie sabli (VIII — X vv.) na
nizhnem Dunae. — V: Kulyturai Evraziiskih
stepei vtoroi polovinai I taisyacheletiya n. e.
Samara, 2010, 217 — 225.]

Mepnepr 1955: Hukonaii Mepnept. 13 uctopun
opy:us ieMeH Bocrounon EBporiel B paH-
HeM cpeqHeBekoBbe. — Cogemckasn apxeono-
eus, XXIII, 1955, 131-168. [Nikolai Merpert.
Iz istorii oruzhia plemen Vostochnoi Evropai
v rannem srednevekovie. — Sovetskaya
arheologiya, XXIII, 1955, 131 — 168.]

IlerpoB, Xpucumo 2015: Munen Ilerpos,
Hukonain Xpucumos. EnHooctpure Kiu-
HOBM OPBXKHUsSI OT TepuTopusara Ha bwira-
pus U BU3AHTHHCKATa BOGHHA TPAJMILIMAL.
— Jlobpyoarca, 30, 2015, 337 — 358. [Milen
Petrov, Nikolay Hrisimov. Ednoostrite
klinovi orazhia ot teritoriyata na Bulgaria i
vizantiyskata voenna traditsia. — Dobrudzha,
30, 2015, 337 —358.]

Kalabek 2014: Marek Kalabek. Zachranny ar-
cheologicky vyzkum v Olomouci — Nemi-
lanech. — In: Prichystalovad, R., Kaldbek,

IInosouscku ucmopuuecku opym/ Plovdivski istoricheski forum, 111 (2019), 1 39



Stoyan Popov

M. (eds.). Ranéstredovekeé pohrebisté Olo-
mouc — Nemilany. Brno, 2014, 9 — 14.
Popov 2015: Stoyan Popov. The Maces from the
Present Bulgarian Lands (10th— 17th c. AD)
Vatevi Collection. Sofia, 2015.

Popov 2018: Stoyan Popov. ,,Bulgarian type* sa-
bers from Vatevi collection in city of Plo-
vdiv, Bulgaria. — In: Pinter, Z. K., A. Nitoi,
C. Urduzia. (eds.). Interethnic Relations in
Transylvania. War and Peace Shaping the
Medieval Life of Central and South-Eastern
Europe/Relatii Interetnice in Transilvania.
Militaria Mediaevalia in Europa centrala si
de sud-est. Sibiu, 2018, 33 — 40.

Prichystalova, Kaldbek, Travni¢kova, Dresler
2014: Renata Prichystalova, Marek Kalabek,
Sarka Travni¢kova, Petr Dresler. Katalog
hrobovych celkli a nalez. — In: Prichysta-

lova, R., Kalabek, M. (eds.). Ranéstredovekeé
pohrebistée Olomouc — Nemilany. Brno,
2014, 15-127.

Prichystalova 2014: Renata Piichystalova. Olo-
mouc — Nemilany. Strund analyza ranéstie-
doveékého pohtebisté. — In: Prichystalova,
R., Kaldabek, M. (eds.). Ranéstredoveké po-
hrebiste Olomouc — Nemilany. Brno, 2014,
207 -272.

Abbreviations

I'UBUIV: I pvyku uzeopu 3a bvireapckama
ucmopus. Tom IV. Codusi: BAH, 1961.

Hot1. n-p Crosin [Tomos,
I1VY ,,Ilaucnit Xunengapck,

e-mail: mythos sp2002@yahoo.com

40 ITnosouecku ucmopuuecku gopym/ Plovdivski istoricheski forum, 111 (2019), 1



