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Introduction1

The aim of this brief paper is to enrich our knowl-
edge on some armour types from the late Bronze 
age hungary that rarely appear in the local archaeo-
logical material. The two objects are a cheek guard 
allegedly from “Kapospula-halastavak” (tolna coun-
ty) and an “arm guard” from “south Balaton region, 
north of Kaposvár” (somogy county) that was found 
supposedly along with a decorated bronze sheet disc. 
Both finds originate from the private collection of 
Dr. Zoltán repkényi (Budapest) who said he had 
acquired the objects from a local private collection 
where these finds were kept for decades.

Weapons from “Kapospula-Halastavak” 

“Kapospula-Halastavak” (Private collection of Dr. 
Zoltán repkényi, Budapest)
1. helmet, cheek guard: Folded metal sheet cheek guard 
in two fragments (Fig. 2, 1c). it belonged to the upper 
part of the object (see Fig. 2, 1d). The break-surface of 
the object appears to be recent. Perforated rivet holes are 

visible along its rim. some of the rivet holes seem to be 
worn. it is decorated with an embossed central ridge. 1. 
fragment: l. 55 mm, W. 61 mm, Th. 0.78 mm, Wt. 11 g; 
2. fragment: l. 57 mm, W. 35 mm, Th. 0.78 mm, Wt. 6 g 
(Fig. 2, 1a–d).
2. sword: Bent sword blade fragment with outline 
grooves. Flattening damages visible along its edges. cast-
ing defects: porosity. 72×35 mm, Th. 8 mm, Wt. 95 g (Fig. 
3, 1, 1A). 
3. spearhead: middle part of a spearhead with emphasized 
midrib. two fragments. observations: porosity, grinded, 
incised pattern. 3.1: 43×24 mm, Th. 3–2 mm, Wt. 25 g; 
3.2: 45×22 mm, Th. 3–2 mm, Wt. 22 g (Fig. 3, 2).
4. spearhead: middle blade fragment of a long spearhead. 
observations: grinded, flattening, bow. 39×30 mm, W. 
(narrow side) 8 mm, Th. 2 mm, Wt. 25 g (Fig. 3, 3, 3B–3C).
5. spearhead: tip fragment of a long spearhead. observa-
tions: asymmetry. 64×20 mm, W. (narrow side) 11 mm, 
Th. 1–3 mm, Wt. 20 g (Fig. 3, 4).
6. arrowhead: Barbed arrowhead with a broken tang. 
38×18 mm, Wt. 2 g (Fig. 3, 5).
7. arrowhead: Barbed, socketed arrowhead. its blade is 
damaged. 28×11 mm, Wt. 1.5 g (Fig. 3, 6).

neW late BronZe age helmet cheeK guarD  
anD an “arm guarD” From transDanuBia

János gábor tarbay*

The brief study introduces two new Late Bronze Age (Ha A1) bronze armour parts, a helmet cheek guard and an 
“armguard”. Both objects come from the collection of Dr. Zoltán Repkényi. The cheek guard was allegedly found 
at “Kapospula-Halastavak” decades ago as part of a larger Ha A1 hoard. According to the Collector, the “arm 
guard” or “armband” came to light together with a repoussé decorated knob. This “assemblage” originate from 
the “south Balaton region, north of Kaposvár”. These finds are most likely to be dated to the same period as the 
“Kapospula” assemblage or earlier (Rei. Br A2), based on a find from Unín.

A leletközlő tanulmány két új késő bronzkori (Ha A1) bronz védőfelszerést: egy sisak arcvédő lemezt és egy alkar-
védőt mutat be. Mindkét tárgy Dr. Repkényi Zoltán gyűjteményéből származik. A sisak arcvédő lemez állítólag 
„Kapospula-Halastavak” területén került elő évtizedekkel ezelőtt, egy nagyobb Ha A1-es kincslelet részeként. 
Az alkarvédő vagy díszként szolgáló karpánt a gyűjtő állítása szerint összetartozik egy poncolt szélű bronzko-
ronggal. A két tárgy „Dél-Balaton régiója, Kaposvártól északra” fekvő térségből származik, keletkezését tekintve 
valószínűleg egykorú a kapospulaival vagy korábbi (Rei Br A2) az uníni lelet alapján. 
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8. Dagger: Dagger with a leaf-shaped blade, emphasized 
central rib, two peg holes. The hilt is broken. observa-
tions: hammered edge, grinded, sharpened, bending 
marks. 130×25 mm, Th. 3–2 mm, Wt. 34.2 g (Fig. 3, 7).
9. Dagger: tanged dagger with a long and narrow blade, 
and hammered hilt. The object is most likely made of a 
broken blade of a long dagger. 178×26 mm, Th. 4–3.6 
mm, Wt. 62.7 g (Fig. 3, 8).

