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S.G.Botalov (Chelyabinsk)

Swords and daggers huns epoch

The huns epoch begins in the Ural-Kazakhstan steppes with II AD of Monuments of Huns-Sarmatian culture occurrence in pool r. Urals Mountains (Botalov, Gutsalov, 2000) abter the rests northern huns from territory of East Turkestan (91 AD): In the same period  it is observed active inbiltration earlyhuns the population in the beginning in Tzansvolga,  and then in Volga-Don. The mixture huns-sarmatian and alanians the nomads population was the result  ob this process. Here there is eats latesarmatians a culture, have bollowing whichs northern orientation, deformation of a skull, type horses bridles, swords and daggers with stone and metal disk on the handle, mirrors-medallions and so forth indicet on itself the huns influence (Sulimtirski, 1970. Р. 142-144). Among the general number latesarmation burials take one’s share the military and rich female complexes of huns-sarmatian shape, so-called "horsemens" (Botalov, 2003. P. 120-121, fig. 8, 9). Actually huns time is presented in Ural-Kazakhstan and east-European steppes rather by a small amount of various funeral complexes, which for a long time and were included into the literature as monuments huns epoch (Zasetskaya, 1994). Their number comp lit  burials bearing on of feature avarian and earlybolgars of shape, new earlyturkish epoch (burial with a horse, east orientation, subjects horses bridles and arms of the Sayan-Ultay origin). Howe ver this numer contain greater group form burials with northern orientation, deformation of a skull and a corresponding set of ware stock of a no huns-sarmatian origin.  These are such complexes as: Leninsk, Belyaus, Verchnepogromnoe, Shipovo etc . 

In present clause we have made sample of this kind of arms of monuments II-IV centuries from the big area of east-European and West-Asian steppes. Though it is necessary to stipulate especially, that many of the complexes, involved in the present research, and in cultural sense can not be actually ob huns. However, from our point of view, as huns the cultural component of the given historical epoch was the most significant for the population of the Euroasian steppes, hence, change and development of the basic forms of arms were direct consequence of military activity huns and other people, is free or involuntarily participating in rough events of this period. The periodization huns history to us is represented as follows:

1. Earlyhuns a stage (Huns-Sarmatian culture) II-IV AD.

2. Huns a stage end IV-V AD.

3. Abterhyn (earlyturkish) stage VI-VIII centuries

So, swords and daggers with disk-head with gard or without those and wedge an edge are special marking type ob huns stock. The collection of early huns of these kinds the edge weapon is presented by following categories and types:

Swords (28 copy) – long, direct, double-blade, wedge type with chalcedonic disk or star on the head without gard or with small bar-gard (Kobyakovo br. 5; Sladkovski, br. 20, tomb 1; br. 19, tomb 1; Komsomol IV, br. 2, 5, 8, tomb 2; Krasnogor; Pokrowski, br 2; Tseleennei I, br. 3, 6, 47, 57, 64; Atpa I, br. 9; Atpa II, br. 3; Lebediovka V, br. 23, tomb 1; Lebediovka VI, br. 1, 37, 24, 3; Lebediovka, br. 1; Kara Tube, br. 4; Sladkovski, br. 2, tomb 1; Tsentralni VI, br. 16, tomb 8; Shevchenko, br. 4; Sladkovski, br. 19, tomb 1; Novoaleksandrovka I, br. 20, tomb 1; Vesochino VII, br. 17, tomb 1; Novoaleksandrovka, br. 20, tomb 2; Novoaleksandrovka, br. 25; Shevchenko, br. 7 (fig. 1, 3, 4, 44, 57, 104, 124, 125; 2, 1-7, 13-16, 24-27, 31, 35, 36).
Daggers (15 copy) with direct gard and round head (Tseleennei I, br. 57), without head, with unprofitable handles (Lebediovka VI, br. 5, tomb 2; 8; 13; 23; 24; 49; Vostochno-Kuraileenski, br. 3; Tseleennei I, br. 6; Lebediovka, br. 1; Tsentralni VI, br. 16, tomb 8; Shevchenko, br. 4; Kobiakovo, br. 5, Sladkovski, br. 19, tomb 1).
In a collection there are also two stone clamp for sheath (Lebediovka VI, br. 37; Sladkovski, br. 19, tomb 1) (fig. 2, 36, 37).
The collection of swords and daggers huns a stage is presented by copies from monuments and casual finds in prevailing quantity from territory of steppes of East and Central Europe.

