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A RHOMBOIDAL CLAz PLATE FROM IEPUREŞTI ʹ LA ISLAZ 
(GIURGIU COUNTY)

Raluca KOG�LNICEANU
“1 Decembrie 1918” University, Alba Iulia, Romania; e-mails: raluca.kogalniceanu@gmail.com, raluca.kogalniceanu@uab.ro.

Keywords: ĚecŽƌĂƟǀe ƉlĂƚe͕ ƌhŽŵb͕ clĂǇ͕ GƵŵelniƜĂ �ϭ
Abstract: dhe ƉĂƉeƌ Ɖƌesenƚs Ăn incŽŵƉleƚe͕ ƵnĚecŽƌĂƚeĚ͕ bƵƌneĚ ƌhŽŵbŽiĚĂl clĂǇ ƉlĂƚe ĚiscŽǀeƌeĚ in ƚhe GƵŵelniƜĂ �ϭ seƩleŵenƚ Ăƚ /eƉƵƌeƕƟ ʹ 
La Islaz ;GiƵƌŐiƵ �ŽƵnƚǇͿ͘ /ƚs iŵƉŽƌƚĂnce ƌelies Žn ƚhe ĨĂcƚ iƚ is Žne ŽĨ ƚhe ƚwŽ wesƚeƌnŵŽsƚ ŬnŽwn ĂƌƚeĨĂcƚs ŽĨ ƚhe ŬinĚ͕ ĚiscŽǀeƌeĚ ĨĂƌ ĨƌŽŵ ƚhe ŵĂin 
bƵlŬ ŽĨ sƵch finĚs in nŽƌƚheƌn DƵnƚeniĂ͕ sŽƵƚheƌn DŽlĚĂǀiĂ͕ sŽƵƚheƌn DŽlĚŽǀĂ ĂnĚ sŽƵƚheƌn hŬƌĂine͘ dhe ƉlĂƚe is ĚiscƵsseĚ in ƚhe cŽnƚeǆƚ ŽĨ Žƚheƌ 
siŵilĂƌ iƚeŵs͘ �Ƶƌƌenƚ inƚeƌƉƌeƚĂƟŽns ƌelĂƚe ƚheŵ ƚŽ ƚhe Ɖƌesence ŽĨ ƌhŽŵbŽiĚĂl ĚecŽƌĂƟŽns Žn ceƌƚĂin ĨeŵĂle fiŐƵƌines͘

Cuvinte-cheie: ƉlĂcĉ ĚecŽƌĂƟǀĉ͕ ƌŽŵb͕ lƵƚ͕ GƵŵelniƜĂ �ϭ
Rezumat: �ƌƟcŽlƵl Ɖƌeǌinƚĉ Ƶn ĨƌĂŐŵenƚ Ěe ƉlĉcƵƜĉ Ěin lƵƚ Ăƌs͕ neĚecŽƌĂƚĉ͕ Ěe ĨŽƌŵĉ ƌŽŵbicĉ͕ ĚescŽƉeƌiƚ Šn cĂĚƌƵl Ăƕeǌĉƌii GƵŵelniƜĂ �ϭ Ěe lĂ /eƉƵƌeƕƟ ʹ 
La Islaz ;ũƵĚ͘ GiƵƌŐiƵͿ͘ �ƌƚeĨĂcƚƵl esƚe iŵƉŽƌƚĂnƚ ĚeŽĂƌece esƚe ƵnƵl Ěin cele ĚŽƵĉ eǆeŵƉlĂƌe cele ŵĂi ǀesƟce͕ ĚescŽƉeƌiƚe lĂ Ž ĚisƚĂnƜĉ ĂƉƌeciĂbilĉ Ěe 
ŵĂũŽƌiƚĂƚeĂ ƉieselŽƌ siŵilĂƌe͕ iĚenƟficĂƚe Šn nŽƌĚƵl DƵnƚeniei͕ sƵĚƵl DŽlĚŽǀei͕ sƵĚƵl ZeƉƵblicii DŽlĚŽǀĂ ƕi sƵĚƵl hcƌĂinei͘ WlĉcƵƜĂ esƚe ĚiscƵƚĂƚĉ Šn 
cŽnƚeǆƚƵl celŽƌlĂlƚe ĚescŽƉeƌiƌi siŵilĂƌe ƕi Ă inƚeƌƉƌeƚĉƌilŽƌ cƵƌenƚe cĂƌe le leĂŐĉ Ěe Ƶnele fiŐƵƌine Ĩeŵinine ce ĂƵ ƌeƉƌeǌenƚĂƚ Ɖe ele Ƶn ĚecŽƌ ƌŽŵbŽiĚĂl͘

INTRODUCTION

The site of Iepurești – >Ă /slĂǌ is located in southern 
Romania, approximately 30 Ŭm south-west of Bucharest, 
in the basin of the Neajlov River, between the villages 
of Stâlpu and Iepurești (Giurgiu County) (Fig. 1). It 
has been investigated on a yearly basis from 2007 to 
2013. As it will be seen below, it is important that the 
first two excavation seasons were conducted by two 
diīerent archaeologists (2007 – A. Mocanu and 2008 – 
I. Gheorghe), while the following ones (2009–2013) by 
the author of this paper. The diīerent field directors, 
diīerent teams, and diīerent excavation and recording 
techniƋues triggered subseƋuently some unfortunate loss 
of information.

Figure 1. >ŽcĂƟŽn ŽĨ ƚhe siƚe ;ƌeĚ ciƌcleͿ͘

Only a few papers have been published so far on 
the results of the excavations (MarŬussen, Vornicu 2011; 
Morintz 2011; Morintz, Kogălniceanu 2012; Kogălniceanu 
et alii 2012; 2014; Ilie, Kogălniceanu 2023). Only the 
northern part of what was believed initially to be a tell-type 
seƩlement was investigated. The materials indicated the 
existence of a Gumelnița seƩlement (A1 phase – see Ilie, 
Kogălniceanu 2023) overlapped by a Bronze Age Glina 
occupation layer.

A comprehensive synthesis on the topic of clay plates 
was published by S. Pandrea (2001), that also brought 
forward the discovery of several decorated items further 
south of their expected area of occurrence, in Bulgaria. 
Following his overview, the topic made the subject of 
two presentations at the Pontica 56 conference in 2003 
(Mistreanu 2003 and Pandrea 2003 – non vidi), while only 
one more clay plate was published (Mirea 2007). 