Komárom-Szőny [Újszőny] (hungarian national 
museum, Budapest, inv. no. 64.1885.31) 
1. cheek guard: Fragment of a cheek guard with double 
embossed central ridge. rivet holes are visible along its 

rim. its fragmentation is attributed to bending. tool-
marks are visible along its central ridge and the edge (Fig. 
1, 2c). The rivet holes are worn. l. 152.45 mm, W. 79.84 
mm, Th. 3.73 mm, 0.91 mm, Wt. 59.9 g (Fig. 1, 2a–c). 

Zoltán repkényi said that numerous objects were 
found during the construction of halastavak (fish-
ponds) near Kapospula that were kept in a local 
private collection for decades. according to the sec-
ond military survey of the habsburg empire (1819–
1869) this is a wetland area, the former határárok, 
which is connected to the Kapos river. The halas-
tavak is topographically close to alsóhetény (Fig. 1).  

Fig. 1 Kapospula-határárok (halastavak) on the map of the second military survey of the habsburg empire  
(timár et al. 2006) 

1. kép Kapospula-határárok (halastavak) a második katonai felmérés térképén (timár et al. 2006)
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it should be noted that a bronze sword was known 
from the vicinity of Kapospula village and was pub-
lished also as part of a private collection by tibor 
Kemenczei (Kemenczei 1991, 33, Pl. 23, 105a, Pl. 24, 
105a). From a typo-chronological perspective, the 
103 bronze objects from “Kapospula-halastavak” 
show diversity. a collection comprised of an early 
Bronze age fl at axe and several other pieces, dating 
between the ha a1 and ha B1 period (a metal sheet 

diadem with repoussé decoration, a sword fragment, 
a cheek guard, a spearhead fragment, fl anged sickles, 
pins, rings, armlets, chisels, smaller phalerae, a pair 
of tweezers, a casting-sprue, plano-convex ingots 
etc.). Th eir unknown context makes their fi ne typo-
chronological evaluation impossible. nevertheless, 
based on typological evidence, it can be assumed 
that the “Kapospula-halastavak” “assemblage” con-
sists of objects from diff erent periods and contexts 

Fig. 2 helmet cheek guards. 1: ‘Kapospula-halastavak’, a. top view, b. bottom view, c. folded depositional state, 
d. reconstruction; 2: Komárom-szőny (former Újszőny), a. top view, b. bottom view, c. tool marks (bottom view) 

(Photo, graphic, micrograph: J. g. tarbay 2014)
2. kép sisak arcvédőlemezek. 1: Kapospula-halastavak, a. felülnézet, b. alulnézet, c. hajlított deponálási állapot, 
d. rekonstrukció; 2: Komárom-szőny (korábbi Újszőny), a. felülnézet, b. alulnézet, c. eszköznyomok (alulnézet) 

(Fénykép, grafi ka, mikroszkópkamera felvétel: tarbay J. g. 2014)

1a 1b

1c

2b

2a

2c

1d

5 cm
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Fig. 3 Weapons from “Kapospula-halastavak” (Photo, graphic, micrographs: J. g. tarbay 2014)
3. kép Fegyverek „Kapospula-halastavakról” (Fénykép, grafi ka, mikroszkópkamera felvételek: tarbay J. g. 2014)

1

2

3

4 5 6

7

8
5 cm
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(hoards, settlement stray finds). most of the artefacts 
seem to belong to the ha a1 period. here, due to 
limits of the present paper, the discussion is restrict-
ed to the cheek guard and to brief introduction of 
the offensive weapons. 

