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ABSTRACT

This contribution explores the archaeological evidence for the supply of imported fineware along the Central road (Via
Diagonalis) in the province of Thrace during the Principate. Finds from twelve sites situated in close proximity to its route
have been examined.
According to the available data, the import of ceramic goods started around the time of the road’s construction during the
reign of Emperor Nero, at the latest. Italian and South Gaulish sigillata along with thin-walled pottery were among the
earliest documented imports in Serdica, together with products of Western Asia Minor and/or the Pontic region. Later on,
products of Pergamene (Eastern sigillata C), Pontic and probably also Moesian workshops were attested.
Philippopolis, and sites studied from its territory, were supplied with fine wares, originating from Western Asia Minor
(ESC, Eastern sigillata B) and the Pontic region (Pontic sigillata) since the second-third quarter of the 1st century AD. During the 2nd and the first half of the 3rd century the majority of ceramic goods came from the Pergamon region, supplemented
with occasional imports of ESB, Cnidian relief wares, etc.
The sites from the territories of Augusta Traiana and Hadrianopolis, as well as Hadrianopolis itself, were supplied during
the 2nd and 3rd century with fine wares mainly from the region of Pergamon. A small number of finds of Eastern sigillata A
and B, Pontic sigillata and African red slip ware shows alternative extra-provincial sources of goods.
The evidence from the transport containers indicate that the bulk of amphora-borne commodities came from similar to the
abovementioned provenances, so it could be suggested that at least some of the imported ceramic artefacts could have been
transported as side products of wine, olive oil and other agricultural stocks.
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Introduction
The so-called Diagonal or Central road was constructed after the Roman conquest of Thrace
in ca. AD 45–46, during the reign of Emperor Nero at the latest, as we learn by the earliest known
inscriptions mentioning the building of road infrastructure (Torbatov 2004, 87–88). Ceramic vessels
were among the first products to be distributed along its route, from the second-third quarter of the
1st century AD onwards.
Тhis contribution is aimed at analysing the trends of the supply of imported fineware along
one of the two main roads in the province of Thrace during the Principate. Another objective is to
explore the potential connections of the marketing of ceramic items with the long distance trade of
agricultural products.
The present study focuses on a restricted number of sites, located in proximity to the Central
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Fig. 1. Map of the province of Thrace (c. AD 136–193).
Provincial border after Tatscheva 2000, additions by A. Harizanov
Обр. 1. Карта на провинция Тракия (136 – 193 г.).
Провинциална граница по Tatscheva 2000, с добавки от А. Харизанов

road (up to 10 Roman miles of its supposed course), that provide evidence for import of ceramic
artefacts (fig. 1).

The sites
1. Serdica (modern Sofia)
The town of Serdica (fig. 1.1) supplies so far the earliest data for imported pottery along the
north-western section of the “Thracian” part of the Central road. Fragments of Italian sigillata wares
(ITS henceforth) were found in the stratigraphic layers related to the earth and timber dwellings of
the Roman town, dated to the middle – the 3rd quarter of the 1st century AD. One fully preserved (D/r:
7.5; D/f: 4; H: 3.61) and two fragmented cups (D/r: 12.5; D/r: 12) were classified as Consp. 34.1.2
1 When describing vessels’ dimensions, the following abbreviations will be used: ‘D/r’ – rim diameter; ‘D/f’ –
foot diameter; ‘H’ – height; ‘W’ – width (maximum diameter of the vessel); ‘∅’ – wall thickness. All unspecified dimension
are in centimetres.
2 The following abbreviations of popular typological scheme entries will be used here: ‘Consp.’ – corresponds
to the shapes of Italian sigillata wares included in Conspectus Formarum Terrae Sigillatae Italico Modo Confecte (see
Ettlinger et al. 1990); ‘Drag.’ – to the typological entries of H. Dragendorff for the Italian and South Gaulish sigillata
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Fig. 2. Imported ceramic vessels from Serdica (A-D) and Novae (E). After: Ivanov 2013, 155-159, Obr. 1-8,
12; Balkanska 1964, 142, Obr. 10; Dimitrova-Milčeva 2000, Тaf. 26.412.
Обр. 2. Вносни керамични съдове от Сердика (A-D) и Нове (E). По: Ivanov 2013, 155-159, Obr. 1-8, 12;
Balkanska 1964, 142, Obr. 10; Dimitrova-Milčeva 2000, Тaf. 26.412

The intact cup has an internal stamp CORNELI(us) in planta pedis (fig. 2.A1–3). Two almost entirely
preserved vessels (D/r: 18, D/f: 9, H: 4.3; D/r: 18; D/f: 9.2; H: 4.4) and fragments of two other ITS
vessels were ascribed to form Consp. 20.4 (fig. 2.B1–2), with one of the former having an internal
stamp PLCLE (Publius Lucius Clemens) in planta pedis. As noted by the author, the suggested dates
for the contexts related to these finds were later than the known period of their production and distribution, and marked the time of their discard (Ivanov 2013, 148–151).
Few fragments of South Gaulish sigillata (SGS hereafter) vessels were discovered at the same
archaeological site (“Metro station 8–II”), namely two sherds of one (?) cup Drag. 35/36 (D/r: 16)
and one sherd of bowl Drag. 37, in contexts dated respectively to the end of the 1st – the beginning
of the 2nd century AD and the time of Hadrian/Antoninus Pius (fig. 2.C) (Ivanov 2013, 149–151).
Imported vessels were also discovered during the 1950s at archaeological excavations in another part of the Roman town, situated to the Еast of the bouleuterion. Among the finds there were
red and grey slipped vessels, with incised, stamped and barbotine decoration. Most of the published
items were uncovered between the two floor levels of a water basin, presumably in a single context,3
(Dragendorff 1896); ‘L’ – to Loeschke’s types of Çandarlı wares (Loeschke 1912, 344–407); ‘H’ – to Hayes forms of
Çandarlı wares (see Hayes 1972, 316–322); ‘Atlante’ – to the forms of Eastern sigillata A, B, C (Serie Augustea) and D,
and the Pontic sigillata, included in Atlante delle forme ceramiche, Vol. II (see Hayes 1985, 9–96; Tav. I–XXIII); ‘Zh.’ –
to Zhuravlev’s forms of the Pontic sigillata (Zhuravlev 2010); ‘MS’ – to Meyer-Schlichtmann’s forms of Pergamene fine
wares (Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988).
3 As seen below, the described finds show divergent chronological background and at least some of them seem
to predate with up to a century the terminus of the presumed single context, based on the mentioned coin of Septimius
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together with a coin of Septimius Severus (Balkanska 1964, 137).4
Two fragments of plates were described as similar to Pergamene dishes (F1–F3) of the Athenian agora deposits (see Balkanska 1964, 140, no. 16; Robinson 1959, 10–11; Pl. 60). However the
dating of this group of the agora finds is set in the last three quarters of the 1st century BC (Robinson
1959, 10–11), which is too early for the Serdica examples. Given the discrepancy in the dating of the
two deposits, as well as the described rough external features and orange-red slip of the not entirely
preserved Serdica finds, it seems more prudent to relate them to other products of the Pergamon
region, most likely to form L6,5 common for the 1st century – the beginning of the 2nd century AD
(Hayes 1985, 75) or its derivative, the similar form H4, widespread in the late 2nd and the 3rd century
AD (Hayes 1985, 78). The orange-red colour of the slip points toward the earlier group of Çandarlı
products (see Hayes 1972, 316; Hayes 2008, 50).
Finds, which could also be attributed to the class of Eastern sigillata C or Çandarlı ware
(henceforth ESC).6 and more specifically to form L19 (the so-called “flanged bowls”), were found in
the same context. Due to the low quality of the slip (or the poor preservation of the fragments?), they
were described as locally made products (Balkanska 1964, 140, Fig. 7.b, d). Again the orange-red
colour of the coating could place these vessels among the series of ESC, characteristic mostly of the
1st and the early 2nd century AD (see Hayes 1985, 76).
Another find from the described assemblage in an almost entirely preserved thin-walled cup
(D/r: 8.5; D/f: 2.5; H: 9) with hemispherical body, flat base and slightly everted rim (fig. 2.D). The
colour of the clay after firing is grey, while the surface is covered with a dull black slip. The decoration comprises a row of barbotine ornaments in the upper part and rows with incised decoration (rouletting) in the lower part of the body (Balkanska 1964, 142–143, Fig. 10). Initially described as “terra
nigra”, this vessel should be attributed to the reduced fired thin-walled fine wares. The distinctive
decoration scheme is characteristic of the so-called Sirmium ware (Premk 1987, 437–450; Šuljug,
Filipović 2018, 653–654), distributed mostly in South Pannonia and only occasionally in other parts
of Pannonia, also Italy, Noricum and Moesia (Nagy 2016, 640). Almost identical to the one from
Serdica, but fired in an oxidised atmosphere, are a 1st century AD find from Aquincum (Nagy 2016,
638–641, Figs. 5.102, 6.23) and one from Novae (fig. 2.E) discovered in a context related to the earth
and timber period of the legionary camp (ca. AD 45–46 to ca. AD 69) and classified as a product
of South Pannonian workshop (Dimitrova-Milčeva 2000, 23–25; 71; Taf. 26.412). More oxidised
fired parallels are found among the discarded products of a 1st century AD kiln in Sirmium (Premk
1987, 442, Fig. 3.15), while similar reduced fired items were uncovered in graves from the necropolis of Emona, dated to the second half of the 1st century AD and described as North Italian imports
(Plesničar-Gec 1987, 451–464).
In 1998 part of the Eastern extramural suburb of Serdica was excavated. Large amount of ceramic material was discovered within several rooms of a building, used from the late 2nd century AD
until the 250s or the 260s (Dintchev, Gatev 1999, 49–63). Among the ceramic finds were an ellipsoid
tray with relief floor decoration and a two-handled mug (D/r: 7.5; D/f: 5.3; W: 12.8; H: 12.4) with
Severus. It is very likely that the finds actually came from more than one stratigraphic layer.
4 Due to the lack of drawings and precise description of all mentioned discoveries, the provenance of only a few
could be identified.
5 The two vessels were ascribed to type 2 in Kabakchieva’s typology of the Roman red slip plates in the province
of Thrace, presumably locally made and influenced precisely by form L6 of the ESC (see Kabakčieva 1983, 2–3).
6 In this contribution, the term ESC will be used to describe vessels originating from the region of ancient
Pergamon and its port at Pitane, near nowadays Çandarlı. For the terminology used in the classification of the products of
the Pergamon region and general information on the topic, see Loeschke 1912, 344–407; Hayes 1972, 316–318; Hayes
1985, 71–73; Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988; Hayes 2008, 49–52; Domzalski 2014, 151–159; Japp 2014, 11–22.
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Fig. 3. Ceramic vessels from Serdica (A, C), Butovo (B), Potaissa (D) and Romula (E). After: Dintchev,
Gatev 1999, 55, Figs. 7-8; Sultov 1985, Table XXXVIII.6; Rotaru, Nedelea 2018, 80, Fig. 9.1; Popilian 1976,
Pl. XXXVI.288
Обр. 3. Керамични съдове от Сердика (A, C), Бутово (B), Потаиса (D) и Ромула (E). По:
Dintchev, Gatev 1999, 55, Figs. 7-8; Sultov 1985, Table XXXVIII.6; Rotaru, Nedelea 2018, 80, Fig. 9.1;
Popilian 1976, Pl. XXXVI.288