Swords (20 copy) wilh the wide endge, bar-gard, reveted dash board from bronze or the gold, having decorative furnish (skan in the form of locrs  косички, inserts from glass or stones) without head or with disk-head, a part decorated by sockets from metal and inserts from glass or stones, edge has in one cases well expressed wedge the form, in others the edge right-angled forms has a vaulted edge (Novogrigorievka, br. IX; Dmitrievka, Pokrovsk, Bruhanvski veselok, Mokraya Balka, tomb 193, Durso, tomb 479, Lermontovskaya Scala 2, tomb  10, Durso a crypt B, Durso, tomb 291, Kugul, tomb 4, Zaragisk 118; Durso, tomb 500; Sopino, tomb 11; Yacusheveche, Kislovodsk, Abrau-Durso, Shapkino, Kamftesser, Batashec, Kocher (fig. 32, 33, 35-39, 49-58).
Swords (17 copy) with the wide blade gardisabsent and as a rule without gard with wedge or right-angled an edge with the vaulted form of an edge (Novogrigorievka, br. VIII, Novaya Mayachka, Novo-Ivanovka, Kurnaevka, Fiodorovka, Kezel-Adir, Shepovo, br. 2, Muslumovo, Zevakino, Aktube, Kezel Kainartobe, Panonhalma, Durso tomb 479, Turaevo, br. VII, 1 a (fig. 3, 21-27, 30, 31, 34). Four swords (Kerch Glinistoe; Tuzalok Razomnustarok, Staromushinski, br. 17) have didk-head from a stone or metal (fig. 3, 41, 42, 43, 60).
To huns time five swords of special type which are resulted in summary monography Istvan Bona (Bona Istvan, 1999, with. 39, abb. 12). These are rather narrow two-edged swords with poorly expressed gard, wide hande, having on the end handl  has  decorated metal reel (fig. 3, 40, 44, 45). One of such swords has been found in barrow V Turaevo of a burial ground (Gening, 1995, abb.14, 1, 1a). Alongside with it in Turaevo a burial ground special kinds of arms (axes «Frantisisk», plait-sickle) have been found, that has allowed I.B.Pastushenko (Pastushenko, 1998, with. 187-189) to come to conclusion, that given wipons the complex was created under strong gothic cultural influence. Most likely the given type of swords also was generated in a circle of the gothic population of the East Europe that was reflected and in its obvious originality and difference from the basic forms huns edges the weapon.
Daggers (4 copy) huns a stage differ a smaller variety of forms, than earlier prototypes: twoedge, gard is absent with wedge an edge (Novogriforievka Br. VIII, Equal br. 42; Dobrinka, Durso tomb 291). Though daggers with direct gard possibly continue to exist at this stage. In a collection Dgateasars cultures it is revealed four copies of this type (Levina, 1996, with. 281, P. 861, 5, 9, 11), one blade gard is absent and with poorly expressed gard (Pokrovsk br. 17, Kubei, Turaevo tomb. VII / 1а, br. VII tomb 1а, tomb 1; Aktube).
On occassion edges double-bade daggers have original interception in the form of crossers (Kichpek, Ksongrab, Durso tomb 291, 420, 500) (Kazanski, Mastykowa, 1999, big 12, 31; 21,2).