Besides the cheek guard, overall eight offensive 
weapons can be found in the collection: one bro-
ken sword blade (Fig. 3, 1), fragments of two long 
spearheads (Fig. 3, 3–4) and a smaller one (Fig. 3, 2), 
two fragmented arrowheads (Fig. 3, 5–6), and two 
daggers (Fig. 3, 7–8). all objects are finished prod-
ucts. some show traces of prehistoric combat. a fine 
example is the curling along the cutting edge of the 
sword (Fig. 3, 1A). on one of the long spearhead 
damages related to edge-vs-flat collisions and blade-
on-blade contact (bow) can be seen (Fig. 3, 3B–3C) 
(Bell 2019, 153, Fig. 10, 1; gentile, van gijn 2019; 
hermann et al. 2020, Fig. 4, 149).

all objects are broken. The sword blade and one 
of the daggers show bending (Fig. 3, 1, Fig. 3, 7). The 
smallest spearhead was broken into two fragments. 
macroscopic observations of the weapons support 
the idea of their intentional prehistoric destruction. 
analogous treatment is usually visible in Br D/ha 
a1, ha a1 hoards in transdanubia. From a chrono-
logical point of view, only a few objects are relevant. 
no. 2 spearhead with emphasized midrib belongs to 
t. Bader’s c group, variant b, which is characteristic 
between the Br D and ha B1. in transdanubia, this 
spearhead appears mainly in the ha a1 period (Bad-
er 2015, 384–385). arrowheads are hard to date pre-
cisely. The barbed, socketed arrowhead (no. 6) has 
fine analogies from the Br D/ha a1 Balatonfűzfő no. 
6 burial with weapons (ilon 2015, Fig. 8, 4–7). The 
barbed, tanged arrowhead has also parallels among 
the ha a1, Br D/ha a material in serbia and mora-
via (Říhovský 1996, 133–135; Филиповић 2015, 261, 
tab. 1, Fig. 1, 6). in transdanubia, the counterpart 
of no. 6 dagger can be found in the ha a1 Peterd  
hoard (mozsolics 1985, Pl. 61, 5).

The cheek guard, which is the main subject of my 
study, is decorated with an embossed central ridge, 
and rivet holes are visible along its rim (Fig. 2). 
Based on an intact specimen of the same type from 
the axel guttmann collection, similar fragments 
can be interpreted as the upper part of cheek guards 
(Born, hansen 2001, Figs 184–189). The shapes and 
decorations of the late Bronze age cheek guards 
can be varied, and their number is relatively low 
compared to helmets (see hencken 1971, 179–182; 
mozsolics 1985, 25; Karavanić, mihaljević 2001, 11, 