barbotine decoration and a Greek inscription “ΠΙΕΙΖΟΗΝ” placed within it (Dintchev, Gatev 1999,
55, Figs. 7–8; 59). As noted by the authors (Dintchev, Gatev 1999, 59), the two vessels find parallels
in the production of Moesian and Dacian centres. The mug (fig. 3.A) resembles the production of the
centre at Butovo where pine-cone scales made en barbotine are characteristic of the locally made
products (fig. 3.B) (Sultov’s type 9a – Sultov 1985, 78; Tables XXXVIII.6; XXXVIII.1), although
no such inscription is known. Vessels of identical shape were also produced in Dacia (Popilian’s type
1 – see Popilian 1976, 91; Pl. XXXVIII). Given that the text was written in Greek it is more plausible
that the mug originated from a region where this language was common (or that it was produced for
such a market, as was Serdica), so the hinterland of Nicopolis ad Istrum seems a suitable candidate.
The ellipsoid ceramic tray has a small ornamentation on the two handles and relief decoration on the floor, the preserved part of it comprising two human and one animal (a rabbit?) figure
(fig. 3.C). Trays of similar shape, but with more elaborate decoration on the handles and the rim,
and without decoration on the floor, are to be found again in the repertoire of the site at Butovo (see
Sultov 1985, 93; Table LI.1). Vessels of identical shape and handle decoration were also discovered
at Romula (fig. 3.D) (Popilian 1976, 177; Pl. XXXVI.288) and Potaissa, with the latter also carrying
a relief floor decoration and being classified as import (fig. 3.E) (Rotaru, Nedelea 2018, 80, Fig. 9.1).
In 1979 rescue excavations were carried of a burial mound from a tumular necropolis situated
in the present north-eastern part of Sofia. The cremated remains of a soldier were discovered in the
central grave of the mound. Among the grave goods were two identical cups, placed inside a larger
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Fig. 4. Drinking cups from Serdica (A-B), Belozem (C), Merichleri (D.1-2) and Georgi Dobrevo (E). After:
Pissarova 1995, 25, Figs. 17-18; Peev 1926, 74, Obr. 8; Aladžov 1965, 118, Taf. B, II.3.2121; 121, Taf. D,
VI.12.1; Pencheva 2011, 349, Obr. 1a-b
Обр. 4. Керамични чаши от Сердика (A-B), Белозем (C), Меричлери (D.1-2) и Георги Добрево (E). По:
Pissarova 1995, 25, Figs. 17-18; Peev 1926, 74, Obr. 8; Aladžov 1965, 118, Taf. B, II.3.2121; 121, Taf. D,
VI.12.1; Pencheva 2011, 349, Obr. 1a-

ceramic vessel. The burial was dated to the second half of the 2nd century AD (fig. 4.A) (Pissarova
1995, 18–28).
The two ceramic cups are two-handled, with vertical rims, cylindrical upper and conical lower
part of the bodies, and low feet. The decoration comprises two bands of horizontal grooves in the
upper body parts. The first vessel (fig. 4.A1; D/r: 7.8; D/f: 3.2; H: 6.3) is covered with light orange
slip, while that of the second one (fig. 4.A2; D/r: 8; D/f: 3; H: 6.2) is grey-brown in colour (Pissarova
1995, 25, Figs. 17–18).
The described artefacts find analogies among the products of the Hotnitsa and Varbovski livadi
workshops. Items of such origin were discovered in the necropolis at Kalvaka in Butovo with coins
of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius (see Sultov’s type 6 – Sultov 1985, 77; Table XXXVI.5).
Parallels are also to be found in the Pontic sigillata (henceforth PS) class. The Serdica finds resemble
vessels of shape Zh. 33, with the latter, however, having more rounded bodies and slightly everted
rims. This Pontic shape is found in contexts dated from the last quarter of the 1st to the mid- 2nd century AD and according to D. Zhuravlev is a derivative of the Italian thin-walled ware (see Zhuravlev
2010, 63–64; 149; 227, Pl. 31). Grey coloured vessels of almost identical shape were discovered in
Mereşti, Northern Romania, in contexts from 1st century BC – 1st century AD (see Rusu-Bolindeţ,
Botiş 2018, 14–15).
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Similar to the Serdica finds are the skyphoi with low angular body described as local imitations of Bosporan sigillata, which were produced at the kiln site at Brad, North-eastern Romania. The
latter was active from the 2nd century BC to the beginning of the 2nd century AD (see Popescu 2017,
19–28). Comparable in shape vessels were likewise found in Histria where such forms were classified as cups with curved handles (Suceveanu’s type XXIII–1). The closest parallel to the Serdica
finds were described as a 2nd century AD Pontic product with possible influence of the workshops
from the hinterland of Nicopolis ad Istrum (see Suceveanu 2000, 84–88; Pl. 33.10).
One more possibly imported vessel was discovered in another burial mound, excavated in the
North-eastern outskirts of modern Sofia in 1998 (fig. 4.B). The cup was placed in a larger ceramic
vessel, situated about 0.50 m above the cremated remains of a female (Agre 2000, 50–59).
The vessel in question (D/r: 8.8; D/f: 4.2; H: 7.7) has a hemispherical (almost cylindrical) upper part of the body, narrower beneath the slightly everted rim. The lower part of the vessel has conical shape and a concave foot. The two vertical handles are almost rectangular, with a slight folding in
the upper side. The fabric is fine, with pink colour of the clay. The entire vessel is covered with not
fully preserved, fine red slip. The decoration comprises two floral motifs, made in black paint, placed
on opposite sides of the upper body part. According to the researcher, the grave should be dated to
the 2nd century AD (Agre 2000, 55–56, 10; 58, no. 11).
Examples resembling the shape of the Serdica vessel were discovered in a necropolis in Southwestern Crimea, in graves dated to the second half of the 1st century AD. The finds were classified
as imports, presumably from the modern territories of Romania or Bulgaria. One of the vessels has
decoration similar to that of the Serdica find but painted in white colour (Zhuravlev 2010, 35–36).
Several such items were found in Late Hellenistic and Roman graves from the necropolis of Tomis
and were described as derivatives of Hellenistic kantaroi. A find, most similar to the one from Serdica, but again with decoration in white paint (like the vessel from the Crimea), was dated to end of the
1st century BC – the beginning of the 1st century AD and designated as a prototype of the form, with
the reminder of the finds being dated to the 1st century AD (Bucovală 1969, 299–300, Fig. 4a). More
parallels, found in settlements of pre-Roman Dacia, were described by M. Popescu. An example almost identical in shape and decoration to the Serdica find was discovered at the aforementioned site
at Brad and was classified as a Pontic imitation of the Pergamene skyphoi with painted decoration in
West Slope style (Popescu 2013, 36–38; 106; Pl. 2.71).
Undecorated variety of the same form was found in a burial mound near the village of
Çömlekakpınar, about 20 km to the North of Hadrianopolis (modern Edirne), with early forms of
ESC wares and other finds, dated to the mid- 1st century AD (Yildirim 2007, 705–714). More undecorated items were discovered in the necropolis of Parion, North-western Asia Minor, again in graves
from the 1st century AD (Ergürer 2018, 192–193; Fig. 7).
According to D. Zhuravlev, the evolution of the described form could be related to the repertoire of the Pergamon ateliers, more precisely to the skyphoi of MS form S8 (see Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988, 69; 215; Taf. 8). Its distribution in the Crimea is placed between the second half of the
1st and the beginning of the 2nd century AD at the latest (Zhuravlev 2010, 36).
Workshops where such vessels were also manufactured during the Early Roman period were
probably located in Histria. A. Suceveanu classifies such items as cups (kantharoi) with rectangular
handles (type XXIII–2). The finds from Histria with presumable local origin have red coloured clay
and coating of red to brown slip. Where existing, the floral decoration is made in white or yellow
paint. The items are dated to the 1st century AD, while similar imported artefacts, with supposed
North Pontic origin, are dated to the first half of the 1st century AD (Suceveanu 2000, 84–88; Pl.
34.17–25).
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Fig. 5. First century ceramic assemblage from Philippopolis. After: Slavkova 2015, 141, Fig. 1
Обр. 5. Керамични съдове от I век сл. Хр. от Филипопол. По: Slavkova 2015, 141, Fig. 1

