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Introduction 

During the Early Middle Ages, after the fall of the Roman Empire in the 

provinces of Pannonia there were three nomadic empires of steppe origin in 

the Carpathian Basin. In chronological order: the Hun Empire, the Avar Kha-

ganate and the Principality of Hungary. In this study we look at what hap-

pened to the culture of the Avar period, after the fall of the Avar Khaganate 

as a political organization, during the 9th century AD. 

 

 

Historical background: Avaria during the 6–8th century 

In 552 AD the Rouran Empire in Inner Asia was destroyed by the rebellious 

Turks.1 This political event started a westward migration, and around 557 a 

new nomadic group appeared in the foreground of the Caucasus,2 who called 

themselves Avars. It was the fastest long-distance migration in world his-

tory.3  

They settled in the Carpathian Basin in 567/568, and established a 

multi-ethnic and multicultural nomadic empire. Their grave goods, the cloth-

ing items and the burial customs show different cultural influences. The cul-

tural elements from the East, i.e. from the steppe, can be linked to the Avars 
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or other eastern peoples of nomadic origin.4 The Merovingian-Germanic 

cultural elements refer to a group of possibly Germanic origin that main-

tained close relations with the western Merovingian world.5 The late antique 

cultural elements are the legacy of the descendants of the local Roman pro-

vincial population or of the Romanised communities settled from the Eastern 

Alps or Dalmatia.6 Several artefacts with Byzantine origin are a sign of the 

strong Eastern Mediterranean cultural influence or partially the legacy of 

Balkanic immigrants.7 Last but not least, the first Slavic groups arrived in the 

Carpathian Basin in the early Avar period.8 

 

 

Figure. 1. The settlement area of the Avars during the Late Avar Period and the sites 

mentioned in this paper 

 

By the 8th century, however, from this cultural diversity a unified late 

Avar culture had emerged throughout the Carpathian Basin (Fig. 1). The 

most important characteristics of the late Avar culture were horse burials, the 

 

4 Gulyás, 2023, 701–756. 
5 Vida, 2016, 258. 
6 Vida, 2016, 258; Bajnok et al., 2020, 8–10; Müller, 2020, 89–90. 
7 Garam, 2001; Müller, 2020, 94. 
8 Istvánovits, 2001, 178–179; Pintér Nagy–Wolf, 2017, 149–150. 
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uniform Northwest–Southeast orientation of the graves, the cast bronze belt 

sets, which were the rank markers of freemen, the uniform jewellery-fashion 

of women, and the uniformization of ceramics. 

 

 

The state of the historical research of the late 8th and 9th century 

If we look at historical events, during the late 8th century, Charlemagne, the 

king of the Franks, engaged in war against the Avars. The first Avar-Frankish 

armed conflicts in 788 were followed by Charlemagne’s personally led cam-

paign against Avaria in 791. The campaign was a failure, and Charlemagne 

did not achieve his goal of defeating the main forces of the Avar Khaganate.9 

In 795, a civil war broke out within Avaria, and the khagan and the yugurrus 

were killed. After that a Frankish-Lombard army under the command of Wo-

nomyr pillaged the khagan’s seat (hring) without resistance. In 796, Char-

lemagne sent his son Pippin with an army against the Avars, and the new 

khagan was forced to submit.10 However, in 799 we already hear of a re-

bellion. In 803, a Carolingian army was sent to Pannonia to restore order, 

and the tudun, the ‘prince of the Pannonians’ submitted to Charlemagne and 

was baptized.11 In 805, the Avar khagan was also baptized and took the name 

Abraham, therefore Charlemagne restored the former power of the khagan. 