Pl. 4, 2; clausing 2003, 212, fn. 75; mörtz 2011, 361, 
370–371, appendix 3; mödlinger 2013, 83, Pl. 4, 53, 
Pl. 5, 60, 63–66; V. szabó 2016, 183; mödlinger 2017, 
51–53). an identical cheek guard to the Kapospu-
la example is known from the Wöllersdorf 2 (ha a) 
hoard (szombathy 1905, 42, Pl. 1, 38; lauermann, 
rammer 2013, 156–157, Fig. 32, Pl. 63, 4; mödlinger 
2017, 51, Pl. 4, 30). The ribbed helmet with the cheek 
guard from the axel-guttman collection is also a 
close analogy, in this case even the round-head riv-
ets were preserved (Born, hansen 2001, 235–241, 
Fig. 183–189). comparable parallels to the “Kapos- 
pula” cheek guard are known from “Žiarnad hro-
nom”, slovakia, but these specimens are decorated 
with embossed dots (Bartík 2009, 37–40, Figs 2–3). 
a less certain fragment and a repoussé decorated 
example can be mentioned form the ha a1 hoard 
from uioara sus, romania (Pósta 1909, 36; hencken 
1971, 180, Fig. 148, a–c; Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1978, 
132–135, Pl. 198, 1025, 1030). a repoussé decorated 
piece is also known from the horizon ii hoard from 
hočko Pohorje, slovenia (Čerce, Šinkovec 1995, 192, 
Pl. 83, 168a–b). Perhaps one of the most decorative 
cheek guard fragment was found in the 1st Pázmánd-
falu hoard, hungary. its shape is identical to the Ka-
pospula piece, but in this case the embossed central 
rib is decorated with fine repoussé patterns like the 
one from uioara de sus. it was deposited along with 
a star-decorated cap helmet and a cuirass, as well as a 
set of offensive weapons. The objects selected to this 
assemblage has parallels from the Br D/ha a1 pe-
riod, its time of deposition was probable the ha a1 
(see V. szabó 2016, 182–183; V. szabó 2019, 61–71, 
Fig. 47), which also appoints the relative chrono-
logical position of the Kapospula cheek guard. The 
rest of the carpathian cheek guards,2 like the ones 
from mezőnyárád (hellebrandt 1975, 16; gádor, 
hellebrandt 1975, 138–139; mozsolics 1985, 149–
150; B. hellebrandt 2000, 218–220, Fig. 4, 1) and 
the small fragment from the allegedly “Komárom-
szőny” (Újszőny) “hoard”3 is somewhat different 
(on the Komárom-szőny hoard, see hampel 1886a, 
Pl. 125; hampel 1886b, Pl. 125; hampel 1887, Pl. 
125, 47; lindgren 1938, 66, fn. 26; von Brunn 1954, 
289, fn. 24; Foltiny 1955, 16, 26, 33–34, 87, 95, Pl. 2, 
15, Pl. 9, 2, Pl. 15, 8–9, Pl. 58, 13, Pl. 65, 4; müller-
Karpe 1959, 159; Patay 1968, 67–68, Fig. 7–8; von 
Brunn 1968, 37, fn. 3, 39–40, fn. 7, 149, fn. 7, 291; 
mozsolics 1985, 207; Kőszegi 1988, 192, no. 1227;  
hansen 1994, 556; Patay 1990, 52, 70, Pl. 37, 74, Pl. 
45, 116; Kemenczei 1991, 82, Pl. 67, 381; mörtz 2011, 
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Fig. 4 “south-Balaton region, north of Kaposvár”. 1: repoussé decorated “arm guard”; 2: large knob with repoussé 
patterns (Photo, drawing: tarbay J. g. 2014)

4. kép „Dél-Balaton régiója, Kaposvártól északra”. 1: Poncolt „alkarvédő”; 2: Poncolt szélű, nagyméretű lemezkorong 
(Fénykép, rajz: tarbay J. g. 2014)

1

2

5 cm
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370; mödlinger 2017, 52, no. 33). Due to its more 
comparable shape to the “Kapospula” find, the latter 
deserves special attention. it was first published by 
József hampel (hampel 1886, Pl. 125, 47) and it was 
later identified as a cheek guard by amália mozso-
lics (mozsolics 1985, 25). This cheek guard fragment 
has a double embossed ridge and four perforated 
rivet holes. This object similarly to the “Kapospula” 
find was folded and broken. The difference between 
this find and the one from “Kapospula” is the double 
embossed central ridge (Fig. 2, 2). The cheek guards 
that are identical to the “Kapospula” find are com-
bined with helmets decorated with ribbed motifs 
(e.g. Pázmándfalu, Žiarnad hronom, axel-guttman 
collection), suggesting that the studied piece may 
have been mounted on this type (Kemenczei 1979, 
80–83; Born, hansen 2001, Fig. 183–189; clausing 
2003, 207–216, Fig. 11; gleischer 2007; Bartík 2009, 
Fig. 2–3; mörtz 2011, 358–361, 368–369; mödlinger 
2017, 47–53, Fig. 2–9; V. szabó 2019, Fig. 47).