THE ARTEFACT AND ITS CONTEXT

Our clay plate (collection inventory no. 086) was 
discovered in my first field campaign (2009), in Sector S1, 
£ A1–2/B1, between -0.75 and -1,00 m. The contextual 
data is unclear particularly because the item was discovered 
during the excavation of one corner of S1 (leŌ unfinished 
by the previous field director) and the enlargement of the 
section by 0.40 m towards the north (Fig. 2 and 3). What 
can be said with certainty is that, given the depth and 
the poƩery associated with it, it can be aƩributed to the 
Gumelnița A1 cultural level. 

ENEOLITIC / ÉNÉOLITHIQUE / ENEOLITHIC



12 Raluca KOG�LNICEANU

The artefact (Fig. 4/a–b) is incomplete. It preserves 
part of the large central hole and one of the small corner 
ones. The plate was made of a clay with small pebbles and 
other inclusions as temper (Fig. 4/e) and was well fired in 
a reducing atmosphere. The colour of the plate is red, both 
the exterior and the core, with the diīerence that on one 
side the colour tends towards a bricŬ red (Fig. 4/a), while 
on the other side darŬ orange (Fig. 4/b).

While the central hole (Fig. 4/c) appears to be made 
carefully before firing, as indicated by its aspect and the 
slightly elevated margins on one side, the corner hole 
(Fig. 4/d) is slightly oval, and the direction of the perforation 
is diagonal. This smaller hole seems to have been made 
with an improper tool, that did not leave smooth walls as 
in the case of the central one. :udging by the rough edges 
of the perforation and the way it was drilled through the 
polished margins of the plate, it is liŬely made aŌer the 
firing of the item.

The plate is not decorated. The only thing close to 
decoration is the polishing of the margins, resulting in a 
shiny band of ca. 1 cm in width on both sides. The rest of 
the plate is covered with fine scratches. If it was painted in 
the past, the acidity of the soil destroyed all traces.

The hypothetical reconstruction of the plate (Fig. 4/f) 
yielded the following dimensions: length с 14.7 cm, width с 
12.4 cm, T of the central large hole с 1.8 п 2.0 cm, T of the 
small corner hole с 0.7 п 1.0 cm, thicŬness с 1,18–1,47 cm 
(thicŬer around the central hole), weight of the preserved 
part с 65 g. The fragment is estimated to represent between 
one third and 30й of the complete artefact, suggesting an 
estimated weight of the complete item of approximately 
200 g. This is Ƌuite heavy for an artefact allegedly worn 
hanging around the necŬ͊

Moreover, neither the holes nor the plate show clear 
use-wear traces indicative of the way it was used or worn. 

ANALOGIES

This type of artefacts was mentioned so far only in the 
area outside the Carpathian Bend in the southern part of 
the Republic of Moldova and southern UŬraine, namely in 
the territory of the Stoicani-Aldeni ͞cultural aspect” (Fig. 5). 
S. Pandrea pointed in his study of the plates that several 
items were also found further south, in Bulgaria (Pandrea 
2001, p. 105).Figure 2. �ǆcĂǀĂƟŽn ƉlĂn wiƚh ĂƌeĂ ŽĨ ĚiscŽǀeƌǇ ŵĂƌŬeĚ in ƌeĚ hĂƚches͘

a b

Figure 3. WhŽƚŽ ŽĨ ƚhe nŽƌƚhͲwesƚeƌn cŽƌneƌ ĂƌeĂ ŽĨ ^ecƚŽƌ ^ϭ͕ beĨŽƌe ĚisŵĂnƚlinŐ͘



� ZhŽŵbŽiĚĂl �lĂǇ WlĂƚe ĨƌŽŵ /eƉƵƌeƕƟ ʹ La Islaz ;GiƵƌŐiƵ �ŽƵnƚǇͿ 13

Figure 4. dhe ƌhŽŵbŽiĚĂl ƉlĂƚe ĨƌŽŵ /eƉƵƌeƕƟ͘ ĂʹbͿ ǀiew ŽĨ bŽƚh siĚes͖ cͿ ĚeƚĂil ŽĨ ƚhe lĂƌŐe cenƚƌĂl hŽle͖ ĚͿ ĚeƚĂil ŽĨ ƚhe sŵĂll cŽƌneƌ hŽle͖ eͿ ĚeƚĂil ŽĨ 
ƉŽƩeƌǇ ĨĂbƌic͖ ĨͿ ƌecŽnsƟƚƵƟŽn ŽĨ ƚhe iƚeŵ͛s ĚiŵensiŽns͘
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We will focus our aƩention on the items in Romania, 
especially those occurring at sites aƩributed at one point 
to the Stoicani-Aldeni cultural aspect.

An aƩempt to maŬe an exhaustive catalogue of these 
finds proved pointless, since most of the artefacts were only 
brieŇy mentioned, with no details concerning their number, 
context or size. Concerning the dimensions, even in the rare 
cases when they were mentioned in the description, their 
dimensions did not correspond to those in the artefact͛s 
filing record (see below the observations on the complete 
piece from Stoicani, for example). In another case, the scale 
indicated on the published drawing does not match the 
graphic scale on the same figure (such is the case of the 
items from Igești or Bârlălești, see below). Finally, when 
the same item was republished, the graphic scales were 
diīerent from one instance to the other (see the plate from 
Lișcoteanca), the decoration diīered in terms of reported 
number of incised lines (Lățești), the profile was described 
as both curved and straight (again the item from Lățești), or 
the item had or did not have corner holes (Lățești). In most 
cases, the photographs were of extremely poor Ƌuality.

From north to south, the sites where decorative plates 
were found are the following, with numbers corresponding 
to the ones in Fig. 5:

1. Dodești (Vaslui County) – one rhomboidal clay 
plate, with corner holes and three concentric incised lines 
forming rhomb shapes as decoration. It was published as 
a drawing showing two fragments of the same artefact 
(Coman 1980, fig. 96/1) and as a blacŬ and white photo of 
the restored piece (Dragomir 1983, fig. 56/11). The central 
hole was reconstructed in the drawing, but not at the 
restored piece. The graphic scale of the published photo 
does not match the wriƩen value on the drawing.