2. Philippopolis (modern Plovdiv)
Being the largest city in Thrace, Philippopolis (fig. 1.2) was obviously a major hub in the longdistance trade and distribution of various kinds of goods. A number of publications of excavations
within its urban and suburban zone (both now underneath the modern city of Plovdiv) have produced
evidence for imported pottery.
Probably the earliest to date published finds were discovered in the eastern intramural part of
the Roman city, close to the Eastern gate. Two of the stratigraphic layers uncovered on the site were
dated respectively to the first and second half of the 1st century AD. In the first one a coin of Rhoemetalces I was found (ca. 13 BC – 11 AD, see Lozanov 2015, 79), while in the second – the coins were
of Claudius, Vespasian and Domitian. According to the researchers, the ruins of the latter period
were remnants of a street, which was a continuation of the Central road inside the city (Bozhinova,
Slavkova 2014, 393–394). The vessels in question came from the earlier archaeological context.
Among the group of slipped wares were cups, bowls and beakers (fig. 5) (Slavkova 2015, 135–143).
A single foot sherd of terra sigillata, with internal anepigraphic stamp7 of planta pedis design,
was also found in the first context (fig. 5.A). It was made of fine clay and covered on both sides
with lustrous orange-red gloss. The small size of the sherd made impossible its secure identification
(Slavkova 137, no. 4; 141, Fig. 1.4). The preserved part of the vessel’s shape, the description of the
gloss, and most of all the type of the stamp, point toward Eastern or Pontic origin.
Internal stamps in planta pedis were first used on ITS in ca. AD 15–20 (Ettlinger et al. 1990,
147–148; Martin 2015, 296–297) and a bit later on wares from the Eastern sigillata B (henceforth
ESB), ESC and PS (Zhuravlev 2010, 98–102). A recent study on ESA stamps has produced no evidence for the use of anepigraphic stamps of planta pedis design (Lund 2016, 831–840), while the
7 I would like to thank the author of the publication, Tsvetelina Slavkova (PhD student, NIAM-BAS), for
providing me with additional information and a drawing of the find.
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epigraphic variety of these stamps was not very common (Bes 2017, 251–252).8 ESB1 wares, on the
other hand, were probably the most frequently stamped vessels in the East during the 1st century AD,
but mostly with dies bearing letters and only occasionally placed within a foot-shaped frame (Bes
2017, 243–261). The potters of the Pergamon region began stamping their production in planta pedis
from ca. AD 50 onwards (Hayes 2008, 51, Note 19), although stamping in general was a rarity among
the discovered and published ESC finds (see Domzalski, Jaworski 2012, 57–62). The anepigraphic
variety of the planta pedis stamp was most common for the PS wares in the period between the
mid- 1st century and the first quarter of the 2nd century AD (Zhuravlev 2009, 56–57; Zhuravlev 2010,
98–99). Given the presented facts, it seems plausible that the Plovdiv find was an Eastern (ESC or
ESB1) or more likely Pontic import. As for the exact shape, among the PS forms analogous profiles
of the foot could be seen in Zh. 13.2, 14.4 and 24.2, and Atlante IV. An example of Zh. 24.2, from the
Belbek IV necropolis, stamped in planta pedis and dated to second half of the 1st century AD, stands
in my opinion closest to the item from Philippopolis (see Zhuravlev 2010, 58; Pl. 26, no. 185; Hayes
1985, 93; Tav. XXIII.4).
Four of the preserved rim sherds from the same assemblage bear similar features to the flanged
bowls (especially L15) and even more to the so-called Kalathos cups. The first two finds (D/r: 11 for
both) have vertical rim and bell-shaped preserved parts of the bodies. Between the latter two there
are protruding bands (a flange) on the outside and deep grooves on the inside. They are undecorated,
have pale, beige to beige-yellow colour of the clay and are covered respectively with brown and red
slip on both sides (fig. 5.B–C) (Slavkova 137, nos. 5–6; 141, Fig. 1.5–6). The cups find parallels in
both Western and Eastern sigillata forms. The ITS forms Consp. 22 and 23 were distributed respectively during the Augustan period and the second-third quarter of the 1st century AD (Ettlinger et al.
1990, 90–93), while the rarer form Consp. 17, with a bell-shaped body more similar to the Plovdiv
finds, has been found in contexts from the second decade BC until the reign of Tiberius (Ettlinger
et al. 1990, 80–81). The SGS form Ritterling type 5 was produced during the last decades of the 1st
century BC and the first half of the 1st century AD (Polak 2000, 114). The ESB shapes similar to this
form (Atlante 31 and 32 of ESB1 and Atlante 70 of ESB2) are usually dated to the second quarter /
the middle of the 1st century AD (the ESB1 shapes) or the second half of the 1st – the first quarter of
the 2nd century AD (the ESB2 shape) and comprise a large amount of decorated examples (see Hayes
1985, 65; Hayes 2008, 32–33; 39). Their counterparts in the PS, forms Zh. 29 and Zh. 30, were found
in graves from necropoleis in South-western Crimea dated to the second half (or last quarter) of the
1st – 2nd century AD (Zhuravlev 2010, 59–61). Most similar in colour to the Plovdiv items are vessels
of the ESA versions of these cups (Atlante 46, 47 and 50), which have pale yellow-cream to pinkish
or red clay and red to reddish brown slip coating. They were distributed between the time of Augustus and the end of the 1st century AD, mostly in the first half of the century (Hayes 1985, 34–35;
Hayes 2008, 14; 29). However, closest to the shapes of the Plovdiv finds are some ESC products (MS
forms N39b and N39a; forms Atlante A7 and A6b). These vessels usually have a light red fabric and
red slip coating, and are found in contexts dated from the second half of the 1st century BC to third
quarter of the 1st century AD (Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988, 195–204; 227; Taf. 13.182–183; Hayes
1985, 73–74; Tav. XVI.8).
The rest of the four rim sherds from Plovdiv have similar to the previous two pale, beige colour
of the clay and red to light red coating, which in this case covers only the outer parts of the vessels
(Slavkova 2015, 137, nos. 7–8; 141, Fig. 1.7–8). The first find (D/r: 11) was comparable in shape to
the abovementioned ones (fig. 5.D) (Slavkova 2015, 137, no. 7) although here the internal part of the
8 Hayes supposed that only around 10 % of the ESA production of ca. AD 1–60/70 has been stamped (Hayes
2008, 17).
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junction point between body and rim was smoothed, thus it could also be related to the PS form Atlante VI (see Hayes 1985, 94). The second sherd (D/r: 10) had a more inclined rim and conical body
(fig. 5.E) (Slavkova 2015, 137, no. 8). This shape finds parallels in the abovementioned form Zh. 30
(analogous to Atlante V) of the PS (see Zhuravlev 2010, 60–61) and also among the thin-walled vessels (form LXVII) discovered at Cosa, Italy, in Claudian-Neronian contexts (Marabini Moevs 1973,
254–255; Pls. 52).
Another rim sherd (D/r: 14), described as part of a bowl, could also be related to the products
of the Pergamon region. The fragment has spherical (or conical?) preserved body part and elaborate,
everted rim. The colour of the clay after firing is beige, while the coating is made of red gloss (fig.
5.G) (Slavkova 2015, 138, no.19; 141, Fig. 1.19). The shape of the rim stands closest to MS form
N40 and Atlante A6a, common in the Pergamon region from the last quarter of the 1st century BC to
the third quarter of the 1st century AD (Hayes 1985, 73–74; Tav. XVI, 7; Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988,
195–204; Taf. 13.188).
Among the finds from the Plovdiv assemblage was also a sherd of the so-called plates with
vertical rim (D/r: 14). It is made of fine clay with added sand, has beige post-firing colour, and a thin
coating of dark red slip on the outside (fig. 5.H) (Slavkova 2015, 139, no. 9; 141, Fig. 1.9). Most
similar to the shape and date of the context is the PS version of these vessels, more precisely form Zh.
1.3.2 (although 2.1.1 is also an option but with a later date), finds of which in the Crimea were dated
to the second half of the 1st century AD (Zhuravlev 2009, 32–33, Fig. 2). The sherd shows similar
features also with the ESB2 form Atlante 58, however it seems that the vessels of the latter shape
were shallower than the Plovdiv find.9 The last pointed parallel had two varieties, early – distributed
in ca. AD 50 – 75, and late – found in contexts from ca. AD 75 to ca. AD 125 (Hayes 1985, 63).
Five of the other slipped vessels could be related to the thin-walled fine wares (fig. 5.F, I–L).
The first one (D/r: 11) is an upper part of a hemispherical bowl with slightly inclined rim. The fabric
is fine, with beige colour of the clay and a red slip coating (fig. 5.F) (Slavkova 2015, 138, no. 14;
141, Fig. 1.14). Sherds of comparable shape were among the finds from the port of Neapolis in Italy
found there in contexts of the 1st century AD. They have similar fabric with a major difference in the
presence of volcanic (black) sand in the latter’s paste (Faga 2010, 189–193, Fig. 2.11–13). Similar
upper body forms are also known from a number of Pontic and Eastern shapes. Among the former are
the vessels of shape Zh. 14, the earlier varieties of which were dated to the second half of the 1st and
the first half of the 2nd century AD (see Zhuravlev 2010, 54). To the East similarities could be seen in
Atlante 51 of the ESA, distributed between AD 70 and AD 120 (see Hayes 1985, 37). Comparable
shapes of the upper body part could again be found in products of the Pergamon workshops, namely
MS form N9a–b, common from the last quarter of the 1st century BC until the end of the 1st century
AD (see Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988, 195–204; Taf. 11.123–125).
The second vessel (D/r: 8) have a hemispherical (almost cylindrical) body with slightly incurved walls and vertical, lightly inverted rim. The fabric is fine, with golden mica inclusions and
brown colour after firing (with a grey line in the cross-section). The preserved part of the vessel is
coated in red slip. The decoration comprises two bands of shallow grooves placed beneath the rim
and in the central part of the body (fig. 5.I) (Slavkova 2015, 138, no. 13; 141, Fig. 1.13). Thin-walled
hemispherical bowls with similar upper body shape were found during the excavations at Cosa (form
XXXVI) in contexts from the Augustan and the Tiberian periods (Marabini Moevs 1973, 159–160;
Pl. 22, 30). Vessels of almost identical shape were among the finds from Neapolis as well, discovered
there in layers dated to the first half of the 1st century AD and up to the Claudian period (Faga 2010,
189–193, Fig. 2.1–4; 197, Fig. 5.14). Similar in shape and fabric examples were also discovered
9
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at a kiln site in Sirmium and classified as locally made thin-walled wares whose forms were influenced by North Italic imports (Premk 1987, 442–443, Fig. 3.10). To the East, analogies, although
with thicker walls, could be seen in the products of the Pergamon region (MS form Sü 8), found in
contexts dated from the end of the 1st century BC to the third quarter of the 1st century AD (MeyerSchlichtmann 1988, 195–204; Taf. 21).
The third thin-walled sherd from Plovdiv (D/r: 8) has a biconical body with vertical, slightly
inverted rim and two vertical handles. It has brown coloured clay and uneven coating of brown slip
(fig. 5.J) (Slavkova 2015, 138, no. 12; 141, Fig. 1.12). This example is similar to vessels from the
ESC, more precisely to Atlante A9, and MS form Ts 1c, characteristic for the late 1st century BC –
early 1st century AD, for which however the red coloured clay and coating were common (Hayes
1985, 74; Tav. XVI.11; Meyer–Schlichtmann 1988, 195–204; Taf. 10.30). The Plovdiv vessel finds
analogies also in Atlante P33 of the Cypriot sigillata (ESD henceforth) dated to the second half of the
1st century BC and later (Hayes 1985, 86; Tav. XX.11). Sherds with similar upper body shape are to
be found among the abovementioned finds from the port of Neapolis as well, from Tiberian and early
Claudian layers (Faga 2010, 192; 197, Fig. 5.8).
The fourth sherd (D/r: 7) from the Plovdiv assemblage has a vertical slightly inclined rim and
spherical body divided by a horizontal groove. The fabric is fine, with added sand and brown colour
of the clay, with grey line in the cross-section (fig. 5.K) (Slavkova 2015, 137, no. 10; 141, Fig. 1.10).
The last thin-walled item (D/r: 9) has similar shape with the vertical rim here being slightly everted,
while the preserved body part is more angular than rounded (fig. 5.L) (Slavkova 2015, 138, no. 11;
141, Fig. 1.11). Both examples find close analogies in the assemblages from Neapolis in contexts
from the first half of the 1st century AD (Faga 2010, 192; 196, Fig. 4.5–6).
During the 1950s archaeological excavations in the central area of modern Plovdiv, located
to the South of the Roman agora, parts of three parallel streets and several insulae were uncovered.
Two building periods related to the Roman period habitation of the area were documented. The first
period is dated to the 1st – the beginning of the 2nd century AD, while the second occurred during the
2nd and the first half of the 3rd century AD (Botusharova 1956, 111–130). Among the ceramic finds
were a number of imported vessels, only part of which could be recognised, due to the lack of precise
drawings and description.
According to the excavator, the group of plain red slip and sigillata items was characterised
by light pink to yellowish fabric, with sand inclusions, and an orange-red dull slip, thicker on the
inside of the vessels. They were classified as imports from the Pergamon region (Botusharova 1956,
127–128). The published drawings made it possible to identify several forms of ESC wares, namely
L6 and L26b, H1, H2, L19 / H3 and H4, and possibly also L9 (fig. 6.B1–B7) (see Botusharova 1956,
139–140, Tables VI.1–3, 6–9, 21; VII.1–3). Additional identifiable fragment could be related to form
Atlante 60 of the ESB2 (fig. 6.C) (see Botusharova 1956, 140, Tabl. VII.4; also Hayes 1985, 64; Tav.
XIV.7).
More finds from the excavations in the same part of the ancient city were described in another
publication by the same author. Among them was a flanged bowl form L19 / H3 (D/r: 11.5; H: 6).
However, in this case the colour of the clay was described as yellow, while that of the slip as red (see
Botusharova 1960a, 88–89, Fig. 17), which is a little unusual for the imports from the Pergamon region (see Hayes 2008, 49–50). Still, identical items with presumed ESC origin were also discovered
at the kiln site at Ostrov, near Durostorum (see Rusu-Bolindeţ, Botiş 2018, 281, nos. 779–780).
Another section of the Roman city, comprising streets and four insulae, situated to the East of
the Roman agora, was excavated in 1983–4. Two building periods were identified within the excavated zone, the first – from the 1st to the mid– 3rd century AD and the second –the second half of the
3rd and the beginning of the 4th century AD (Karov, Bospatchieva 1989, 129–149). Among the finds
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Fig. 6. Imported vessels from Philippopolis (A-C) and Merichleri (D) (not to scale). After: Karov,
Bospatchieva 1989, 150, Fig. 20; Botusharova 1956, 139-140, Tables VI.1-3, 6-9, 21; VII.1-3; Aladžov 1965;
118, Taf. B, II.3.2; digital remastering by A. Harizanov
Обр. 6. Вносни съдове от Филипопол (A-C) и Меричлери (D). По: Karov, Bospatchieva 1989, 150, Fig.
20; Botusharova 1956, 139-140, Tables VI.1-3, 6-9, 21; VII.1-3; Aladžov 1965; 118, Taf. B, II.3.2; графична
преработка А. Харизанов