Double-blade swords and daggers with disk or figured stone gard, without gard or with small bar-gard in steppes of the Central Eurasia for the first time appear in Huns-Sarmatian monuments (fig. 1, 3, 4, 44, 45, 57, 74, 124, 125). In A.S.Skripkina's opinion, long double-blade swords the gard is absent with a hande and similar type of daggers are one of cultural significant reference points latesarmation complexes (Skripkin, 1984. P. 84–85). I.P.Zasetskaja also supposes similarity of separate swords (type 3) with latesarmation, however, thus especially stipulates, that is direct to huns to an epoch swords with a wide edge and rhombic gard concern, met in nomads complexes Novogrigorievka IX and Dmitrovka (Volnay Voda), these swords have continued tradition similar under the form Center Asia swords and have been widespread in Central Asia in the first centuries н.э. (Zasetskaia, 1994. P. 28–31). To it is necessary to add, that the original transitive form the dagger from a barrow shows 57 Huns-Sarmatian burial grounds Virgin. More likely it reminds short double-blade a sword with a wide edge, romb-gard and bronze two-member head in the form of castor with four openings which are covered with an oval overlay with pins (fig. 2, 31). The given type of swords represents special interest as the basic quantity of Huns-Sarmatian samples has the rather narrow edge narrowed from top to bottom, in the borm ob dowel the handle, crosser is absent, head in some cases round. However during subsequent time this type of arms receives logic development.
Most likely, the described types early huns swords and daggers have the Chinese origin. On the comparative table (fig. 2) is resulted the broad audience of analogies of Huns-Sarmatian and Chinese swords which are found out in the Chinese monuments not only Xan dynasty, but also earlier period. (Put Tszi, 1985. A Fig. 8, 11–13; 5; Sij Sinan, 1989. A Fig. 5, 3–5; Linji Inzuasan …, 1975. A Fig. 10, 10, 11; Hunan Tszisin…, 1995. P. 492, 2, 3; Ahun Tijnchansan …, 1993. P. 13. A Fig. 5, 14, 15; Chjou Nanzuan …, 1982. A Fig. 1; Zsilin Youshucan …, 1985. A Fig. 10, 20; Jung Shaoi …, 1992. A Fig. 9, 2; 10, 1–3). In favour of the Chinese origin finds of specific loops for (Lebediyovka VI, br. 37; Sladkovsk, br. 19, tomb 1) which are absolutely similar to the Chinese prototypes.

The further development of this type of arms of near fight proceeds in huns and abterhuns time (IV–V centuries). In these samples often meet heads in the form of stone disks or inlaid metals heads (Novogrigorievka IX, Bruhanov veselok), though the edge becomes much wider (Novogrigorievka, Dmitrievka) (Zasetskaia, 1994. Tab. 3, 8; 45.5). It is necessary to notice, that swords with wide edges enter into the use already on earlyhuns a stage. Similar samples have been found out in a barrow 4 burial grounds the Kara Tube (the Western Kazakhstan) in burial with typical Huns-Sarmatian stock II-IV centuries, and also a casual find of a sword with direct gard and rather wide edge near to a Hun-Sarmatian burial ground at with Malkovo.

These supervision are rather important, since the huns the epoch in steppes of the East Europe shows samples wide adges swords with direct bar-gard or without it and with disk-head (a stone, metal). The Most east area of distribution of this type of swords in huns and abterhuns time (V-VI centuries) – the Volga-Ural steppes (Fiodorovo, Aktube, Shipovo, br. 2, Kurnaevka, Kezel-Adir, Muslumovo, Bruchanov veseelok, Kizilkaina Tobe, etc.) (Zasetskaia, 1994. Tab. 36, 1; 42, 9; 44, 7; 45, 1, 2) (fig. 3).