2. Bârlălești – ̂ ƚĂnƜiĂ (Vaslui County) – two rhomboidal 
clay plates and an oval one. The former two have three 
large holes each, set approximately along the long axis 
of the items. Apparently, these two do not have corner 
holes, although in one case the drawing of the profile 
indicates small perforations at the obtuse corners while the 
drawings of the sides do not illustrate such perforations 
(Coman 1980, fig. 96/2). In the third case, the drawing of 
the profile illustrates a particularity, namely two transversal 
small perforations, at least one on each pointed corner 
(Dragomir 1983, fig. 57/1). Each piece is illustrated as 
drawing in only one publication (see above). The oval 
plate is incomplete and presents only a central perforation 
(drawing – Coman 1980, fig. 96/4). All three items were 
decorated on both sides with incised lines forming V-shaped 
or rhomb-shaped motifs. The graphic scale published with 
the drawing in one of the cases (Dragomir 1983, fig. 57/1) 
does not match the wriƩen value.

3. Lățești (Vaslui County) – one rhomboidal clay 
plate. Published as a drawing in two diīerent publications 
(Coman 1980, fig. 96/3; Dragomir 1983, fig. 57/3), with 
small diīerences. One central medium-sized hole. The 
presence of corner holes is not certain: in one drawing 
there are incised dots at the corners, and the curved profile 

does not illustrate any perforation, while in the other case, 
small holes are illustrated at all four corners, both on the 
two sides of the piece and on the straight profile. The plate 
is decorated with sets of incised curved concentric lines 
around the corners, but the number of lines diīers from 
one drawing to the other (four or five).

4. Igești (Vaslui County) – several rhomboidal clay 
plates (Coman 1980, p. 77). Only one is illustrated in a 
drawing (Dragomir 1983, fig. 57/2). It presents three large 
holes set approximately along the long axis of the piece. 
No corner holes, but the drawing of the profile illustrates 
a particularity, namely two transversal small perforations, 
at least one at each pointed corner. It is decorated on both 
sides with lines forming four concentric rhomb shapes 
around the holes.

5. Suceveni – ^ƚŽbŽƌĉni (Galați County) – two 
rhomboidal decorative plates: one made of greenish 
sandstone (Dragomir 1970, p. 34, fig. 9/10; Dragomir 
1983, p. 29; Dragomir 1996, p. 192) and one made of clay 
(Dragomir 1970, p. 34, fig. 9/11; Dragomir 1983, p. 29). 
Both were found in the north-eastern corner of House I, 
in the hearth area, from the upper occupation level. In 
the 1983 publication, I. T. Dragomir mentions two clay 
plates and no stone one, but it could just be an error. Both 
published as blacŬ and white photos. The stone plate has 
more rounded corners, no central hole and four small 
corner holes. A small copper wire fragment was found in 
one of the corner perforations (Dragomir 1970, caption of 
fig. 9/10). The clay plate has two large holes in the centre, 
set along the long axis of the artefact and no corner holes. It 
is decorated, at least on one side, with incised lines forming 
two concentric rhomb shapes around the central area.

6. Stoicani – �eƚĉƜƵie (Galați County) – one complete 
and four incomplete clay plates. The complete item was 
found in the first occupation layer from the 1948 excavation 
and was illustrated as a drawing and a blacŬ and white 
photo. It has one central large hole and four small holes at 
the corners. According to the description, it was decorated 
only on one side, with the other side polished; it displayed 
an incised line at the margins, a rhomboidal band between 
this line and the central perforation having the contour 
lines incised and painted with red on a slightly scratched 
bacŬground, an arched incised line on each side of the 
central orifice towards the pointed corners of the item 
(Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, p. 17 and 106, fig. 42/16 and 
44/8). The dimensions given by the author of the excavation 
(7.8 п 7.6 cm) do not match the dimensions provided in 
the file for the classification of the item (18.3 п 11.9 cm), 
where a colour photo was also included (file compiled by 
S. furcanu and approved by OMC 2270/19.04.2008).

Another plate, incomplete, is illustrated by a 
drawing as a fragment decorated on both sides with 
incised lines forming, probably, a rhomb-shaped motif 
(Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, p. 106–107, fig. 42/14). The 
fragment had one small corner hole. The drawing of the 
profile though, does not seem to illustrate this hole, but 
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a transversal perforation, as in the case of the items from 
Bârlălești and Igești.

A second (incomplete) plate illustrated also by 
drawing is represented by a fragment preserving one of 
the pointed corners with a small hole (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 
1953, p. 106–107, fig. 42/15). The decorative motif, present 
probably on one side only, consists of rhombuses, but the 
execution techniƋue remains obscure.

From the third fragment was preserved an unperforated 
pointed corner, according to the drawing, but with a 
transversal perforation based on the drawing of the profile 
(Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, p. 106–107, fig. 42/17) The 
decoration, on only one side, seems to be painted. The 
motif is that of rhombuses.

The last fragment, illustrated by drawing, consists of a 
corner area with a small hole. The decoration on only one 
side seems to be made by incised lines forming concentric 
rhomb-shapes (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, p. 106–107, 
fig. 42/18).

All fragments were discovered in occupation layers 
5 or 6 of the seƩlement (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, p. 106).

7. Drăgănești-Tecuci (Galați County) – at least one 
decorative plate (Comșa 1963, p. 19). No details.

8. Lișcoteanca – DŽǀilĂ KlĂƌƵlƵi (Brăila County) – one 
rhomboidal clay plate. It was illustrated as a blacŬ and white 
photo (Harțuche, Anastasiu 1976, cat. no. 215; Dragomir 
1983, fig. 56/11) and recently as a colour photo (Garvăn 
2021, pl. 240/1). The graphic scales of the 1983 and 2021 
publications do not match; the original one states textually 
the dimensions of 19.5 x 18.5 cm with a thicŬness of 
1.5–1.9 cm (thicŬer at the margins), T of the central hole с 
1.4 cm, T of the transversal orifices с 0.3–0.4 cm; the small 
holes in the corners have an obliƋue trajectory (Harțuche, 
Anastasiu 1976, p. 117, cat. no. 215). The plate was 
discovered in a burned pit together with several complete 
painted vessels, two necŬlaces of burned clay beads and a 
large Ƌuantity of burned wheat grains (Dragomir 1983, p. 
93 – note 2, p. 104). It presents one large central hole and 
four small corner holes. It seems to be decorated on both 
sides, with a solar symbol incised around the central hole, 
four curved lines incised around the corner holes and filled 
with white colour, forming two alternate bands painted 