His dependence on the Carolingian Empire deepened even further. Till the 

end of the Frankish–Avar wars the Avar Khaganate ceased to be a sovereign 

state, and became a vassal of the Carolingian Empire.12  

It has been a recurring topos in historical and archaeological works 

that Krum, khan of the Bulgars led at least one campaign of annihilation 

against the Avars in the early 9th century.13 However, many researchers ar-

gue that either Krum had never led such a campaign against the Avars, or 

even if he had, it could have been by no means annihilating.14 In 811, Avar 

auxiliary troops (mercenaries) helped Khan Krum to defeat the Byzantine 

 

9 Bóna, 1984, 338–339; Szőke, 2014, 10–12. 
10 Bóna, 1984, 341; Szőke, 2014, 12–14. 
11 Bóna, 1984, 342; Szőke, 2014, 16. 
12 Szőke, 2014, 21, 53. 
13 Zlatarski, 1918, 26; Fülöp, 1978, 88; Bóna, 1984, 343; Dénes, 2012, 55. 
14 Gjuzalev, 1966, 15–39; Makkay, 1994, 51–54; Mesterházy, 1977, 160, 162, 167; Olajos, 

2004, 111–112; Katona-Kiss, 2010, 170–171; Szalontai, 2000, 283; Szőke, 2014, 18–19. 
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army.15 In the same year, Charlemagne split off the region between the Danu-

be and Sava Rivers from the Avar Khaganate, and formed a direct Caroling-

ian province by the name of Pannonia(e).16 Consequently, the khagan defin-

itively lost his authority over the former western territories of the Avar Kha-

ganate.17 

We know the last mention of Avar delegation at the Frankish Imperial 

Assembly from 822.18 After that, according to most historians, there is no 

more mention of any Avar power organization.19 Recently, opinions emerg-

ed, that the ‘Avar Kingdom’ existed up to 843 in the Carpathian Basin.20 

However, the cessation of Avar political organization in the second quarter 

of the 9th century does not result in the cessation of Avar identity, as evi-

denced by the sources below.21 

The Legend of Cyril (Constantin) mentioned in connection with the 

so-called Venice Dispute of 867 that he argued to the Latin bishops in defen-

se of preaching in the mother tongue, because the Avars, among others, 

prayed and had liturgical books in their own language.22 Terézia Olajos con-

vincingly proved from the sources that the 9th-century Byzantines knew 

about the contemporary Avars.23 She also emphasizes that in 870/871 a 

Christian Avar population engaged in agriculture lived in Pannonia, in the 

eastern border region of the Frankish Empire, according to the Conversio 

Bagoariorum et Carantanorum.24 In 889, Regino of Prüm mentioned that the 

Hungarians arrived to the deserts of the Pannons and Avars (Pannoniorum 

et Avarorum solitudines) (Fig. 2). Samu Szádeczky-Kardoss convincingly 

argued based on the context that the word desert (solitudo) does not mean an 

uninhabited place, but a region inhabited by nomadic groups.25 The Byzan-

tine Emperor, Constantinos Porphyrogennetos wrote in his work De Admi- 

 

 

15 Balogh, 2017, 231. 
16 Szőke, 2014, 25–26; 2019, 166–171. 
17 Balogh, 2017, 240. 
18 Bóna, 1984, 349; Szőke, 2014, 43. 
19 Pohl, 2018, 391–392. 
20 Szántó, 2021, 55; 2022, 5; 2024. 
21 Szőke, 2014, 44. 
22 Balogh, 2022, 175; Szántó, 2022, 8. 
23 Olajos, 2004, 112–113. 
24 Olajos, 2004, 113. 
25 Szádeczky-Kardoss, 1993, 231–233. 
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Figure 2. The Carpathian Basin after 828 AD (prepared by Teofil Rétfalvi after 

Bóna–Szentpéteri, 1996, 15; Szőke, 2014, Fig. 1; Takács, 2016, Fig. 1 and based on 

the plan of Frigyes Szücsi) 