The rarity of cheek guard deposition makes it nec-
essary to take a closer look at the composition of some 
of the parallels finds (mörtz 2011, 361): Pázmándfa-
lu 1, hočko Pohorje, Komárom-szőny, mezőnyárád, 
uioara de sus, Wöllersdorf 2. out of the six hoards, 
two has a unique character. Pázmándfalu 1 is almost 
a pure personal equipment of weapons and with 
additional elements (cup, chisel) that may define a 
warrior identity (V. szabó 2019, 61–71). mezőnyárád 
follows the same idea with 9 spearheads, but in this 
case personal ornaments of north-eastern carpathi-
an taste and metal dining set (2 cups, 1 cauldron) are 
more emphasized (hellebrandt 2000). The rest of the 
parallels, especially hočko Pohorje, Komárom-szőny 
and Wölldersdorf 2 are closely related regarding their 
selection of objects that covers a wide range of types 
characteristic for Kurd hoards (hampel 1886, Pl. 125; 
Čerce, Šinkovec 1995, 177–196; lauermann, rammer 
2013, 156–157). The above-mentioned elements like 
weapons and metal vessels (except Wöllersdorf 2) are 
still present in these assemblages, supporting the the-
ory that a similar package of objects – “warrior iden-
tity or identities” was added to them as Pázmándfalu 
1 and mezőnyárád. The uioara de sus find is a special 
case that is more related to the Western carpathian 
parallel hoards regarding its typological selection. 
however, being a “mega” hoard, its message is ampli-
fied by its quantity, resulting the multiple deposition 
of objects (e.g. 70 swords, complete metal feasting set 
etc.) (see Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1978, 132–135; sor-
oceanu 2008). it is likely that the Kapospula helmet 

cheek guard originated from a hoard like hočko Po-
horje, Komárom-szőny or Wölldersdorf 2. The pos-
sibility should not be excluded either that it may have 
composed one set with some of the contemporarily 
offensive weapons from the “Kapospula” collection. 

“Arm Guard” and a Knob from the “South-Balaton 
region, north of Kaposvár”

1. “arm guard” (Private collection of Dr. Zoltán repkényi, 
Budapest): “arm guard” with rounded edges and four per-
forations. The object is in a fragmentary state, and a recent 
bending mark can be detected on its body. along the edges 
of the object fine dots of repoussé can be seen. on the mid-
dle part of the “arm guard” three embossed dots are visible, 
all of them are encircled by repoussé. overall length of the 
object: 19.8 cm, h. 10.2 cm, W. 7.9–7.1 cm, Th. 0.382 mm, 
Di. 7×6.7 cm and 7.4×7.6 cm, Wt.120 g (Fig. 4, 1).
2. Bronze sheet knob (Private collection of Dr. Zoltán 
repkényi, Budapest): convex, bronze sheet disc with two 
perforations. along its rim, a double line of repoussé dots 
is visible. close to its perforated holes three dots in ver-
tical position can be seen. hammered marks can be ob-
served on the reverse side. Di. 8.8×8.4 cm; h. 1.5 cm, Th. 
0.274 mm, Wt. 38 g (Fig. 4, 2).

The last two items are also in the possession of Zol-
tán repkényi. he said these pieces were found along 
with other objects somewhere in the “south-Balaton 
region, north of Kaposvár” (somogy county). un-
fortunately, he could acquire only these two arte-
facts, the type and the whereabouts of the rest are 
unknown. similar objects to the arm guard from 
north of Kaposvár (Fig. 4, 1) are generally interpret-
ed in the carpathian Basin as “Manschette” (cuff), 
“Knöchelschiene” (ankle guard), ”Armschienen” (arm 
guard) and “Unterarmschienen” (forearm guard) af-
ter analogues from greece (e.g. Dendra 12, Praisos) 
and italy (torre galli, 9th century Bc). regarding 
their function, these “arm guards” were classified as 
defensive weapons stylistically, but they were also 
thought to serve decorative and representative pur-
poses (Verdelis 1967, 40–42, Fig. 9–10, Beilage 18; 
F. Petres 1982, 64–75, Fig. 13, a–b; Jankovits 1999, 
130–131; clausing 2002, 167, 179; mödlinger 2017, 
265). The chronologically enigmatic gold sheet pair 
from abasár-hajnácskő may belong to the second 
category (V. szabó 2019, 187–193, Fig. 159).