Figure 5͘ �isƚƌibƵƟŽn ŽĨ ƌhŽŵbŽiĚĂl ƉlĂƚes͘ ϭ͘ �ŽĚeƕƟ͕ Ϯ͘ �ąƌlĉleƕƟ ʹ Stanția͕ ϯ͘ >ĉƜeƕƟ͕ ϰ͘ /ŐeƕƟ ʹ Scândureni͕ ϱ͘ ^Ƶceǀeni ʹ Stoborăni͕ ϲ͘ ^ƚŽicĂni ʹ 
Cetățuie͕ ϳ͘ �ƌĉŐĉneƕƟͲdecƵci͕ ϴ͘ >iƕcŽƚeĂncĂ ʹ Movila Olarului͕ ϵ͘ sƵlcĉneƕƟ͕ ϭϬ͘ �ŽlŐƌĂĚ͕ ϭϭ͘ EĂŐŽƌnŽǇe //͕ ϭϮ͘ �lĚeni ʹ Gurguiul Balaurului, 
ϭϯ͘ �leǆĂnĚƌiĂ ʹ Nanoveanca-Baraj͕ ϭϰ͘ /eƉƵƌeƕƟ ʹ La Islaz. �iƌcles ʹ ĚiscŽǀeƌies inclƵĚeĚ in WĂnĚƌeĂ ϮϬϬϭ ƌeǀiew ĂnĚ in DiƌeĂ ϮϬϬϳ͗ whiƚe с ǀeƌifieĚ͕ 
ǇellŽw с ƵnǀeƌifieĚ͖ ĂƌƌŽws ʹ neweƌ ĚiscŽǀeƌies͗ whiƚe с ƉƌeǀiŽƵslǇ ƉƵblisheĚ͕ ƌeĚ с cƵƌƌenƚ ĂƌƚeĨĂcƚ͘ �Ăse ŵĂƉ͗ GŽŽŐle �Ăƌƚh͘
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with red colour between lines, around each corner. It also 
has incised lines in angles on the sides (Harțuce, Anastasiu 
1976, p. 117–118; Dragomir 1983, p. 93 – note 2, p. 104).

9. Vulcănești (Republic of Moldova) – only one plate 
(fragment) illustrated, without other details (Pandrea 2001, 
fig. 1/3). It seems the plate shape has deviated slightly 
from the rhombic standard, with the obtuse corner angles 
rounded heavily. A central large hole is illustrated, as well 
as a small corner hole. Undecorated. 

10. Bolgrad (UŬraine) – no info other than the presence 
of decorative plate(s) at this site (Comșa 1963, p. 19).

11. Nagornoye II (UŬraine) – several fragments of 
decorative plates were found. They were published as 
drawings, with no exact number (the drawings illustrate 
fragments from four or five different items) or detailed 
description of the context (SŬaŬun 1996, p. 153 and fig. 7 and 
8/4, 7–8). Small corner holes are visible, as well as one and 
two large central holes, incised decoration similar to the one 
encountered on the Romanian territory, but also diīerent. 
It is worth highlighting two things: one fragment presents 
both multiple central holes and corner holes and diīerent 
motifs encountered at decoration, already mentioned above.

12. Aldeni – GƵƌŐƵiƵl �ĂlĂƵƌƵlƵi (Buzău County) – 
references were made to the discovery of decorative plate(s) 
at this site (Pandrea 2001, p. 106; Mirea 2007, p. 142), but 
the indicated paper (Comșa 1963, p. 19) does not mention 
anything of the Ŭind, and neither does the recent volume 
that reanalyses the finds from this site (ctefan 2023). We 
consider it to be a case of perpetuated error.

13. Alexandria – EĂnŽǀeĂncĂͲ�ĂƌĂũ (Teleorman 
County). Chance discovery. One fragment of a decorative 
clay plate, with a central large hole and at least one small 
hole at the pointed corner. Decorated on both sides with 
a combination of incised lines, circles and dots, in an 
asymmetrical layout. It was made of micaceous clay with 
sand and chaī and was burned in a reducing atmosphere, 
acƋuiring a greyish colour. The preserved fragment has a 
length of 12.0 cm and a thicŬness of 1.3 cm (Mirea 2007).

Although we did not illustrate the location on the map, 
it should be listed here the discovery of several decorative 
plates at the Drama – DeĚǎƵŵeŬũĂ tell settlement in 
Bulgaria (ĂƉƵĚ Pandrea 2001). It should me mentioned that 
all of the four items illustrated by drawings (Pandrea 2001, 
fig. 3) are missing the central hole. Small corner holes are 
present. Except for two cases where the rhomb motif is 
present in the decoration, in two cases the spiral motif is 
exclusive and in one case circles combine with rhombuses. 
One of the plates, although tends towards a rhomb shape, 
seems to have extremely rounded corners.

DISCUSSION

TŚe space and time issues

Since the first item discovered (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 
1953) and until the end of the 20th century (SŬaŬun 1996), 
these plates were aƩributed to the Stoicani-Aldeni cultural 

aspect (except for the Lișcoteanca plate, attributed to 
the Gumelnița culture, A1 phase – Harțuche, Anastasiu 
1976, p. 117), defined as a combination of Precucuteni 
III / Cucuteni A and Gumelnița A features developing in 
the north-western part of Muntenia (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 
2001, p. 153). The synthesis published on the topic in 
2001 (Pandrea 2001) aƩributes them to the Gumelnița 
culture. Although we do not completely agree with this 
bulŬ reaƩribution, we would liŬe to point out that some of 
the plates were found on the territory of the Vaslui County 
(no. 1 to 4 from the catalogue and map) where Gumelnița 
culture did not reach. 

The plate discovered near Alexandria is the 
westernmost one and appears to be the earliest, as it was 
aƩributed to the Boian culture, the Spanțov phase (Mirea 
2007, p. 143). The plate from Iepurești can be added to 
this western areal of distribution. As recent analysis on 
the materials from Iepurești concluded that the Copper 
Age level from the site can be aƩributed to the phase A1 
of the Gumelnița culture (Ilie, Kogălniceanu 2023), the 
decorative clay plate can be ascribed to the same phase, 
being probably one of the earlier examples.