were a number of red slip vessels. Four of them were flanged bowls, ESC forms L19 / H3. Three (D/r:
7: 10; 11.5; D/f: 3; 4; 4; H: 3; 4.8; 5.5) had pinkish to ochre coloured body and were coated with a
thick red-brown slip. The fourth (D/r: 11; D/f: 4.7; H: 4.9) was obviously a reduced fired vessel, with
grey coloured body and a grey-black slip coating (fig. 6.A1) (Karov, Bospatchieva 1989, 149–150,
Fig. 20.2).
Two of the other finds were hemispherical bowls with slightly everted rims, with a shallow
groove on the upper side, and offsets (grooves) on both sides of the base. The first one (D/r: 13; D/f:
5; H: 4.5) has a light brown colour of the clay and is coated with a dull red slip. The second (D/r: 10;
D/f: 3.7; H: 3) has a light ochre coloured body and darker coating of dull red slip (fig. 6.A2) (Karov,
Bospatchieva 1989, 149–150, Fig. 20.5). The shape, the colours of the clay and the coating, as well
as the offsets on both sides of the bases find analogies in form Atlante 80 of ESB2, common for the
period between ca. AD 80 and AD 150 (see Hayes 1985, 69–70).
ESC wares were also discovered in a tumular grave from the South-eastern necropolis of
the city dated with a coin of Nerva issued in AD 96 or 97 (fig. 7.A) (Tsonchev 1960, 128–129, Fig.
15a–c). Eight of the vessels from the grave were flanged bowls, five were most likely of form L19
(D/r: 10–10.5; D/f: 3.2–3.8; H: 5.5–6) while the rest were probably of form L15 (D/r: 7.3–7.8; D/f:
3–3.5; H: 3.8–4.3).
A set of eleven ESC wares was found in the eastern vicinities of the modern city, inside a
dolium covered with stone. Six of the vessels are dishes with incurved rim and a ring foot (fig. 7.B;
D/r: 17.6–17.9, 21.5–22, 24; D/f: 10; 12.4–13.1; 15; H: 3.3–4.5), while the rest are cups with hemispherical (close to cylindrical-conical) body and a ring foot (fig. 7.C; D/r: 12.5–13.2; D/f: 5.2–5.5;
H: 5.3–6). They have lightly pink colour of the clay and are covered with a red-brown slip, thicker on
the inside of the vessels’ surface. Their outer sides have production marks in the form of horizontal
scratches and lines. The find was dated to the second half of the 2nd – the beginning of the 3rd century
AD (Botusharova 1960b, 173–175, Figs. 4–6; Cherneva 2006, 289–291). The author of the initial
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Fig. 7. Imported vessels from Philippopolis. After: Tsonchev 1960, 129, Fig. 15; Botusharova 1960b, 174,
Obr. 5; 175, Obr. 7; Cherneva 2006, 288, Obr. 7-8
Обр. 7. Вносни съдове от Филипопол. По: Tsonchev 1960, 129, Fig. 15; Botusharova 1960b, 174, Obr. 5;
175, Obr. 7; Cherneva 2006, 288, Obr. 7-8

publication was not sure whether the vessels should be regarded as low quality imports or local work
(Botusharova 1960b, 175). The shallow dishes from the same set are included in Kabakčieva’s typology for the red slip plates in Thrace, where they are classified as type 2 of the locally manufactured
items (Kabakčieva 1983, 2–3). The set became part of another publication, concerning presumed local production of Eastern sigillata imitations in Philippopolis. While acknowledging their similarity
to the products of the Pergamon region, the author also related them to production of local ateliers
(Cherneva 2006, 285–287). Their proper identification was made by A. Dimitrova-Milcheva in her
work on the local and imported pottery in Lower Moesia and Thrace, where the vessels were attributed to the ESC forms H4 and H5 (Dimitrova-Milcheva 2008, 120).
Another Eastern import in Phillippopolis was an oinophoros acquired by the Archaeological
museum Plovdiv in 1954. The vessel is made in a two part mould, has a flat base and cylindrical
body, conical shoulders and cylindrical neck, separated from the rim and the body by relief horizontal
ribs. The two ribbed vertical handles are placed beneath the vertical rim and in the lower part of the
shoulders. The vessel is made of orange-brown clay and covered on the outside with partially preserved orange-red slip. An elaborate relief decoration is placed on the body and the shoulders. That
of the former comprises two erotic scenes, placed in relief frames and presenting intimate relations
of a male and a female (the so-called “symplegmata” scene) lying on a cline. Each scene is flanked
by an oil lamp, placed on a candelabre, a mirror, a ceramic vessel and vine leaves with grapes. The
shoulders are decorated with stylised petals of a rosette (fig. 8.A) (Miltscheva 2004, 128–136).
The vessel was described as an Eastern (Cnidian or Pergamene) import and dated to the 2nd –
rd
3 century AD. A find from Tulcea, Romania, was pointed as identical in terms of shape and decoration of the shoulders (Miltscheva 2004, 131). The decoration of the body comprised a different, Dio-
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Fig. 8. Mould-made vessels from Philippopolis (A, D), Crimea (B – Panticapaeum; C - Belbek IV) and Tunisia
(E) (not to scale). After: Miltscheva 2004, 135; AGSP 1984, table CXLV.2; Zhuravlev 2010, 287, Pl. III; Treister
1994, 35, Fig. 6.1; Naydenova 1965, 48-49; Flecker 2005, 176, Taf. 7; 178, Taf. 9; 180, Taf. 11; 196, Taf. 27.4
Обр. 8. Изработени в калъп съдове от Филипопол (A, D), Крим (B – Пантикапей; C – Белбек IV) и Тунис
(E). По: Miltscheva 2004, 135; AGSP 1984, table CXLV.2; Zhuravlev 2010, 287, Pl. III; Treister 1994, 35, Fig.
6.1; Naydenova 1965, 48-49; Flecker 2005, 176, Taf. 7; 178, Taf. 9; 180, Taf. 11; 196, Taf. 27.4

nysiac scene. The find was dated to the 3rd century AD (Radulescu 1974, 317–323; Rusu-Bolindeţ,
Botiş 2018, 200, no. 545).
A close parallel to the decoration of the Plovdiv find was discovered in a grave from the Belbek IV necropolis in South-western Crimea. The vessel in question is made in a four piece mould
and is described as a head lagynos, one of the distinctive shapes of the Cnidian production during the
Roman period. The relief decoration comprises four couples in “symplegmata” scenes. Additional
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elements among the four love scenes included oil lamps standing on candelabra, mirrors and ceramic
vessels (fig. 8.C) (Treister 1994, 33–39). Although different in detail, the positions of the figures, the
beds, and the presence of oil lamps, candelabra, mirrors and ceramic vessels is a strong indication
for the common origin of both vessels.
Still, the closest parallel to the Plovdiv find was discovered on the Eastern shore of the Crimea
during archaeological research in Panticapaeum (fig. 8.B) (AGSP 1984, tabl. CXLV.2; Dyachkov,
Zhuravlev 2001, 112, ris. 3.1). The identical shape of the bodies, the rims and the handles, and even
more the almost precisely matching decoration scheme (here with additional floral motifs), including
the two couples in “symplegmata” scenes and the stylised rose petals on the shoulders, indicate that
the two vessels probably came from one atelier, or at least their original moulds were produced by
the same craftsmen.
The vessel from the Belbek necropolis was initially dated to the first half of the 1st century AD,
while later it was placed in the second half of the same century due to details in the representation of
the candelabra and the mirrors (Treister 1994, 36–39). Lastly, the vessel was dated to the middle –
the second half of the 2nd century AD in relation to the date of the entire necropolis (Zhuravlev 2017,
117–118), which however could indicate only the time when it was placed inside the grave. The find
from Panticapaeum was first dated to the Hellenistic period, while more recently it was recognised
as a Cnidian import of the Roman period (Dyachkov, Zhuravlev 2001, 113).
Part of another mould made vessel was found during excavations in Plovdiv in 1964. The
preserved section of the find is shaped as a human head, above which a conical rim is placed. The
vessel is made in a two-part mould, it is well fired and has a red colour. The head represents a grotesque female face, which according to the author was a stylised depiction of the Gorgon Medusa.
The vessel was found in a sand layer without archaeological context and was dated to the late 3rd – 4th
century AD due to the style and execution of the decoration (fig. 8.D) (Naydenova 1965, 47–49). The
applied mould-making technique, the shape of the head and the rim, indicate that the preserved part
of this find was most probably an upper section of a head lagynos. Given the fact that no handle or
base of a handle was found, the latter should have been placed on the shoulders of the vessel or in the
transitional part between the neck and the shoulders.
As mentioned above, items of analogous shape and design were one of the characteristic forms
of the Cnidian relief ware during the Roman period. They were also produced in the late 3rd and the
4th century AD in the Pergamon region and in Northern Africa (Hayes 2008, 106–107). The upper
part of the already described Crimean example (fig. 8.C) is shaped as a male head, although different
in execution from the Plovdiv find. The front side of the head is in high relief, while the rim has a
rather small diameter (see Treister 1994, 33–42; Zhuravlev 2010, 33–35; 206, Pl. 10).
More similar to the Plovdiv find are products of the Navigus workshop circle in Tunisia, where
head lagynoi were produced from the second quarter or second half of the 3rd century probably until
the 4th century AD (fig. 8.E) (Flecker 2005, 143–154). Although no exact parallel could be seen, the
products of the Tunisian workshops have comparable shapes of the head, the rim and the horizontal
protruding band between the two. In addition, the stylised depiction of the haircut, together with the
incising technique used in its manufacture (see Flecker 2005, 161–163; 189–198; 237–238), also
point toward similar production background for the Plovdiv artefact. It is seems very likely that the
latter was manufactured in a workshop, located in the same region of the Empire.
3. Sadovo (Plovdiv district)
In 1958, during construction work, a tumular necropolis was registered to the South-west of
the town of Sadovo (fig. 1.3). Two of the burial mounds, each with a central grave, were excavated.
Among the ceramic finds from the grave in mound 1 were two plates with vertical rims, two cups
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Fig. 9. Ceramic vessels from Sadovo. After: Zhuglev, Kaludova 1963, 33-36, Figs. 2-7
Обр. 9. Керамични съдове от Садово. По: Zhuglev, Kaludova 1963, 33-36, Figs. 2-7