comparable metal sheet objects are extremely 
rare in the archaeological material of the late Bronze 
age. two specimens are known from the ha a1 
hoard of nadap-Jánoshegy (F. Petres 1982, Fig. 13. 
a–b; makkay 2006, Pl. 9, 43–45). Further pieces can 
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be mentioned from the ha B1 hoard of hajdúsám-
son-Kistelek 3 (Jankovits 1999, 129–130, Fig. 1–4) 
and the Polgár-Folyás-szilmeg hoard (mozsolics 
1967, u16 2 (2) 27; mozsolics 2000, 66, Pl. 75. 9). Be-
yond the territory of hungary, there is only one ar-
tefact listed from the Br D hoard of Băleni, romania 
(Dragomir 1967, r18d.70; Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1978, 
109, Pl. 53. 82). in the northern adriatic region, large 
sheet metal arm bands, decorated with ribs and em-
bossed dots (Dalmatia, Piceno, Prozor, marsigliana 
d’albegna) are known from the late Bronze age 
(10th–9th century Bc) and early iron age. These spec-
imens were lately discussed by Biba teržan, who in-
terpreted them as elements of representative women’s 
wear (teržan 2016, 273–277, Fig. 85–86). 

in addition to the late Bronze age parallels, it is 
worth mentioning that earlier “arm guards” are also 
known in the carpathian material. a similar speci-
men was recently published from a rei Br a2b-c 
hoard found in unín. notable that this slovakian 
assemblage also contained numerous bronze knobs 
decorated with repoussé. The ornament from unín 
may argue for an earlier date. however, the fine ty-
pological differences (rolled terminal, multiple fas-
tening holes, lack of embossed dots) of the unín find 
make this paralel less certain, and calls for further 
comparative analyses by advanced archaeometal-
lurgical techniques (Bartík et al. 2019, 43–46, Fig. 
24–25, Pl. 16.6).

it is not entirely clear how these accessories were 
worn. according to Katalin Jankovits, they were 
sewn onto a leather garment (Jankovits 1999, 130). 
it is also possible that the objects were secured by a 
thin wire thread through the perforated edges (see 
Born, hansen 2001, Fig. 222). i share the opinion of 
Katalin Jankovits suggesting that these were decora-
tive objects rather than serving a purpose of defence 
(Jankovits 1999, 130). 

The convex bronze knob with repoussé deco-
ration is quite a common Bronze age embellish-
ment type (Fig. 3. 2). These usually undecorated 
and small sheet metal objects have appeared in the 
east central-european material since the copper 
age and were continuously manufactured until the 
early iron age. During the late Bronze age, they 
primarily appear in hoards that can be dated to the 
Br D/ha a1, stufe ii and Phase ii (Jovanović 2010, 
58; tarbay 2018, 105). specimens with multiple re-
poussé ornamentations along their rims are well-
known from the ha a1 Keresztéte hoard (mozsolics 

1985, 135–137, Pl. 150. 1) and from the first Pećinci 
hoard, serbia dating to the stufe ii (Милошевић 
1960, Pl. 9. 22). an identical example is known 
from Komárom-szőny, although, in this case, the 
perforation is situated in the middle of the object 
(hampel 1886a, Pl. 125, 50). in 2008, similarly dec-
orated items from “central europe” were sold by 
the hermann historica auction house. This assem-
blage consists of eighteen smaller bronze buttons 
and ten larger discs with repoussé decoration (her-
mann et al. 2008, los. 136). Due to the lack of ar-
chaeological information, the dating of the two ob-
jects found “north of Kaposvár” remains uncertain. 
Based on analogies, they may have been deposited 
in the ha a1 or ha B1 periods. From the stylistic 
point of view (fine repoussé pattern, close parallels 
of the convex disc), ha a1 dating of the finds are 
more likely. earlier dating (rei. Br a2) should not 
be excluded either based on the chronological posi-
tion of the unín assemblage.

Conclusions

The study discusses new artefacts, a helmet cheek 
guard from “Kapospula-halastavak” and an “arm 
guard” or armband with a decorated knob from the 
“south Balaton region, north of Kaposvár”. Both the 
cheek guard and the “arm guard” are rare types in the 
metallurgical sphere of the carpathian Basin. Based 
on style, treatment, possible combination with other 
finds and the known parallels, we find it plausible that 
both may have belonged to large ha a1 transdanu-
bian hoards. however, an earlier date (rei. Br a2)  
can also be raised for the “arm guard” based on the 
unín find.
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Notes

1 This study is a supplemented version of a 2017 manu-
script that was not published due to the discontinua-
tion of the Ősrégészeti levelek/Prehistoric newsletter 
journal.