 

nistrando Imperio (DAI) in the mid-10th century that Avars are living in 

Croatia, whose Avar identity is still recognizable.26 

Based on the historical sources, we can assume the survival of the A-

var ethnos after the fall of the Avar Khaganate (early 9th century) at least un-

til the Hungarian Conquest (late 9th century) and in some regions (e.g. in 

Croatia) perhaps even afterwards. Consequently, the opinions based on lin-

guistic data (mainly toponyms) about the complete “slavisation” of the Avars 

are certainly wrong.27 Szabolcs Felföldi drew attention to the methodological 

fact that the lack of Avar toponyms may not affect the question of the sur-

vival of the Avars in the Carpathian Basin in the 9th century.28 György Sza-

bados argued on the basis of DAI that if the Avar ethnos was still recogni-

zable in the Slav milieu of Croatia in the mid-10th century, then why would 

they have become Slavs in the rest of the Carpathian Basin already during 

 

26 Szabados, 2016, 632. 
27 Kristó, 1995, 141–147; Róna-Tas, 1995, 425; Györffy, 1996, 968; Nagy, 2017, 364; Pohl, 

2018, 390–392. 
28 Felföldi, 2017, 220–221. 
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the 9th century.29 Moreover, Ágnes Cs. Sós has already raised the possibility 

that we cannot exclude even the “avarisation” of Slavs in certain areas in the 

9th century.30 The process of “avarisation” is known from the late Avar pe-

riod, for example a good part of the population of Mödling-An der Golde-

nen Stiege (nowadays: Austria) may have had similar ancestry as Slavic 

groups, but they shared Avar cultural habitus.31 From microregional archae-

ological and archaeogenetic research we may expect more detailed results 

about the 9th-century population of the former Avar Khaganate.  

 

 

The late Avar culture in the 9th century: The state of the  

archaeological research 

In almost all archaeological chronologies, the last phase of the late Avar cul-

ture was adapted to the historical events of the Avar Khaganate as a political 

organization.32 This is methodologically incorrect, because it is a “mixed rea-

soning”, and on the other hand, the disappearing of Avar identity did not 

follow the fall of the political organization, as mentioned above. József 

Szentpéteri33 also warned about the problems of the 8th-9th century chrono-

logy based on the diagrams and maps of ADAM.34 Today we still do not 

know exactly, in which region and for how long the latest phase of the Avar 

culture lasted after the fall of the Avar Khaganate. 

We only have relatively exact 9th-century chronology for the western 

part of the former Avar Khaganate, for Western Transdanubia,35 because this 

is the distribution area of eastern Frankish finds.36 Probably only this area be-

came part of the Carolingian Empire as Pannonia provinciae,37 because we 

do not find any eastern Frankish finds or any traces of the presence of Caro-

lingian culture in Eastern Transdanubia.38 From the other parts of the Car-

 

29 Szabados, 2016, 634; 2016a, 675. 
30 Cs. Sós, 1973, 80. 
31 Wang et al., 2025, 3–4. 
32 Szenthe et al., 2024, Fig. 1. 
33 Szentpéteri, 2006, 2017. 
34 Szentpéteri, 2002. 
35 Szőke, 2019, 418–455. 
36 Szőke, 2014, Fig. 1. 
37 Szőke, 2014, 44; 2019, 166–171. 
38 Szücsi, 2017, 183. 
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pathian Basin we do not have well datable finds from the 9th century (Fig. 

2). 

The possibility of continuous use until the 10th century has been raised 

for some cemeteries of the Avar Age, for example Tiszafüred-Majoros and 

Vörs-Papkert B.39 So far, only one cemetery has been published outside of 

Pannonia, where it was proven, that it was used continuously from the late 

Avar period until the Hungarian Conquest period, i.e. from the 8th until the 

10th century. It is the cemetery of an elite group in Hortobágy-Árkus pub-

lished by Gergely Szenthe and Erwin Gáll.40 The authors used radiocarbon 

dating in addition to the archaeological chronology to prove continuity. 

Based on the chronological model of the cemetery in Hortobágy-Árkus and 

a large number of radiocarbon dates from other cemeteries, a new archaeo-

logical chronology of the Avar age was suggested.41 In this new chronolo-

gical model, the reconstructible lengths of the late Avar chronological phases 

are longer than previously assumed in earlier archaeological chronologies. 