with conical bodies and vertical rims and a two-handled hemispherical cup (fig. 9). The grave was
dated to the late 1st – early 2nd century AD (Zhuglev, Kaludova 1963, 33–39).
The first plate with vertical rim (D/r: 16.5; H: 3.5) is made of fine clay with dark red colour
and a coating of thick red gloss with metal shine. The rim is vertical, while the lower part of the plate
is almost horizontal and has a ring foot base. Two connected concentric grooves are visible on the
internal part of the base, with a rectangular anepigraphic stamp placed in the centre. The second plate
(D/r: 16.2; H: 3.2) has almost identical shape, size and coating of shining red slip, while the colour
of the clay is somewhat lighter. The internal decoration comprises one big and one small concentric
groove, with anepigraphic stamp of planta pedis design placed within the latter (fig. 9.A) (Zhuglev,
Kaludova 1963, 33–36, Figs. 2–5). The shape, fabric and decoration of the two plates are closest to
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those of the PS plates with vertical rim. The finds were pointed as a parallel by D. Zhuravlev to his
form 2.1.2 of the Pontic products, distributed during the second half of the 1st and the first half of the
2nd century AD (see Zhuravlev 2009, 34–36, Fig. 3).10
The third and the fourth vessels were cups with almost vertical rim and conical body. The first
one (D/r: 11.9; D/f: 5.2; H: 5.5) has a brick red colour of the clay and a coating of red slip, while
the second one (D/r: 12) has a lighter red fabric and is covered with slip of similar colour (fig. 9.B)
(Zhuglev, Kaludova 1963, 34–36; Fig. 6). The shape, fabric and the lack of decoration, aside from
the grooves under the outer side of the rim, find most analogies with PS form Zh. 30.2 (equivalent to
Atlante V), common in South-western Crimea during the second half / last quarter of the 1st century
– the first half of the 2nd century AD. D. Zhuravlev mentions that these cups were usually found in
graves together with plates with vertical rim and a planta pedis stamp (Zhuravlev 2010, 60–61; 223,
Pl. 27).
The fifth vessel (D/r: 6.5; D/f: 3.2) is a two-handled cup with elongated hemispherical body,
ring foot and slightly everted rim. It was covered with remnants of red slip (fig. 9.C) (Zhuglev, Kaludova 1963, 34; 36, Fig. 7). Again, the cup finds close parallels in the production of the North Pontic
region, more precisely to form Zh. 32.5, dated to the second half of the 1st and the beginning of the
2nd century AD (see Zhuravlev 2010, 62–63; 226, Pl. 30).
4. Belozem (Plovdiv district)
During the 1920s excavations of a burial mound, located 2 km to the South of the village of
Belozem (fig. 1.4), a soldier’s grave was discovered. Apart from the elements of military equipment,
the grave offerings comprised also ceramic, bronze and glass vessels. The grave was dated to the 2nd
– 3rd century AD (Peev 1926, 65–85).
Two of the ceramic vessels were described and presented with sketch drawings. The first one
(D/r: 13; H: 7) is undecorated, has a conical or slightly hemispherical body, low (ring?) foot and
inverted conical rim, separated of the body by a protruding band (Peev 1926, 71–73, Obr. 7). The
described cup is similar to the abovementioned form Zh. 30.2 of the PS, although without the usual
grooves under the rim (see Zhuravlev 2010, 60–61).
The second vessel is a two-handled cup (D/r: 8; H: 7) with a cylindrical to hemispherical upper and conical lower part of the body, concave foot and a slightly everted rim. It is also undecorated
(fig. 4.C) (Peev 1926, 72; 74, Obr. 8). This cup is almost identical to the shape of the described above
skyphos from the vicinities of Serdica. Given the date of the finds, it seems much more plausible that
the burial took place between the late 1st and the first half of the 2nd century AD.
5. Opalchenets (Bratia Daskalovi municipality)
The site at Opalchenets (fig. 1.5) was excavated in 2018 and 2019 due to the reconstruction of
the railway line Plovdiv – Stara Zagora, which passed through the central part of the investigated area
(Harizanov, Koseva 2019, 388–389). Remains of several temporary buildings and dolia pits were
uncovered. Among the finds were four silver Roman coins, issued between the reigns of Septimius
Severus and Maximinus Thrax. The excavated part of this probably seasonal settlement, located at
about 2 km to the North of the Central road, seems to have existed between the late 2nd and the first
10 It should be noted that plates with vertical rim of almost identical shape and internal stamps were produced in
the centre at Varbovski livadi near Pavlikeni, presumably in the second and third quarter of the 2nd century AD (see Ivanov
2019a, 7–8). However there is another hypothesis for the start of the production of these and other vessels in this centre,
placing the initial date of their manufacture around the end of the 1st – the beginning of the 2nd century AD (see Harizanov
2019, 139–140, Note 158). Therefore, it cannot be excluded that the finds from Sadovo were produced in this or another,
still unidentified Thracian or Moesian production centre, influenced by PS forms.
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half of the 3rd century AD.
Among the small amount of pottery found at the site were fragments of several ESC wares,
comprising forms H1, L26 (?), H2 and H4.
6. Merichleri (Dimitrovgrad municipality)
During 1958 – 1960 six burial mounds were excavated at about 1 km to the West of the modern
town of Merichleri (fig. 1.6) (Aladžov 1965, 77–122).
Two-handled cups with shapes very close to that of the Serdica and Belozem finds were discovered in three of the excavated graves (no. 7 in mound 1, no. 2 in mound 2 and no. 12, found near
mound 6). The first one is coated in red slip and was found in a warrior’s grave together with another
three ceramic cups, also spear heads, a “Celtic” type sword and an iron spur (Aladžov 1965, 84–85).
The second vessel (D/f: 4.5; W: 9; H: 7; ∅ : 0.3) was discovered in a cremation grave and was
the only grave good apart from the ceramic pot used as an urn. It has grey colour and is covered in
slip, burned during the burial ritual (fig. 4.D1) (Aladžov 1965, 89; 117, Taf. A, II.2.2).
The third skyphos shaped cup (D/r: 7; D/f: 4; W: 8.5; H: 7.5; ∅ : 0.3) was discovered in a secondary cremation grave and was the only find inside the grave-pit. It has a poorly preserved coating
of red slip (fig. 4.D2; Aladžov 1965, 111; 121, Taf. D, VI.12.1).
Among the other ceramic vessels from the necropolis was a set of two red slip plates and a
bowl, discovered inside grave no. 3, in mound 2. The plate of interest (D/r: 13.5; D/f: 7.5; H: 3.1; ∅
: 0.5) had a low conical body without foot and everted rim. It was covered with poorly preserved red
slip (fig. 6.D; Aladžov 1965; 89–90; 118, Taf. B, II.3.2). The vessel is very similar in shape to form
L9 of the ESC, common in contexts of the 1st and 2nd century AD (see Hayes 1985, 76). However,
similar in shape vessels are among the presumably locally made items in Hadrianopolis, found inside
an extramural Roman kiln (see Atli Akbuz 2008, 16), so the possibility of a local Thracian origin
cannot be completely excluded.
7. Nova Nadezhda (Haskovo district)
The site at Nova Nadezhda (fig. 1.7) was discovered in 2013 close to the right bank of the
Maritsa River. Five kilns, three clay pits, two ovens and a possible shed or a house were discovered
(Harizanov 2016, 581–594).
Ceramic building material and mould-made terracotta figurines were among the earliest manufactured items at the site. However, the major part of the produce was dedicated to table and kitchen
wares. The Nova Nadezhda workshops were in operation from the time of Antoninus Pius (around
the mid– 2nd century), until the mid– 3rd century AD at the latest (Harizanov 2016, 586–592).
Apart from the locally made tableware, products of ESC origin were also found at the site.
They comprised forms H3 (and L19?), L26b / H2 and H1 (fig. 10.A).
8. Preslavets (Harmanli municipality)
One of the largest assemblages of imported ESC shapes (identified in more than 60 rim fragments and 20 foot sherds) was found during the excavations of a site near the modern village of
Preslavets (fig. 1.8) in 2014.
Most of the described pottery was discovered in a small dry river bed that appeared to have
been used as a dump site from the dwellers of a nearby situated Roman village. The four coins, found
in the river bed, were dated between the 1st and the 3rd century AD, while a hoard of additional 49
coins was found a bit to the North of the latter. The coins from the hoard were issued between the
rules of Septimius Severus and Phillip the Arab and were probably hidden in the course of the Barbarian invasions of the mid– 3rd century AD (Dintchev 2015, 550–553).
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Fig. 10. ESC wares from Nova Nadezhda (A) and Preslavets (B). Photos and drawings by A. Harizanov
Обр. 10. Съдове от Източна сигилата C, открити в Нова Надежда и Преславец. Снимки и графична
документация А. Харизанов

Among the identified shapes of ESC was an almost entire plate, form L26b (D/r: 18.5; D/f: 8;
H: 4.3), together with fragments of forms L26a (?), L26b, H2, L19, H3, H1, L6 (?), H4 and H5 (fig.
10.B).
9. Georgi Dobrevo (Liubimets municipality)
The rural complex near Georgi Dobrevo (fig. 1.9) was located in the territory of Hadrianopolis
and existed from the end of the 2nd until the mid– 3rd century AD. A few dwellings, a horreum and
two ceramic kilns were found within the excavated area of the site and were interpreted as being part
of a vicus rather than a villa. Among the identified ceramic imports were forms of ESC, African red
slip ware (ARSW henceforth), Phocaean white painted pottery and Attic oil lamps (Pencheva 2014).
The ESC products predominated among the imported wares and included all five forms (H1
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Fig. 11. Ceramic vessels from the tumular necropoleis at Mladinovo (A-C) and Svilengrad (D-H) (not to
scale). After: Mikov 1936, 109, Obr. 98b; 115, Obr. 103; 119, Obr. 105; Velkov 1937, 150, Abb. 141.3; 158,
Abb. 147; 161, Abb. 153; 163, Abb. 156; 164, Abb. 157
Обр. 11. Керамични съдове от могилните некрополи до Младиново (A-C) и Свиленград (D-H). По:
Mikov 1936, 109, Obr. 98b; 115, Obr. 103; 119, Obr. 105; Velkov 1937, 150, Abb. 141.3; 158, Abb. 147; 161,
Abb. 153; 163, Abb. 156; 164, Abb. 157

94

Supply of imported fineware along the Central road in Roman Thrace
through H5) of the so-called late series, classified by J. Hayes. More intriguing were the early imports of ARSW, previously unregistered in Thrace, which comprised forms 6B, 9B, 14/17, 27 and 31
(Pencheva 2014, 4).
An interesting find, coming from one of the buildings, destroyed by fire around the mid- 3rd
century AD, was a cup with cylindrical-conical body and a barbotine decoration (fig. 4.E). Among
the ornaments of the latter, there is a partially preserved inscription in Greek (“…EZH…”).11 As it
was pointed out by the author, vessels of similar shape were produced in the ceramic centre at Hotnitsa (Pencheva 2011, 349–353; see Sultov 1985, Table XXXVII.1). In the cited work of B. Sultov,
he mentions that there was also a limited scale production of such cups in the centre at Varbovski
livadi (Sultov 1985, 77). The shape in question is actually very similar to the abovementioned skyphoi with rectangular handles (see fig. 4.B–D), which in the Hotnitsa case were more rounded. It is
plausible to suggest that the described Thraco-Moesian12 products were a 2nd century evolution of the
said skyphos form. As for the find from Georgi Dobrevo, it cannot be excluded that it was produced
exactly in а Thraco-Moesian (Hotnitsa, Varbovski livadi or other) workshop.
Graffiti were found inscribed on several vessels from the excavations of the settlement. Among
the mentioned inscriptions were ΡΑΥΛ, СΤΟΦΑΝΟ(С) и ΧΑΡΙ(Σ). Described by the author as personal names (Pencheva 2014, 8), ΧΑΡΙ(Σ) however is usually related by scholars to a word of other
meaning (a moto, greeting, etc.). Pottery stamps with such an inscription were among the commonest
types within the discovered so far stamped examples of ESA dated to the period between ca. AD 10
and ca. AD 120 and were also found on smaller quantities of ESB wares (see Bes 2017, 252–261).
Given these facts, the discovery of such an inscription (although incised and not stamped) on an item
could point toward products of later date deriving from Asia Minor and the Eastern Mediterranean,
contemporary with the period of occupation of the site at Georgi Dobrevo. Of course, it could also
be an indication for the similar use of such words among the Greek speaking population in Thrace.
10. Mladinovo (Svilengrad municipality)
During the 1930s a number of burial mounds were excavated around the village of Enia (nowadays Mladinovo) in the Sakar Mountain (fig. 1.10) (Mikov 1936, 99–121).
More than 30 small burial mounds were registered 1 km to the North of the modern village. A
plate of possible Pontic origin was among the ceramic vessels found in the grave of the first investigated mound. The vessel (D/r: 16.3; H: 3.6) has shallow body, ring foot and horizontal rim with a
side (ribbon) handle (see fig. 11.A) (Mikov 1936, 109–110, Obr. 98b). The plate shows close resemblance with form Zh. 9 and Atlante II of the PS. According to Hayes, the latter was common in the
late 1st – 3rd century AD (Hayes 1985, 93), while examples of the former in South-western Crimea
were dated around the middle – second half of the 2nd century AD (see Zhuravlev 2010, 52; 218, Pl.
22.141). However, similar plates were also discovered among the locally made items in the production centres at Nova Nadezhda and Varbovski livadi (see Ivanov 2019a, 6), the latter active mostly in
the 2nd century AD, so the origin of this Mladinovo find remains uncertain.
Imported pottery items were found in another one of the excavated tumular necropoleis, located about 5 km to the West of the modern village. In the grave of burial mound 1, ESC vessels
were discovered, namely of forms L 26b / H2 (D/r: 24.2; H: 5.8), H4 (D/r: 25.3; H: 5.1) and H5 (D/r:
11 According to E. Pencheva, the inscription was similar to the text on the abovementioned mug from Serdica
(see Pencheva 2011, 351).
12 The sites at Hotnitsa and Varbovski livadi were part of the province of Thrace probably until AD 193, when
Nicopolis ad Istrum and Marcianopolis were transferred from Thracia to Moesia Inferior together with their hinterland
(for the latter, see Boteva 1996, 173–176). Due to this circumstance, Hotnitsa and especially Varbovski livadi couldn’t be
referred to just as Moesian production centres, but rather as Thraco-Moesian.
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14.4; H: 6.3), together with fragments of form H3 and L26 / H2 (see fig. 11.C1–C3) (Mikov 1936,
115, Obr. 103; 117).
Fragments of ESC vessels, form H3, were found in burial mound 6 as well (see Mikov 1936,
119, Obr. 105). Three other vessels from the same mound could also have been imported. The cups in
question have truncated-cone-shaped bodies with everted rims and no feet. Two of the three vessels
(D/r: 13.8; 11.1; H: 4.8; 4.8) have a groove on the upper side of the rim (see fig. 11.B1, B3) (Mikov
1936, 119, Obr. 105f, h), while that of the third one is more rounded but again with a groove (see
fig. 11.B2) (Mikov 1936, 119, Obr. 105g). The shapes of these finds show close resemblance with
forms of ESB2, namely Atlante 73 and 75, with the exception of the low foot characteristic for the
latter.13 The two ESB2 forms were common in the last quarter of the 1st and the first quarter of the
2nd century AD (see Hayes 1985, 65–68). The items from mound 6 are also very similar to MS forms
N22 and N23 of the ESC, common for the time between the second half of the 1st century BC and
the beginning of the 2nd century AD (see Meyer-Schlichtmann 1988, 195–204; Taf. 12.151–152).
Almost identical items were produced in the centre at Varbovski livadi near Pavlikeni as well, presumably during the second and third quarter of the 2nd century AD (Ivanov’s type XII – see Ivanov
2019a, 12–13). Given the known periods of distribution of the described parallels (and the lack of
precise description), it could be suggested that the cups from Mladinovo were made in a Thracian or
a Moesian workshop.
Another one of the finds (D/r: 25.2; H: 5.4) from the same mound is similar in shape to vessels
of ESD, more precisely to Atlante P29, usually dated to the first half of the 2nd century AD (see Mikov
1936, 115, Obr. 103.е; 117; Hayes 1985, 86; Tav. XX.8). Still, vessels of related shape were among
the presumably locally made products in the town of Augusta Traiana during the late 2nd – 3rd century
AD (see Kalčev 1991, 245–246; 257, Abb. 7.12), so again it cannot be excluded that this vessel was
part of the assortment of a Thracian workshop.
All discovered graves from the mounds near Mladinovo were dated to the 3rd – 4th century AD
on the basis of the ceramic finds (Mikov 1936, 120–121). It seems much more plausible to suggest an
initial date in the 2nd century and a final date of these burials around the mid– 3rd century AD.
11. Svilengrad
During 1932–33 several burial mounds, situated between the modern day settlements of Mezek
and Svilengrad (fig. 1.11), were studied by I. Velkov (Velkov 1937, 117–170). A number of ceramic
vessels with possible extra-provincial origin could be identified among the discovered items.
In grave no. 2 of burial mound 1, several ceramic vessels were uncovered next to the cremated
remains of the deceased, along with two gold earrings, a small glass vessel and a coin of Faustina
the Younger issued in AD 180 (Velkov 1937, 150–151). One of the illustrated shapes was a cup with
conical walls and everted rim with a slight groove (see fig. 11.D) (Velkov 1937, 150, Abb. 141.3),
similar to the described vessels from Mladinovo. It finds parallels in the said form Atlante 73 of the
ESB2 and MS form N22 of the ESC. With a terminus post quem in AD 180 and the absence of the traditional for the ESB low ring foot, the Svilengrad find was probably part of the assortment of another
workshop. As it was already mentioned, very similar items were produced in the centre at Varbovski
livadi near Pavlikeni, presumably during the second and third quarter of the 2nd century AD (Ivanov’s
type XII – see Ivanov 2019a, 12–13). Truncated-cone-shaped cups but with slightly different features