Trends

While compiling the catalogue of finds, several trends 
were noticed that are worth highlighting.

The plates were not always made of burned clay; in 
one case the item was made of stone (Suceveni), although 
it is difficult to assess whether this particular plate can be 
placed in the same category with all the others.

The plates do not always have corner holes as 
stipulated before (Pandrea 2001, p. 105). At most plates 
with multiple large central holes, the corner small holes 
seem to be missing (Bârlălești, Igești, Suceveni).

Also, in the case of the plates with multiple central 
holes (Bârlălești, Igești), and of several fragments that 
might or might not come from plates with multiple 
central holes (Stoicani), the drawings seem to indicate 
the existence of some transversal small perforation at the 
pointed corners – an element not mentioned before by 
anyone, except once, when the plate from Lișcoteanca 
was first published (Harțuche, Anastasiu 1976, p. 117). 
Though we initially suspected a drawing error, as the first 
cases we encountered together one publication (Dragomir 
1983), we noticed that they were also present in a much 
earlier paper (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953) and at completely 
diīerent artefacts. Moreover, by combining the textual 
description of the transversal small holes at the pointed 
corners, and the normal small corner holes in the case of 
Lișcoteanca plate, we completely eliminated the possibility 
of a drawing error.

There seems to be a trend for multiple central holes in 
the northernmost area of distribution (Vaslui County, no. 2 
and 4 on the map, multiple items), with the stipulation that 
a fragment from a plate with at least two central holes and 
corner holes was found at Nagornoye (no. 11 on the map).
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Not all plates were decorated, as shown by the 
fragment found at Iepurești and published here and as 
mentioned in reference to some of the finds from Moldova 
(Mistreanu 2003, p. 54). 

Concerning the decoration, it should be pointed out 
that, while most of the items found in the main distribution 
area presented motifs related to the rhomb shape; further 
away, at Lișcoteanca, a possible solar motif is illustrated, 
combined with curvilinear motifs (present also at Lățești), 
while at Alexandria the decoration seems more abstract, 
with circles and lines that are far from the rhomb shape, 
but closer to the decoration encountered on the Bulgarian 
plates from Drama (circular plus lines/abstract – Pandrea 
2001, fig. 3/3, spiral motif – Pandrea 2001, fig. 3/4 and 
rhomb plus circle – Pandrea 2001, fig. 3/1). The bi-facial 
decoration of some items could be related to the manner 
in which the plates were used.

Although the shape of the artefact is, in most of 
the cases, that of a rhomb, there is one decorative plate 
that is oval (Bârlălești) and other two that maintain the 
rhomb shape in idea but are extremely rounded at corners 
(Vulcănești and Drama).

SǇmbolism and use

When first discovered and published, they were 
described as ͞decorative plates” (Petrescu-DŠmbovița 1953, 
p. 106). AŌer the discovery of the Lișcoteanca plate and the 
interpretation of the decoration as illustrating a solar motif 
and of the context as a ritual one (Harțuche, Anastasiu 
1976, p. 117–118), the clay plates became ͞ritual”. The item 
from Lișcoteanca was also interpreted at the time of the 
first publication as a possible calendar/watch (Harțuche, 
Anastasiu 1976, p. 117–118).

The rituality of the plates was reinforced not by an 
analysis of their context of discovery (whenever possible), 
but by the correlation drawn between their shape and a 
certain set of figurines decorated with rhombuses either 
in the pelvic (with the rhombuses placed horizontally) 
or in the necŬ area (the rhombuses placed vertically) 
(Dragomir 1983, p. 99, fig. 51/12–16; Pandrea 2001; 2003). 
On the figurines, it seems that only the pelvic rhombuses 
were decorated, while the necŬ ones were undecorated 
and smaller in size. None of the rhombuses on figurines 
had central holes represented. It should be mentioned that 
a bird figurine discovered at Suceveni also had a rhombus 
depicted in the necŬ area, in the same manner as on the 
female figurines (Dragomir 1983, p. 102, fig. 59/9). We 
consider the arguments brought by M. Secuiu (2016, 
p. 18–24) against the wear of the plates as pendants to be 
of the common-sense type, especially when considering 
the weight of the rhomboidal clay plates. Size of and use 
wear traces on the plates themselves and on the holes 
should be checŬed, where possible, to determine how the 
items might have been employed.

On the other hand, we do not dismiss the possible 
rituality of this set of artefacts. The rhombus shape has 

deep symbolic meanings (reinforced in the case of most 
plates by the association of the general shape of the 
object with decorated motifs of the same shape) (just 
for exemplification purposes, see Cazac, Adăscălița 2022; 
Secuiu 2016, p. 24–25) and although the connection 
between plates and figurines might not be as direct as 
implied, they might bear the same message/meaning, 
whatever that may be.

CONCLUSION

The plate fragment from Iepurești, part of the larger 
category of similar items, is important mainly from the 
point of view of their distribution area. One of the two 
westernmost artefacts, together with the Drama pieces, fall 
outside the more homogenous Stoicani-Aldeni / Gumelnița 
cultural contexts in northern Muntenia, southern Moldavia, 
Moldova and UŬraine, both in terms of location and in that 
of decorative motifs. 

Furthermore, a detailed analysis is definitely 
reƋuired, both in terms of context of discovery, shape, size, 
perforation number, location and direction, and decorative 
techniƋues and motifs, especially since most of the 
artefacts in this group have inadeƋuately been published. 
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AAC – Acta Archaeologica Carpatica, KraŬſw
ACMI – Anuarul Comisiunii Monumentelor Istorice, București
ACMIT – Anuarul Comisiunii Monumentelor Istorice, Secțiunea pentru Transilvania, Cluj
ActaArchHung – Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae, Budapest
ActaMM – Acta Moldaviae Meridionalis, Vaslui
ActaMN – Acta Musei Napocensis, Cluj
ActaMP – Acta Musei Porolissensis, �alău
ActaMT – Acta Musei Tutovensis, Bârlad 
AIGR – Anuarul Institutului Geologic al României, București
A:PA – American :ournal of Physical Anthropology
Alt-Thƺringen – Alt-Thƺringen : :ahresschriŌ des Museums fƺr Ur- und Frƺhgeschichte Thƺringens
Aluta – Aluta. Revista Muzeului Național Secuiesc Sfântu Gheorghe
Anatolia AntiƋua – Anatolia AntiƋua. Revue internationale d͛archéologie anatolienne. Institut Franĕais d͛Etudes 