It is interesting, that during the same period here continue to exist rather swords wilh the narrow – blade ob the tupe earlyhuns shape with stone clamp for fastening sheath (burial "Voshod" near Pokrovka) (Zasetskaia, 1994. Tab. 32). A greater collection wide-adges swords with direct bar-gard collections Turbaslee (South Ural) and Djetiasar (show a lower reaches of Syr-Darya) cultures (Sungatov, 1998. P. 74, fig. 12, 9, 10; Levina, 1996, fig. 85) which are connected by the origin with huns and abterhuns (V-VII centuries). The population of the Ural-Kazakhstan steppes (Botalov, 2003. P. 113). In the West within the limits of the steppe Europe the given kind of swords, in opinion of experts specialists, strongly enough associates with monuments the huns circle. Though follows especially will note, that here proportions of this kind of the weapon essentially change: more massive edge, is extended hande. The form and furnish gard and sheath  changes. Most likely these innovations reflect obvious influence from the German, Thracian and Roman technological and decorative culture (Bona Ishtvan, 1999)

Most likely, distribution widel-adges huns swords with direct gard and disk-head (or without those) in the East pass on a longitude of the Ural and Central-Kazakhstan steppes. It specifies that fact, that in huns and abterhuns time in east part of the Euroasian steppe continue to occur narrow-adges swords – blades which are transformed to the given period in one-adge broadsword. It is well visible on an example of monuments V-VI centuries of Altai (Tugozvonovo, Sopka, tomb 688, Eraska, Tatar tomb) (Umanski, 1978, P. 138, fig. 9); Molodin, 1995, abb. 4,2; Egorov, 1993, fig. 2, 1; Umanski, 1974, P. 144, fig. 5, 1, 2), Tuva (Kozel burial grounds) (Das Gräberfeld …, 1984, abb. 24, A1; B 1, 2; 25, A 7,8; 37, A 1; 44.91; 46, D2, 53, A1; 53, A1-3), and also on the images of the given period which has been found out in territory of East Turkestan (East Turkestan... 1995, P. 391, tab. 49, 1-20). Indoubtedly preservation and the further development narrow-adge the weapon in these regions were affected Chinese ob wipons tradition which has established here with Zin of time. Narrow dabe-adge the Chinese swords since period Han and up to end Tan of a dynasty (нач. X century) will gradually be transformed in the beginning in one-adge broadsword, and then in the sabres. 

Coming back to a subject of our research, we shall try to find out the reasons of change of forms of the given type huns arms. Most likely they cannot be explained unequivocally any one circumstance: be occurrence of new tactics of fight, or change of quality of a protective armour, or with the loss access to conditions of technology of one kind and rapproachements with other technological receptions. Most likely, have simultaneously affected both the first and second and third circumstances.

So in earlyhuns (Hun-Sarmatian) burials of Ural-Kazakhstan and Volga region steppes II-IV centuries is not enough tips of arrows in comparison with burials earlihiong period II-I centuries D.C. Their typological structure is distinguished also. If in the first case we can show significant unification of a quiver which, as a rule, make three-wings iron tips three-hundredth forms in the hiong-nus burials of burial grounds Ilmova Pad, Derestuiski, Ivolginski, Cheriomuchovaya Pad, etc. Alongside with it we fixes romb ob borm, the wings, list borm and dissymetric rhombic dable-winds, and also three-wings tips with ledges (Konovalov, 1976, tab. I, II; Davidova, 1996, tab. 11, 90; 17, 6; 22, 5, 6; 23, 33, 34; 26, 7; 46, 6, 7; 59, 35-38; Danchenko, Nesterov, 1989, fig. 2, 2-17, 12). The uniform tendency is traced, perhaps, in a frequent combination of iron and bone tips of arrows. Though here again it is available obvious unibying earlyhuns a bone quiver: tips of one kind enter into it (dissymetrically rhombic with tetrahedral section), unlike earlyhiong-nus where an obvious variety of types and forms also is observed, as a rule. The impression is made, that Hun-Sarmatian quivers, most likely, are functionally connected with hunting, instead of with military purpose. Meanwhile in earlyhuns burials obvious prevalence arms of near fight to which except for swords and daggers spears and fighting axes-“Franzisks” (fig. 1, 5, 199, 200) concern is available. Thus, these facts most likely specify change of tactics of fight on earlyhuns a stage. It, most likely, is connected with universal introduction of a protective armour (hanberking, laminar) first half I one thousand A.D. In a belt of the Euroasian steppes and in armies of settled civilizations. Collision huns with latezom army in end IV-V centuries protected except for a laminar armour helmets, an armour and kuirass, has led to that at swords and daggers huns shape amplifies them blading a part, for effective strengthening cutting impact. Though also other explanation here is possible. In the East, despite of a wide circulation of a heavy protective armour as among the nomadic population of a late antiquity and the Middle Ages of Altai and Siberia (Soloviov, 2003, P. 123, fig. 50; P. 135, fig. 20; Umanski, 1974, P. 143, fig. 4; Gorbunov, 1996, fig. 4, it, 1993, fig. 5, 4) (fig. 3, 61-64), and also in armies of China, Korea and Japan, narrow-adge swords continue to remain the highly effective weapon down to the latest period.