13 A vessel of similar shape, again without the usual low ring foot, was found in Aquincum, in a context of the
late 1st – first decades of the 2nd century AD and classified as being close to Atlante 75 of the ESB2. Local imitations of
the latter form, comparable to the Mladinovo finds, were made by a few workshops in Aquincum – see Gabler et al. 2009,
51–72.
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were among the ascribed to the locally made articles (?) found at the extramural kiln sites of Augusta
Traiana, active during the late 2nd and the 3rd century AD (see Kalčev 1991, 245–248; 259, Abb. 9.5;
271, Abb. 24.5), while such were absent in the production repertoire of the other somewhat closely
located centre at Nova Nadezhda.
Two almost identical in shape to the conical cup items (D/r: 10; H: 5) were discovered in
grave no. 2 (central burial) of mound 3, again with a coin (this one severely burned) of Faustina the
Younger issued in AD 180. They were found together with a plate with vertical rim and two shallow
plates with incurved rim. One of the latter has three identical internal stamps of planta pedis design
(see fig. 11.E1–E4) (Velkov 1937, 157–158, Abb. 147).
Apart from the previously described vessels of Pontic origin, plates with vertical rim were
also produced in both Moesia and Thrace.14 As for the Svilengrad plate, it finds parallels in the PS
form Zh. 4.2, common in the 2nd – first half of the 3rd century AD (see Zhuravlev 2009, 46–48). It
corresponds also to Suceveanu’s type XVII, and more precisely to the local, Histrian version of the
shape, with rounded internal junction point between the rim and the body, dated to the 2nd – 3rd century AD (see Suceveanu 2000, 62–69; Pl. 25.35). Likewise, the Svilengrad find shows analogies with
products of the workshops around Nicopolis ad Istrum, namely to the plates of Sultov’s type 1c (see
Sultov 1985, 62–63; Table XXVI.3).
The two shallow plates with incurved rim (fig. 11.E2) have very low foot and a similar size
(D/r: 15, H: 5.3; D/r: 17, D/f: 7.5, H: 5), with the slightly larger one bearing the mentioned stamps.
They find analogies in the PS form Zh. 12, which however was distributed in the Crimea during the
second half of the 1st century AD (Zhuravlev 2010, 53). Taking the date of the context into account, it
is very likely that the Svilengrad vessels were produced in a Thracian or more so Moesian workshop,
given that stamping in planta pedis was much more common for the latter.15
Two soldiers’ burials were uncovered beneath mound 4 of the same necropolis. Among the
offerings in grave no. 2 were two flanged bowls and a conical cup, the latter with everted rim with
a slight groove (see fig. 11.F1–F3) (Velkov 1937, 158–160, Abb. 153). The first bowl was probably
ESC, form H3 (fig. 11.F2). The second however has a flat base, without the usual for the ESC products ring foot (fig. 11.F1), so a different (local?) origin cannot be excluded. Most similar to its shape
is a find from Histria (Histrian or ESC origin?) dated to the late 2nd – first half of the 3rd century AD
(see Suceveanu 2000, 60–62; Pl. 22.5). Analogies could also be seen in some of the sherds from the
extramural Roman kiln in Hadrianopolis as well as within the presumably locally made items of such
form in the same city (see Atli Akbuz 2008, 14–15; 42–43).
Imported pottery is also to be found among the offerings in the central grave of burial mound
8, discovered together with a coin of Emperor Commodus (fig. 11.G1–G6) (Velkov 1937, 162–163,
Abb. 156). Securely recognisable are two ESC vessels, forms L26b/H2 (fig. 11.G1; D/r: 24; H: 5.5)
and H3 (fig. 11.G2; D/r: 13; H: 4.5).
Two of the other four table wares from the grave show similar features as shapes of ESB2.
The first one (fig. 11.G5; D/r: 11; H: 4) is a small conical cup with low foot and two ribbon handles,
placed to the sides of a horizontal rim. Closest parallel to this find could be seen in Atlante 74b, common in the last quarter of the 1st and first quarter of the 2nd century AD (see Hayes 1985, 68). The
second vessel (fig. 11.G6; D/r: 18; H: 4) of possible ESB origin is a hemispherical bowl with offsets
(grooves) on both sides of the base. This bowl is very similar to the already mentioned form Atlante
14 Within the latter from the second half of the 2nd century AD onwards – see Harizanov 2016, 586; 591, Fig.
13; Kalčev 1991, 245–246; 258, Abb. 8.
15 To my best knowledge, no securely identified local, “Thracian” red slip ware with stamp of planta pedis
design has been found until now to the south of the Haemus mons, in the hinterland of the province.
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80, distributed according to Hayes between ca. AD 80 and AD 150 (see Hayes 1985, 69–70). Given
the later date of the context of the grave in mound 8, it seems that the two vessels could not have been
of ESB class. However, such late ESB2 forms were occasionally found together with identical ESC
shapes, in contexts dated to the second half of the 2nd and the first half of the 3rd century AD (see Lund
2003, 127; Gabler et al. 2009, 55), so it is possible to have the same situation here.
One of the two remaining vessels (fig. 11.G3; D/r: 10; H: 4) is a truncated-cone-shaped cup
with slightly everted rim, similar to the abovementioned ones from mounds 1, 3 and 4, and the necropolis near Mladinovo. The second one (fig. 11.G4; D/r: 13; H: 4.5) has a biconical body and a low
foot. It shows similarities with form Atlante P22b of the ESD, common in the late 1st and the first
two decades of the 2nd century AD (see Hayes 1985, 84–85). Analogies could also be seen among
products of Moesian workshops, for example the one at Pet Mogili (Karavelovo).16 securely active in
the late 2nd and early 3rd century AD (see Ivanov 2019b, 271; 274, Fig. 5). Again, this shape was not
among the production repertoire of more closely located Thracian workshops of the time, as the ones
at Nova Nadezhda and Augusta Traiana (see Harizanov 2016, 581–594; Kalčev 1991, 245–273).
12. Hadrianopolis (modern Edirne)
During 2002–2003 rescue excavations were conducted near the so-called Macedonia tower in
Edirne, Turkey. Parts of the fortifications of Roman Hadrianopolis (fig. 1.12) were revealed, together
with five ceramic kilns and several buildings, dating from the Roman to the Ottoman period (Yildirim 2006, 293–304).
In a Master’s thesis, defended in 2008, L. Atli Akbuz examined the Roman age pottery from
the excavations, including the findings from an extramural ceramic kiln, dating to the same period
(Atli Akbuz 2008). Among the catalogued 605 ceramic sherds were 108 pieces of Eastern sigillata
vessels. Three were classified as ESA, two as ESB, while the rest were ascribed to the ESC class (Atli
Akbuz 2008, 29–36; L. 25–41).
The ESA finds consist of two bowl fragments and one dish sherd, with pink colour of the clay
and a red to dark red slip coating. The sherds were described as being common in the 1st century AD
(Atli Akbuz 2008, 33; L. 25.86–88). According to the presented drawings they could have been of
forms Atlante 38 and 51, usual for middle and the second half of the same century (see Hayes 1985,
31–32; 37).
The ESB fragments have reddish yellow body and a red to reddish yellow slip coating. The
second sherd was identified as form Atlante 60 and dated to the mid– 2nd century AD (Atli Akbuz
2008, 34; L. 25.90).
The sherds associated with the ESC were identified as forms L5 (4 examples), L19 (12 examples), L26a–b (21 examples), H4 (60 examples) and H5 (5 examples) (Atli Akbuz 2008, 34–35; L.
25–42). Another 55 sherds, which were ascribed to the locally made items due to similarities with the
findings from the Roman kiln (Atli Akbuz 2008, 43–44; L. 58–68), could also be related to the ESC
wares. All are of similar to forms L19 / H3 shape and, given their fragmentary state, at least some
could have been part of the imported class of wares.
In addition, three sherds from the kiln findings (see Atli Akbuz 2008, 16; L. 16.42–44) have
shapes similar to the abovementioned plate with everted rim from Merichleri (see fig. 6.D) and likewise there is a possible connection with form L9 of the ESC.