2 The possibility of the metal sheet object from mačko-
vac also being a cheek guard should not be excluded. 
however, its identification is not entirely clear based 
on the data provided by the publishers (Karavanić, 
mihaljević 2001, 11, Pl. 4, 2). gábor V. szabó has re-
cently published an unusual bronze sheet object from 
the looted tolcsva-Várhegy hoard. This was made by 
using a similar technique as that of the cheek guard, 

although its dimensions (ca. 25 cm) are slightly too 
long compared to other eastern european examples 
(V. szabó 2013, 801, Fig. 5, Fig. 5, 5).

3 The Bronze age finds were acquired from an antiq-
uities dealer along with bronzes dated to the roman 
period. The context and origin of the objects are as un-
certain as those of the Kapospula finds. a fine example 
is the roman strainer that has been erroneously pub-
lished as a late Bronze age object (see hampel 1886b, 
Pl. 125. 24; Patay 1990, 84, no. 163, Pl. 70. 163). grate-
ful thanks are due to Zsolt mráv and tamás szabad-
váry for the re-identification and dating of the find.
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a tanulmány új leleteket ismertetett: egy sisak arc-
védő lemezt és egyéb fegyvereket „Kapospula-ha-
lastavakról” (2–3. kép), továbbá egy „alkarvédőt” 
(4. kép 1) és egy bronzgombot (4. kép 2) a „Dél-
Balaton régiójából, Kaposvártól északra”. mind a 
sisak arcvédő lemez, mind pedig az „alkarvédő” 
ritka leletnek számít a Kárpát-medencében. a si-
sak arcvédő lemez szorosabb és lazább párhuza-
mai, fegyvereket nagyobb számban tartalmazó, 
„harcos” depókból és vegyes összetételű, ha a1-
re keltezhető kurdi kincsekből kerültek elő, illet-
ve szórványként is találkozhatunk velük: hočko 
Pohorje (szlovénia), Komárom-szőny (Újszőny)  
(2. kép 2), mezőnyárád, Pázmándfalu 1, garamszent-
kereszt (szlovákia), Felsőmarosújvár (románia), 
Wöllersdorf 2. az állítólag a „Dél-Balaton térségé-
ből, Kaposvártól északra” származó „alkarvédőnek” 
nem ismert pontos párhuzama. hasonló tárgyakat 
égei és itáliai párhuzamok alapján értelmez páncél-
zat részeként a kutatás, ugyanakkor reprezentatív  

ÚJ KÉsŐ BronZKori sisaK arcVÉDŐ lemeZ És egY „alKarVÉDŐ” a DunÁntÚlrÓl

Összefoglalás

ékszerként (lemez karpánt) is szolgálhattak. a le-
letek pontos párhuzama nem ismert, eltérő stílusú 
tárgyak viszont előkerültek már a Kárpát-medencei 
depóanyagból a rei. Br D és ha B1 között: Băleni 
(románia, rei. Br D), hajdúsámson-Kistelek 3 (ha 
B1), nadap-János-hegy (ha a1), Polgár-Folyás-
szilmeg (ha B1). Fontos megemlíteni az uníni le-
letet is, mely felvetheti a sokkal korábbi rei. Br a2 
(a2b-c) keltezés lehetőségét is. az állítólag az „al-
karvédővel” együtt talált gomb egy hosszú ideig 
használt forma. a késő bronzkorból hasonló, nagy-
méretű, többszörösen poncolt darabokat elsősorban 
a Kurd-horizontból a ha a1-ből ismerünk: Komá-
rom-szőny, Keresztéte, Pecsince 1. a fenti dunántúli 
párhuzamok és a tárgyak stiláris jellemzői alapján 
valószínűbbnek tartjuk, hogy az „alkarvédő” és a 
poncolt bronz gomb egy ha a1-es leletegyüttesből 
származhatott. ugyanakkor nem vethetjük el a lehe-
tőségét egy korábbi rei. Br a2 keltezésnek sem.
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