anatoliennes d͛Istanbul
Anatolica – Anatolica. The Netherlands Institute for the Near East in Leiden
AnB – Analele Banatului, Muzeul Banatului, Timișoara
AncNearEastSt – Ancient Near Eastern Studies, Leuven, Belgia
Angustia – Angustia. Arheologie, Etnografie, Sfântu Gheorghe
Anmed – Anmed. Anadolu AŬdenizi ArŬeoloji Haberleri, Antalya, Turcia 
AntiƋuity – AntiƋuity. A Quarterly Review of Archaeology, University of zorŬ
AnUCraiova – Analele Universității din Craiova, Craiova (seria Istorie)
AO – Arhivele Olteniei
Apulum – Acta Musei Apulensis. Muzeul Naԑional al Unirii, Alba Iulia 
Archaeol Anthropol Sci – Archaeological and Anthropological Sciences
ArchBulg – Archaeologia Bulgarica, Sofia
Arch�rt – Archaeolſgiai �rtesştƅ, Budapest
ArchHung – Archaeologia Hungarica, Acta Archaeologica Musei Nationalis Hungarici, Budapest
Area – Area. Royal Geographical Society, London
Argesis – Argesis. Muzeul :udețean Argeș. Pitești
ArhDIUŬrajn – Arheologija i Danija Istorija UŬrajni, Institut Arheologij NAN UŬrainj, Kijv
ArheologijaKiiv – Arheologija. Nacional͛na aŬademija nauŬ UŬraini. Institut archeologii, Kiev
ArheologijaSSSR – Arheologija SSSR. Svod ArcheologiēesŬih IstoēniŬov, Moscova
ArhMold – Arheologia Moldovei, Iași
ArhPrevMoldova – Arheologia Preventivă Šn Republica Moldova
BA – Biblioteca de Arheologie, București
BARIntSer – British Archaeological Reports. International Series, Oxford
BCH – Bulletin de Correspondance HelléniƋue, Athğnes-Paris
BCMI – Buletinul Comisiunii Monumentelor Istorice
BerRGK – Bericht der RƂmisch-Germanischen Kommission des Deutschen Archäologischen Instituts, FranŬfurt am Main
BiblIstroPontica-A – Biblioteca Istro-Pontica. Seria Arheologie, Tulcea
BiblMemAnt – Bibliotheca Memoriae AntiƋuitatis, Piatra-Neamț
BiblThrac – Bibliotheca Thracologica, București
BMC – �Žins ŽĨ ƚhe ZŽŵĂn �ŵƉiƌe in ƚhe �ƌiƟsh DƵseƵŵ, Londra; II, sesƉĂsiĂn ƚŽ �ŽŵiƟĂn, 1930; IV, �nƚŽninƵs WiƵs ƚŽ 

�ŽŵŵŽĚƵs, 1968; V, WeƌƟnĂǆ ƚŽ �lĂŐĂbĂlƵs, 1950 (H. Maƫngly)
BMI – Buletinul Monumentelor Istorice
BM:T – Buletinul Muzeului :udețean Teleorman, Alexandria
BOR – Biserica Ortodoxă Română
BSA – British School at Athens, Athens
BSNR – Buletinul Societății Numismatice Române, București
BSPF – Bulletin de la Societé PréhistoriƋue Franĕaise, Paris
BSSC – Buletinul Societății de ctiințe din Cluj
CA – Cercetări Arheologice. Muzeul Național de Istorie a României, București
Carpica – Carpica. Complexul Muzeal „Iulian Antonescu” Bacău, Bacău
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CCA – Cronica Cercetărilor Arheologice din România, București
CCD: – Cultură şi Civilizaԑie la Dunărea de :os, Călăraşi
CercIst – Cercetări Istorice, Muzeul de Istorie a Moldovei, Iași
Cumidava – Cumidava. Culegere de studii și cercetări. Muzeul de Istorie Brașov
Current Anthropology – Current Anthropology. University of California, Merced
Dacia – Dacia (Nouvelle Série). Revue d a͛rchéologie et d͛histoire ancienne. Académie Roumaine. Institut d a͛rchéologie 

ͨ V. Pârvan ͩ, Bucarest
Danubius – Danubius, Revista Muzeului de Istorie Galați
DHA – Dialogues d͛histoire ancienne, Institut des Sciences et TechniƋues de l A͛ntiƋuité
DissArch – Dissertationes Archaeologicae. EƂtvƂs LorĄnd University, Budapest
Documenta Praehistorica – Documenta Praehistorica, University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Arts, Department of Archaeology, 

Ljubljana
EphemNap – Ephemeris Napocensis. Academia Română, Institutul de Arheologie și Istoria Artei, Cluj-Napoca
FolArchPoznan – Folia Praehistorica Posnaniensia, Instytut Archeologii, Poznaŷ 
Germania – Germania. Anzeiger der RƂmisch-Germanischen Kommission des Deutschen Archäologischen Instituts, 

FranŬfurt
Hill1 – P.V. Hill, dhe ĚĂƟnŐ ĂnĚ ƚhe ĂƌƌĂnŐeŵenƚ ŽĨ ƚhe ƵnĚĂƚeĚ cŽins ŽĨ ZŽŵe͕ �͘�͘ ϵϴʹϭϰϴ, Londra, 1970
Hill2 – P.V. Hill, dhe cŽinĂŐe ŽĨ ^eƉƟŵiƵs ^eǀeƌƵs ĂnĚ his ĨĂŵilǇ ŽĨ ƚhe ŵinƚ ŽĨ ZŽŵe͕ �͘�͘ ϭϵϯʹϮϭϳ, Londra, 1964
HOMO – HOMO. :ournal of Comparative Human Biology, StuƩgart
Howgego – C. :. Howgego, GƌeeŬ /ŵƉeƌiĂl �ŽƵnƚeƌŵĂƌŬs͘ ^ƚƵĚies in ƚhe ƉƌŽǀinciĂl cŽinĂŐe ŽĨ ƚhe ZŽŵĂn eŵƉiƌe, Londra, 