16 The archaeological site was located close to the villages of Pet mogili and Karavelovo. Known from its initial
publication as being near the settlement of Pet mogili, the latter name remained in use in some newer publications (see
Harizanov 2019, 157–158). In the cited article of St. Ivanov, however, the name of the other village Karavelovo is used
instead, due to the fact that the place of the archaeological site now lies within its territory.
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Discussion
pate

1. Overview on the imported fineware along the Central road during the Princi-

The earliest ceramic imports along the Via Diagonalis road were found in urban context, which
is logical given the towns’ place as hubs for redistribution of goods, especially in the initial period of
incorporation of Thrace within the Empire’s economy (see Lozanov 2015, 84).
The 1st to early 2nd century AD finds from Serdica show picture (although limited in scale)
similar to that of the military camps along the Lower Danube Limes (see for example DimitrovaMilčeva 2000, 27–29), with western imports of ITS, SGS and thin-walled wares, which corresponds
to a certain extent with the idea of M. Ivanov for participation of Roman soldiers in the establishment
of the Roman town (see Ivanov 2013, 152). However, the data from the 2nd and the 3rd century AD
indicates that the town began to receive Eastern (ESC), also Pontic (?), Moesian and other imports at
that time, very much in line with the supply in the rest of the province.
In contrast to Serdica, Philippopolis had long lasting, pre-Roman traditions in the importation
of ceramic goods, for example West Slope vessels coming from the regions of Pergamon, Ancient
Macedonia and Attica (see Bozkova 2017, 88–98). The finds from the Roman period show divergent
sources of imported products. Among the latter during the 1st century AD17 were vessels of Pontic
(PS), Eastern (ESC and ESA?) and probably also Western (Italian or Pannonian thin-walled wares?)
origin. While the presence of Pontic and Eastern products seems logical, the discovery of early
products with possible Western origin could be explained with the close political and probably also
economic ties with Rome, already established during the pre-provincial period of Thrace.18
Imports found in Philippopolis in contexts dated to the 1st – mid 3rd century AD include more
Pontic vessels, also ESB wares, Cnidian relief ware/s and African (?) wares. However, during the 2nd
and the first half of the 3rd century AD the greatest amount of fine pottery came from the Pergamon
region.
From the late 1st – early 2nd century AD onwards imported products are to be found in necropoleis and settlements from the close hinterland of the city and its territory to the East,19 as were the
cases with the sites at Sadovo and Belozem (nos. 3–4), and near Opalchenets (no. 5). The earliest
such items should most likely be classified as PS and ESC wares, while later on ESC became the
most frequently documented type of artefacts.
The sites at Merichleri, Nova Nadezhda (nos. 6 and 7) and Preslavets (no. 8),20 which were
most likely located in the city territory of Augusta Traiana, show similar to the abovementioned picture. Here the earliest finds are of Pontic (?) and again mostly of Eastern (ESC) origin.
The sites from the territory of Hadrianopolis – Georgi Dobrevo, Mladinovo and Svilengrad
(nos. 9 to 11) – occupied mainly in the second half of the 2nd and the first half of the 3rd century AD,
show one of the most divergent sources of imported ceramic goods. Again the predominant suppliers
were the workshops from the region of Pergamon, with smaller quantities of imports coming here
from the Pontic area (PS?), the South part of Western Asia Minor (ESB2?), Northern Africa (ARSW)
17 Given the described parallels, the context of the earliest described pottery assemblage from the eastern
intramural part of Philippopolis, placed by the excavators in the first half of the 1st century AD (Slavkova 2015, 135), should
be most likely dated to the second-third quarter of the century.
18

See Lozanov 2015, 78–80, for the so-called “Client kingdom” of Thrace and its relations with Rome.

19

On the territories of the towns and cities in Roman Thrace, see Gerov 1988, 136–139.

20 This site was probably located very close to the border line between the city territories of Augusta Traiana and
Hadrianopolis – see Dintchev 2015, 552.
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and probably also from Lower Moesia.
The first major urban development of the city of Hadrianopolis is related to the reign of Emperor Hadrian, who initiated it during a visit in the early 120s (see Yildirim 2006, 294–297; Atli Akbuz 2008, 2–6). Given this fact, it seems logical that most of the imported fine wares were found in
contexts of the 2nd and first half of the 3rd century AD and, as was common during that period, came
from the region of Pergamon.
2. The evidence from the transport containers
The available published data for the import of amphora-borne commodities along the Via
Diagonalis in Thrace contains information mostly for the supply of such products in Serdica and
Philippopolis.
The known to date imported amphorae from the late 1st to the 3rd century AD, found in Serdica,
were used for the transportation of wine and olive oil. Wine was imported from Cilicia, Cyprus and
Western Asia Minor (including the region of Pergamon). Olive oil came from Chios and other Aegean islands, Cnidus and/or Pergamon or Smyrna (see Borislavova 2018, 11–35, Types XI–XII, XVI,
XLIX). In addition, an amphora sherd with presumed Italian origin was among the finds from the
excavations to the East of the bouleuterion (see Balkanska 1964, 138–139, no. 6).
A possible connection with the Northern or the North-western Pontic area, as well as with the
hinterland of Nicopolis ad Istrum, could also be hypothesised due to the presence of table pitchers
of such presumed origin in Serdica. An assemblage, comprising three varieties of these vessels, was
discovered close to the Eastern fortification wall of the Roman town. All of the preserved base sherds
were covered on the inside with remains of pine pitch. This fact, along with the location of the assemblage close to the town’s fortifications, led to the assumption that the vessels were used by the
defenders of Serdica as pitch containers (Stančeva 1964, 148–152). Whether they were actually used
in this manner, remains unclear.21 However, all three types of pitchers are usually associated by researchers with containers for storage and transportation of wine (see below). Furthermore, pine pitch
was used precisely for the internal coating of wine amphorae, made for preventing the absorption of
liquids into the vessel’s body.22
Parallels of the pitchers with probable Pontic origin (fig. 12.A) could be seen in the classification of A. Opaiţ for the table pitchers and table amphoraе in Roman Dobrudzha. According to him,
table pitchers of the variety in question (type 1 in his work – see fig. 12.B) were found in Tomis,
Histria, Olbia, Myrmekion and the hinterland of Dobrudzha, and together with other two regional
pitcher types of similar shape were common for the Greek cities in this region. Type 1 was found
mainly in contexts of the 2nd century AD (Opaiţ 2003, 215–218; see also Suceveanu 2000, 158–160;
Pls. 75–77; Rusu-Bolindeţ, Botiş 2018, 222, nos. 608–610).
The second and the third type of pitchers from the Serdica assemblage were most likely local
Thracian, or Moesian (Thraco-Moesian) product. Analogous items of both types (those similar to the
first one mostly coated in slip) were manufactured during the second half of the 2nd century at the
centre at Varbovski livadi near Pavlikeni (see Sultov’s types 2 and 5 – Sultov 1985, 71–73; Table
XXXIII.2–3, 6). Vessels, similar to the second type of the Serdica pitchers, were also produced to the
South of the Haemus mons, for example in the centre at Nova Nadezhda (see Harizanov 2016, 586;
21 The external traces of pitch on some of the sherds, as well as the presence of an iron stand and remains of
a wooden barrel (see Stancheva 1964, 148), could be an indication for different than the commonly known use of these
table pitchers or for a reuse after their original purpose has been fulfilled. For reuse of transport containers (in this case
amphorae) for various purposes, see Peña 2007, 119–192.
22 See for instance Gallimore 2010, 155–184, on the epigraphic data for amphora production in Egypt, where
references and description of coating of wine amphorae with pitch could be found.
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Fig. 12. Table pitchers from Serdica (A) and Sarichioi, Romania (B) (not to scale). After: Stancheva 1964,
150, Figs. 4-5; Opaiţ 2003, 215, Fig. 1
Обр. 12. Трапезни стомни от Сердика (A) и Саричиои, Румъния (B). По: Stancheva 1964, 150, Figs. 4-5;
Opaiţ 2003, 215, Fig. 1

590, Fig. 12). Two fragmented examples of identical shape were discovered at another archaeological site in Serdica (see Balkanska 1964, 138, Fig. 5a). In addition, amphorae with comparable shape
of the upper body, the neck and the rim, were supposedly locally produced in both Philippopolis and
Serdica during the 2nd and the first half of the 3rd century AD (see Borislavova 2018, 31–32, type
XLI).
More published and analysed data is available for the city of Philippopolis, where the presence
of imported goods, carried in amphorae, has been documented from the last quarter of the 1st century
AD onwards. Wine was imported from the Eastern Mediterranean (counting Cilicia and Cyprus), the
Aegean islands (Cos, Lesbos), Western Asia Minor (including Pergamon) and also the South Pontic
region (Heraclea Pontica). Olive oil came from Chios and other Aegean islands, Cnidus and/or other
parts of Western Asia Minor (Pergamon or Smyrna). Occasional discoveries have proven also the
importation of fruits (figs or dates) from Syria (see Borislavova 2018, 11–35, Types I, VII, XI–XVI,
XXII, XXXIV, XLIX).
According to the available publication, the site at Georgi Dobrevo was supplied with wine and
olive oil primarily from the Aegean islands (see Pencheva 2014, 6; 23).
3. Comparing the two types of data
When comparing the sources of imported fineware and amphora-borne commodities, distinct
pattern emerges. It is probably not a coincidence that the main region from which red slip ware was
imported, around the city of Pergamon and its port at Pitane, was also one of the main exporters of
wine and probably olive oil for Thrace and the settlements along the Via Diagonalis in particular.
The occasionally discovered ESB vessels (most likely produced in the Maeander valley and/
or around Tralleis23) and Cnidian relief wares could also be related to wine and olive oil cargos coming from the same directions. Pottery and amphora-borne products of such origin were probably
distributed exactly along the Diagonal road and/or the closely located Maritsa River. The same could
be said for the finds with hypothetical ESA and ESD origin, presumably produced in the regions
of nowadays North-western Syria, Cilicia and Cyprus (see Hayes 1985, 9–13; 79–81; Hayes 2008,
13–18; 53–54; Lund 2016, 832–833), as these zones were also among the documented exporters of
23
127–128.

Tralleis and Ephesos have been suggested as centres of production – see Hayes 1985, 49–51; Lund 2003,
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amphora-borne commodities for Thrace. Of course, there is always the chance of such rare in number
finds to have been brought in the province not as part of a merchant’s cargo but rather as personal
belongings of a traveller or an immigrant.
Pottery and other merchandise from the Pontic region, on the other hand, could have been
transported to their Thracian destinations along several routes. Amphora-borne commodities of this
origin were distributed in significant quantities in the towns along the Western Black Sea coast from
the second half of the 1st century AD onwards (Borislavova 2018, 42–47; Dobreva 2018, 312–314),
so it seems very plausible for some of them, for instance Odessos and Anchialos,24 to have been used
as hubs for the redistribution of not only agricultural goods but ceramic vessels as well.
Early supply of ARSW, one of the major types of Late Antique fineware in the Balkans,25 is
attested, for now, only in Georgi Dobrevo and probably at Philippopolis. However, the lack of amphorae discovered of the same origin at the sites along the Central road, indicates that these ceramic
items were transported either alone or alongside other types of merchandise.

Conclusion
The restricted number of sites included in this contribution, together with the not entirely secure identification of all described imported ceramic vessels,26 gives a rather preliminary character
of the present study. Nevertheless, the data gathered and processed thus far offers an opportunity for
outlining some trends in the supply of ceramic fineware in the province of Thrace, and along one of
its two main roads in particular.
The Via Diagonalis played an important role in the trans-provincial distribution of goods. The
time of the initial appearance, and the overall amount of imported fine wares at sites, situated along
its course, seems to surpass those attested at most of the other settlements in the hinterland of the
province.
Transportation of ceramic items as a side product of other merchandise has been discussed as a
distribution option for most of the widely traded classes of pottery.27 The gathered and analysed data
for sites along the Central road implies that a significant portion of the imported fine wares in Roman
Thrace came from the same destinations as the bulk of amphora-borne commodities. Whether they
were actually transported alongside these or other goods, remains to be studied.
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24 The evidence from the imported amphorae in Thrace shows that, together with Perinthos and Philippopolis,
Anchialos was a major point for redistribution of goods (Borislavova 2018, 42–43). Furthermore, at both Odessos and
Anchialos were attested early imports of South Pontic products, which remained there in constant supply during the Middle
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See for example Oncevska Todorovska 2010, 59–61; Kabakchieva 2013, 389–434.