It would be desirable to come out with the assumption, that occurrence massive wide-adges swords in the environment of nomads huns hordes on the Euroasian border zone partly can speak that in communication with significant remoteness from the basic industrial centers, the opportunity to get narrow-adge swords and daggers from the centers-manufacturers which most likely were within the limits of China or the provinces, subordinated late Han was limited, Cuns or empires Tans (the country of the Western edge). In the nomadic environment, or under their order in the East Europe samples – imitations of swords with disk-head and bar-gard or without those are produced. Similar on an example occurs with Hans mirrors which imitations in a plenty are found out in monuments Alans and the Huns-Sarmatian population within the limits of Volga-bottoms (Guguev, Treisnez, 1995, P. 149, fig. 4). In this case the loss or ignorance a secret «white bronzes», retorts of imitations turned out more massive and is more rough. In case of with blaading the weapon, on all visibilities were lost or inaccessible for nomads or esteuropians masters a secret of smelting and borging multilayered batch steppes, that inevitably led to increase in metal weight of the cutting weapon, for increase of its durability. However the final answer to the given question can give only comparative metalograpbics the analysis huns swords and the daggers occured at different stages of their history.

Acknowledgement of that steppe areas Central and the East Europe long since were areas of distribution wideadge the weapon can confirm that fact, that in homads complexes latesazmations the period (III-IV centuries), The Euroasian steppes located in the most western areas in Big Alfeld, a wide circulation receive wideadge massive swords in overwhelming quantity without head and gard (Vaday, 1985. Abb. 5; 2001. P. 19, abb. 76; Garam, Vaday, 1990. P. 183, abb. 11) (fig. 3, 1-11, 13-20, 28, 29). At any final stage which most likely falls on the end of IV century here there are the funeral complexes having direct parallels among latesaration of monuments of steppe Budzhakskoj Northwest Black Sea Coast (Gudkova, Fokeev, 1984; Fokeev, 1987). Northern orientation and a special complex of ware stock distinguishes From a lump of Sarmatian burials of Hungary them (fourteen-bordezs a beads, massive buckees with a rectangular framework and plate, belt overlays – clips). Here has been found narrow-blade dable-handl a sword with disk-head (Tiozekcen Tmiklash, tomb 50). Narrow-blade swords also have been found out in burials of cemetery grounds Tisavalk (tomb 6) and Kishmazi-Feniks (tomb 38) which are dated also IV century (Vaday, 1985. P.354, abb.7, 6; Garam, Vagay, 1990. P. 183, abb. 11, 12; Vaday, Domboroczri L., 2001. P. 55, abb. 29, 1). However I shall repeat, that narrow-adge swords in westing areas of a steppe belt it is not enough finds. Here it is obvious predominate technological traditions of manufacturing wide-adge blades. Most likely huns the horde, having appeared in Dunay, adopts the given feature in manufacturing the weapon of near fight, having betraid it the original form (disk-head and bar-gard) which today privately among experts contacts swords «huns type».
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