1985
Human Evolution – Human Evolution, International Institute for HumanŬind Studies and University of Florence
I:O – International :ournal of Osteoarchaeology 
Istros – Istros, Muzeul Brăilei, Brăila
:AM� – A nyşregyhĄzi :ſsa AndrĄs MƷzeum �vŬƂnyve
:Anat – :ournal of Anatomy
:AS – :ournal of Archaeological Science
:DAI – :ahrbuch des Deutschen Archäologischen Instituts, Deutsches Archäologisches Institut, Berlin
:FS – :ournal of Forensic Sciences
:HE – :ournal of Human Evolution
:RA – :ournal of Roman Archaeology
:RG�M – :ahrbuch des RƂmisch-Germanischen �entralmuseums Mainz, Mainz
:RS – The :ournal of Roman Studies
Klio – Klio. Beiträge zur Alten Geschichte, Berlin
KST – T. C. Kƺltƺr BaŬanlŦŒŦ, EsŬi Eserler ve Mƺzeler Genel MƺdƺrlƺŒƺ, I. KazŦ SonuĕlarŦ ToplanƨsŦ, AnŬara, MayŦs 1979 

΀Republic of TurŬey, General Directorate of Ancient Monuments and Museums, first TurŬish annual meeting for the 
results of excavations, AnŬara, May 1979΁ (1979–2020).

LRBC, I – >Ăƚe ZŽŵĂn �ƌŽnǌe �ŽinĂŐe �͘�͘ ϯϵϰͲϰϵϴ, Londra, 1965; I, dhe �ƌŽnǌe �ŽinĂŐe ŽĨ ƚhe ,ŽƵse ŽĨ �ŽnsƚĂnƟne 
�͘�͘ ϯϮϰʹ346 (P.V. Hill, :.P.C. Kent)

LRCW – Late Roman Coarse Wares, CooŬing Wares and Amphorae in the Mediterranean. Archaeology and Archaeometry
MAIASP – Materialy po Arheologii i Istorii Antiēnogo i SredneveŬovogo Priēernomor͛ja (ʺ̛̯̖̬̣̼̌̌ ̨̪ ʤ̵̨̨̛̛̬̖̣̐ ̛ 

ʰ̨̛̛̭̯̬ ʤ̸̨̨̛̦̯̦̐ ̛ ˁ̡̨̨̨̬̖̦̖̖̔̏̏̐ ʿ̸̨̨̛̬̖̬̦̥̬̽́), NiǎnevarovsŬ. 
Marisia – Marisia. Studii și materiale. Arheologie – Istorie – Etnografie, Târgu Mureș
MCA – Materiale și Cercetări Arheologice, București
MemAnt – Memoria AntiƋuitatis, Piatra Neamԑ
MH�S – MagyarorszĄg honfoglalĄs Ŭori és Ŭora �rpĄd-Ŭori sşrleletei, MisŬolc–Budapest–Szeged–Szombathely
Mousaios – Mousaios. Buletinul ctiințific al Muzeului :udețean Buzău
MPR – I. Barnea, Les monuments paléochrétiens de Roumanie, Sussidi allo studio delle antichită cristiane pubblicati per 

cura del Pontificio Istituto di archeologia Cristiana 6, CiƩă del Vaticano, 1977  
Musaica – Musaica Archaeologica, Univerzita KomensŬého v Bratislave, Bratislava
Olba – Mersin University Publications of the Research Center of Cilician Archaeology, Mersin, TurŬey
Oltenia – Oltenia. Studii și Comunicări, Craiova
Pallas – Pallas. Revue d͛Etudes AntiƋues, Toulouse  
PATABS – WƌŽĚƵcƟŽn ĂnĚ dƌĂĚe ŽĨ �ŵƉhŽƌĂe in ƚhe �lĂcŬ ^eĂ
PBF – Prähistorische Bronzefunde, Mƺnster
Peuce – Peuce. Studii şi cercetări de istorie şi arheologie, Institutul de Cercetări Eco-Muzeale, Tulcea
Pontica – Pontica. Studii și materiale de istorie, arheologie și muzeografie, Muzeul de Istorie Națională și Arheologie Constanța
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P� – Präehistorische �eitschriŌ, Berlin-Mainz
Quaternary International – Quaternary International. The :ournal of the International Union for Quaternary Research
RAASI – Revista de Arheologie, Antropologie și Studii Interdisciplinare, Institutul de Cercetări Bioarheologice și 

Etnoculturale, Republica Moldova
Radiocarbon – An International :ournal of Cosmogenic Isotope Research, Cambridge
RAN – Revue archéologiƋue de Narbonnaise, Montpellier
RCRF – Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum
Recueil – W.H. Waddington, E. Babelon, Th. Reinach, ZecƵeil ŐĠnĠƌĂl Ěes ŵŽnnĂies ŐƌecƋƵes Ě �͛sie DinĠƵƌe, I-IV, Paris, 

1904–1912
RevArh – Revista Arheologică, Academia de ctiințe a Moldovei, Chișinău
RevMuz – Revista Muzeelor, București
RG�M – RƂmisch-Germanisches �entralmuseums Mainz, Mainz
RIC – dhe ZŽŵĂn /ŵƉeƌiĂl �ŽinĂŐe, Londra. II, sesƉĂsiĂn ƚŽ ,ĂĚƌiĂn, 1926; III, �nƚŽninƵs WiƵs ƚŽ �ŽŵŵŽĚƵs, 1930; IV.1, 

WeƌƟnĂǆ ƚŽ GeƚĂ, 1968 (H. Maƫngly, E.A. Sydenham); IV.2, DĂcƌinƵs ƚŽ WƵƉienƵs, 1938; IV.3, GŽƌĚiĂn /// ʹ hƌĂniƵs 
�nƚŽninƵs, 1949 (H. Maƫngly, E.A. Sydenham, C.H.V. Sutherland); VII, �ŽnsƚĂnƟne ĂnĚ >iciniƵs �͘�͘ ϯϭϯͲϯϯϳ, 1966 
(P.M. Bruun)

RIC, II2.1 – I.A. Carradice, T.V. BuƩrey, dhe ZŽŵĂn /ŵƉeƌiĂl �ŽinĂŐe, II.1, sesƉĂsiĂn ƚŽ �ŽŵiƟĂn, Londra, 2007 (ediția 
a II-a, revizuită)