26 To a certain extent owed to the lack of precise drawings, good quality pictures and detailed description of
many of the discussed items in their primary publications.
27 On the organisation of trade and the possible links of the long distance transportation of pottery with that of
other goods, mostly amphora-borne, see Peacock 1982, 152–159 (in general); Lund 1999, 1–22 (for ESD); Lund 2007,
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anatoliennes Georges Dumézil, 125–136; Pls. LXXXI–LXXXV.
Lund, J. 2007. The Circulation of Ceramic Fine Wares and Transport Amphorae from the Black Sea
Region in the Mediterranean, c. 400 BC–AD 200. In Gabrielsen, V., Lund, J. (eds) The Black Sea
in Antiquity (Black Sea Studies 6). Lancaster: Aarhus University Press, 183–194.
Lund, J. 2016. Eastern Sigillata A Ware: The Riddle of the Stamps. In Giannopoulou, M., Kallini, Ch.
(eds) Honorary Volume for Professor Stella Drougou. Athens: Fund of Archaeological Proceeds,
831–840.
Marabini Moevs, M. T. 1973. The Roman Thin-walled Pottery: From Cosa (1948–1954). Memoirs of
the American Academy in Rome 32, Rome: American Academy.
Martin, A. 2015. Terra Sigillata and Related Wares. In Bonfante, L., Nagy, H. (eds) The Collection
of Antiquities of the American Academy in Rome. (Memoirs of the American Academy in Rome,
Supplementary Volume XI), Rome: American Academy, 295–310.

105

Alexander Harizanov
Meyer-Schlichtmann, C. 1988. Die pergamenische Sigillata aus der Stadtgrabung von Pergamon.
Mitte 2. Jh. v. Chr. – Mitte 2. Jh. n. Chr. (Pergamenische Forschunden 6). Berlin, New York:
Walter de Gruyter.
Mikov, V. 1936. Ausgrabungen in Sakar-Planina. Annuaire du Musée National Bulgare VI, 1932–
1934, 99–121.
Miltscheva, A. 2004. Oinophoros aus Philippopolis. Annual of the Archaeological Museum Plovdiv
IX.2, 128–136.
Nagy, A. 2016. Thin-walled pottery from the so-called Lágymányos workshop (South of Aquincum).
Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum Acta 44, 633–641.
Naydenova, V. 1965. Antichen figuralen sad ot Plovdiv. Arheologia VII.2, 47–49.
Oncevska Todorovska, M. 2010. Late Antique Pottery in the Republic of Macedonia (late 3 – 6 century). Skopje: Museum of the city of Skopje.
Opaiţ, A. 2003. “Table” Amphora Versus “Table” Pitcher in the Roman Dobrudja. Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum Acta 38, 215–218.
Peacock, D. P. S. 1982. Pottery in the Roman World: an ethnoarchaeological approach. London:
Longman.
Peev, A. 1926. Fouille du tumulus “Gornata moghila” près du village Bélozème. Annuaire de la Bibliothèque Nationale à Plovdiv, 65–86.
Pencheva, E. 2011. A Roman Cup with Greek Inscription Completed in “Barbotino” Technique. Acta
Musee Varnaensis VIII.2, 349–353.
Pencheva, E. 2014. Rimskoto selishte v m. “Dana Bunar: (s. Georgi Dobrevo, obsht. Lyubimets) v
konteksta na shodnite kompleksi ot Trakiya. Avtoreferat na disertacia, Sofia.
Peña, J. T. 2007. Roman pottery in the archaeological record. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.
Pissarova, V. 1995. La tombe tumulaire de soldat près de Serdica romaine. Arheologia XXXVII.3,
18–28.
Plesničar-Gec, L. 1987. Thin-walled pottery from Slovenia. Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum Acta
25–26, 451–464.
Polak, M. 2000. South Gaulish Terra Sigillata with Potters’ Stamps from Vechten (Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum Acta Supplementum 9). Nijmegen: Katholieke Universiteit Nijmegen.
Popescu, M.-Cr. 2013. Hellenistic and Roman Pottery in Pre‑Roman Dacia (2nd century B.C. – 1st
century A.D.) (Biblioteca Musei Napocensis XI), Bucureşti: Editura A.R.A.
Popescu, M.-Cr. 2017. Kantharoi Produced in the Geto-Dacian Settlement of Brad. Several Observations on Models and Chronology. Arhitectură, Restaurare, Arheologie Reports 8, 31–40.
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Cнабдяване с вносна фина керамика
по трасето на Централния път в Римска Тракия

(резюме)

Александър Харизанов

Настоящата публикация изследва разпространението на вносни керамични изделия по
трасето на Via Diagonalis в провинция Тракия през Принципата. Разгледани са фини, основно
трапезни съдове, открити в границите на дванадесет обекта (селища и некрополи), разположени на отстояние до 10 римски мили от предполагаемото трасе на пътя.
Наличието на Италийска, Южногалска сигилата и тънкостенна керамика (обр. 2), сред
находките от I и ранен II век в Сердика, показва сходства (макар и в ограничен мащаб) с видовете импортни изделия в лагерите по Долния Дунав (вж. напр. Dimitrova-Milčeva 2000, 27-29)
и подкрепя донякъде хипотезата на М. Иванов за участие на римски военни в основаването на
селището (вж. Ivanov 2013, 152). В течение на II и III век, обаче, градът изглежда е снабдяван
с вносна керамика от района на Пергам, Северното Черноморие (?), Долна Мизия и други региони (обр. 3-4), до известна степен подобно на останалата част от провинцията.
За разлика от Сердика, Филипопол има установени трайни търговски връзки още от
предримския период, включващи внос на керамични изделия от Пергам, Македония и Атика
(вж. Bozkova 2017, 88-98). Наличната информация за римския период указва доставка на фина
керамика от не по-малко разнообразни източници. Сред разпознатите находки от I век са съдове от класовете на Понтийската сигилата, Източна сигилата C, както и такива с евентуален
западен произход (Италийска или Панонска тънкостенна керамика?) (обр. 5).
Вносните изделия от късен I–III век във Филипопол включват съдове от категориите
на Понтийска сигилата, Източна сигилата B, Книдска и Африканска (?) релефна керамика.
Основен доставчик на фина керамика през този период обаче е районът на Пергам (обр. 6-8).
Най-ранните вносни керамични съдове, открити при проучването на oбектите от късния
I–II век при Садово и Белозем, както и в градската територия на Филипопол, следва да бъдат
причислени към категориите на Понтийска сигилата и Източна сигилата C (обр. 9). Находките
от късния II и III век, открити при с. Опълченец, са форми от късната серия на Източна сигилата C.
Обектите при Меричлери, Нова Надежда и Преславец, най-вероятно попадащи на територията на Августа Траяна, показват сходна картина. Отново някои по-ранно датирани изделия биха могли да се причислят към Понтийската сигилата (?), докато основното количество
импорти е внесено от района на Пергам (обр. 10).
Обектите от територията на Хадрианопол – Георги Добрево, Младиново и Свиленград
– показват голямо разнообразие от импортни изделия. Отново най-масово са представени фините съдове от района на Пергам, допълнени с Понтийска сигилата (?), Източна сигилата B,
Африканска червенолакова керамика и може би Долномизийска лакова керамика (обр. 11).
С изключение на отделни изделия от Източна сигилата А и В, огромната част от вносната керамика в самия град Хадрианопол също принадлежи към категорията на Източна сигилата C.
Публикуваните до момента изследвания върху амфори и амфоровидни съдове, открити
в обекти по Централния път, включват данни основно за Сердика и Филипопол.
Известните досега амфори от Сердика са използвани за пренос на вино и зехтин. Вино е
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внасяно от Киликия, Кипър и Западна Мала Азия. Зехтин е доставян от Хиос и други егейски
острови, Книдос и/или Пергам и Смирна (вж. Borislavova 2018, 11-35, типове XI-XII, XVI,
XLIX). Част от амфора, открита при разкопките на изток от булевтериона, е идентифицирана
като италийски внос (Balkanska 1964, 138-139, no. 6).
За възможни търговски контакти на Сердика със северната понтийска зона и района на
Никополис ад Иструм свидетелства находка от три типа трапезни стомни с такъв предполагаем произход, открита при проучвания в близост до източната крепостна стена на римския
град. С предполагаем севернопонтийски произход са три съда от находката, паралели на които
се откриват в изследването на А. Опайц върху трапезните амфори и стомни от римска Добруджа (обр. 12; Opaiţ 2003, 215-218). Останалите два типа амбалажни съдове са най-вероятно
произведени в тракийски и/или долномизийски ателиета.
Повече обработени данни са налични за Филипопол, където най-ранните транспортни
амфори са открити в контексти от последната четвърт на I в. и насетне. Вино е внасяно от
Източното Средиземноморие, егейските острови, Западна Мала Азия и южния Понт. Зехтин
е доставян от Хиос и други егейски острови, Книдос и/или Пергам и Смирна. Единични находки указват и внос на плодове от Сирия (вж. Borislavova 2018, 11-35, типове I, VII, XI-XVI,
XXII, XXXIV, XLIX).
Според наличната публикация, обектът при с. Георги Добрево е снабдяван със зехтин и
вино основно от района на егейските острови (вж. Pencheva 2014, 6; 23).
Когато сравняваме източниците на фина керамика и транспортирани в амфори стоки,
се забелязват явни сходства. Най-вероятно не е съвпадение, че районът на Пергам, където
се произвежда най-разпространената вносна керамика в Тракия (Източна сигилата C), е сред
водещите износители на вино и може би зехтин за балканската провинция, и в частност за
селища, разположени по Диагоналния път.
Редките находки на други малоазийски и близкоизточни изделия (Източна сигилата B,
Книдска релефна керамика, Източна сигилата А и Кипърска сигилата (?) биха могли да са внасяни съвместно с товари от вино и зехтин, идващи от същите региони. Възможно е, разбира
се, тези спорадично откривани керамични изделия да са били не част от търговски товари, а
лични принадлежности на пътници или имигранти.
Находките, предполагаемо принадлежащи към категорията на Понтийската сигилата,
вероятно са достигали до дестинациите си в Тракия по няколко пътища. Амфори, произвеждани по южното и северно Черноморие, са откривани в повечето селища по западното понтийско
крайбрежие от I век насетне (вж. Borislavova 2018, 42-47; Dobreva 2018, 312-314), така че е
напълно възможно градски центрове, например Одесос и Анхиало (за втория вж. Borislavova
2018, 42-43), да са служили за преразпределителни пунктове не само за пренасяни в амбалажни съдове стоки, но и за редистрибуция на фини керамични изделия.
Африканската червенолакова керамика, един от основните типове вносни керамични изделия през Домината (вж. напр. Oncevska Todorovska 2010, 59-61; Kabakchieva 2013, 389-434),
засега е спорадично регистрирана на обекти с датировка преди средата на III век, а липсата на
открити амфори с идентичен произход предполага, че тези изделия са били транспортирани
или отделно, или като част от товари с по-разнообразен произход.
Ограниченият брой разгледани обекти, заедно с недостатъчно сигурната идентификация
на част от включените изделия, придават на настоящото изследване по-скоро предварителен
характер. Въпреки това, включената и анализирана информация е достатъчна за открояване
на определени тенденции в снабдяването с фина импортна керамика на провинция Тракия, и
в частност на обектите, разположени по трасето на една от двете ѝ основни пътни артерии.
Диагоналният път е имал важно значение в транс-провинциалната търговия с различни
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по вид изделия. В обекти по неговото трасе са установени едни от най-ранните керамични
импорти, като общото количество на последните изглежда превъзхожда това, регистрирано в
други селища от хинтерланда на провинцията.
Разпространение на фина керамика като съпътстващ продукт на транспортирани в амфори изделия е проучвано като възможност за повечето от широко търгуваните класове керамика (вж. напр. Peacock 1982, 152-159; Lund 1999, 1-22; Lund 2007, 183-194; Gabler et al. 2009,
51-72; Lewit 2013, 111-120). Събраната и анализирана информация за обекти по трасето на
Централния път указва, че импортната фина керамика и пренасяните в амбалажни съдове стоки пристигат в Тракия от сходни дестинации. Дали в действителност те са били транспортирани съвместно и как точно е осъществяван вносът на тези продукти, остава да бъде изследвано.
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