RossArch – RossijsŬaya Arheologiya. Institut arheologii RossijsŬoj aŬademii nauŬ, MosŬva
RPC III – M. Amandry, A. BurneƩ, :. Mairat, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, III, &ƌŽŵ EeƌǀĂ ƚŽ ,ĂĚƌiĂn ;�� ϵϲʹϭϯϴͿ, Londra / 

Paris, 2015; versiune online hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uŬ/search/browse͍volume_idс3
RPC IV.1 – V. Heuchert, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, IV.1, &ƌŽŵ �nƚŽninƵs WiƵs ƚŽ �ŽŵŵŽĚƵs ;�� ϭϯϴʹϭϵϮͿ͗ �ǇƌenĂicĂ ƚŽ 

�iƚhǇniĂͲWŽnƚƵs, online (2005); hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uŬ/search/browse͍volume_idс4
RPC V.3 – A. BurneƩ eƚ Ălii, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, V.3, &ƌŽŵ WeƌƟnĂǆ ƚŽ DĂcƌinƵs ;�� ϭϵϯʹϮϭϴͿ͗ >ǇciĂͲWĂŵƉhǇliĂ ƚŽ 

�ŐǇƉƚ, online (2024); hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uŬ/search/browse͍volume_idс10
RPC VI – D. Calomino, A. BurneƩ, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, VI, &ƌŽŵ �lĂŐĂbĂlƵs ƚŽ DĂǆiŵinƵs dhƌĂǆ ;�� ϮϭϴʹϮϯϴͿ, 

online (2017, 2022); hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uŬ/search/browse͍volume_idс11
RPC VII.2 – :. Mairat, M.S. Butcher eƚ Ălii, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, VII.2, &ƌŽŵ GŽƌĚiĂn / ƚŽ GŽƌĚiĂn /// ;�� ϮϯϴʹϮϰϰͿ͗ Ăll 

ƉƌŽǀinces eǆceƉƚ �siĂ, Londra / Paris, 2022; versiune online hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.uŬ/search/browse͍volume_
idс14

RPC VIII – :. Mairat eƚ Ălii, ZŽŵĂn WƌŽǀinciĂl �ŽinĂŐe, VIII, WhiliƉ / ;�� ϮϰϰʹϮϰϵͿ, online (2020); hƩps://rpc.ashmus.ox.ac.
uŬ/search/browse͍volume_idс15

SA – SovetsŬaja Arheologija, AŬademija NauŬ SSSR, Institut Arheologii, MosŬva
SAA – Studia AntiƋua et Archaeologica, Iași
SCIV(A) – Studii și Cercetări de Istorie Veche (și Arheologie), București
SCN – Studii și Cercetări de Numismatică, București
SEAT – Studien zur Eisenzeitlichen Archäologie ThraŬiens, Rahden/Westphalia
Simpozion Chișinău 2004 ʹ ^iŵƉŽǌiŽn Ěe nƵŵisŵĂƟcĉ ŽƌŐĂniǌĂƚ cƵ ŽcĂǌiĂ cŽŵeŵŽƌĉƌii ^ĨąnƚƵlƵi cƚeĨĂn cel DĂƌe͕ �Žŵn 

Ăl DŽlĚŽǀei ;ϭϱϬϰʹϮϬϬϰͿ͕ �hiƕinĉƵ͕ Ϯϵ seƉƚeŵbƌie ʹ Ϯ ŽcƚŽŵbƌie ϮϬϬϰ. �ŽŵƵnicĉƌi͕ sƚƵĚii ƕi nŽƚe, București, 2007. 
_lČsŬieSprawArch ʹ _lČsŬie Sprawozdania Archeologiczne, Wroclaw, Polonia
SMMIM – Studii și Materiale de Muzeografie și Istorie Militară, București
SNG-ANS, DĂceĚŽniĂ / – ^ǇllŽŐe EƵŵŵŽƌƵŵ GƌĂecŽƌƵŵ͘ dhe �ŽllecƟŽn ŽĨ ƚhe �ŵeƌicĂn EƵŵisŵĂƟc ^ŽcieƚǇ͕ WĂƌƚ ϳ͕ 

DĂceĚŽniĂ /͗ �iƟes͕ dhƌĂcŽͲDĂceĚŽniĂn ƚƌibes͕ WĂeŽniĂn ŬinŐs, New zorŬ, 1987
SNGCop 5 – ^ǇllŽŐe EƵŵŵŽƌƵŵ GƌĂecŽƌƵŵ͘ dhe ZŽǇĂl �ŽllecƟŽn ŽĨ �Žins ĂnĚ DeĚĂls͕ �Ănish ZŽǇĂl EĂƟŽnĂl DƵseƵŵ, 

Copenhaga, 1942-1969 (serie reeditată); V, /ŽniĂ͕ �ĂƌiĂ ĂnĚ >ǇĚiĂ, West Milford, 1982 
SP – Studii de Preistorie, București
SprawArch – Sprawozdania Archeologiczne, Warsaw
StArchBrno – Studia Archaeologica Brunesia, MasaryŬ University, Brno
Starinar – Starinar. ArheoloƓŬi institut Beograd
StComPitești – Studii și Comunicări, Seria Istorie, Muzeul :udețean Argeș, Pitești
StMatTârguMureș – Studii și Materiale, Târgu Mureș
StratumPlus – Stratum Plus, ccoala Superioară de Antropologie, Chișinău, St Petersburg, București
Studia Hercynia – Studia Hercynia. :ournal of the Institut of Classical Archaeology, Univerzita Karlova, Cehia
Studia Praehistorica – National Archaeological Institute with Museum of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences
Syria – Syria. Archéologie, art et histoire. Institut Franĕais du Proche-Orient
Terra Sebus – Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis, Anuarul Muzeului Municipal „Ioan Raica”, Sebeș
Th-D – Thraco-Dacica, București
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Transylvanian Review –Transylvanian Review. Centrul de Studii Transilvane, Cluj-Napoca
Tyragetia – Tyragetia. Anuarul Muzeului Național de Istorie a Moldovei, Chișinău
UPA – Universitätsforschungen zur Prähistorischen Archäologie, Bonn
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