According to the new model the last phase of the late Avar period ornate belt 

sets can be dated to the first third or first half of the 9th century (Fig. 3). 

The new chronological results related to the jewellery also indicate a 

late Avar chronology that unfolds like an accordion. The horizontal stratig-

raphic observations and radiocarbon dating results indicate that some types 

of wire jewellery, mainly the multiple S-ended pendants (multiple S-termin-

alled rings) and the spiral pendants, appeared in the Avar Khaganate much 

earlier than the turn of the 8th and 9th centuries.42 We have to reckon with 

their appearance at the latest during the early 8th century,43 perhaps at the 

earliest in the last quarter of the 7th century.44 The earliest occurrences are in 

Eastern Transdanubian region and around Lake Balaton, in a middle or late 

Avar cultural milieu. So, they were in use for a longer time, than the first  

 

 

39 Garam, 1995, 430; Költő–Szentpéteri, 2016, 161–162. 
40 Szenthe–Gáll, 2023. 
41 Szenthe–Gáll, 2023, Fig. 115; Szenthe et al., 2024, Fig. 1. 
42 Szőke, 1990–1991, 152–153; 1992, 850–852. 
43 Szücsi, 2023, 208–221. 
44 Mesterházy, 2023, 191. 
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Figure 3. The radiocarbon-based chronological model after Szenthe–Gáll, 2023, 

Fig. 115, and the radiocarbon sequence of four graves containing belt sets from the 

early 9th century: Tiszafüred-Majoros grave 1187, 551 (Szenthe et al., 2024, Fig. 

10); Csákberény–Arató-szérű grave 27 (unpublished, excavation of the author); Pi-

lismarót-Basaharc grave 6 (Szenthe et al., 2024, Fig. 7, 12). For location see Fig. 1 

 

third or the first half of the 9th century.45 They were probably in use for more 

than 100 years by the Avar age population, so we should not automatically 

date these two types of wire jewellery to the 9th century (Fig. 4). The ending 

of the multiple S-ended pendants simplified into a simple S shape during the 

latest period of the late Avar age. The fashion of these types of wire jewellery 

was adopted first by Moravian Slavs around the turn of the 8th and 9th cen-

turies and later by Western Slavs.46  

In the case of some other jewellery types traditionally classified in the 

last phase of late Avar age, we can also suppose an earlier appearance and 

longer use with great certainty (Fig. 5). Such are spiral finger rings, punched 

plate finger rings with shield-like bezel and earrings with oval hoop and pris-

matic or elongated drop shaped bead pendant, that appeared as early as the 

first half of the 8th century.47 

 

 

 

45 Szőke, 1992, 850–852. 
46 Mesterházy, 2023, 205. 
47 Szücsi, 2023, Fig. 14. 
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Figure 4. Radiocarbon sequence of three graves (Csákberény–Arató-szérű grave 31, 

Úrhida-Arany János utca grave 103, Bodajk–Homoki-dűlő grave 41), which contain 

spiral and multiple S-shaped pendants. For location see Fig. 1 

 

 

Figure 5. A timeline of some Late Avar artefact types in the light of recent research 

results: 1. Spiral pendants; 2. Multiple S-shaped pendants; 3. Simple S-shaped pen-

dants; 4. Earrings with oval loops and long bead pendants; 5. Earrings with round 

hoops and short bead pendants; 6. Punched plate finger rings with shield-like bezels; 

7. Spiral finger rings 
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The final phase of the late Avar period was followed by a post-Avar 

period (in the second half or last third of the 9th century), when the Avar rep-

resentational culture disappeared. However, elements of the Avar deep cul-

ture, specifically, everyday objects of folk culture (needle cases with diago-

nal lattice pattern,48 bone jars,49 knives with antler handles,50 wooden buck-

ets with iron tyre51), as well as workshop and craft traditions (such as iron-

working, pottery) and some types of jewellery survived the Hungarian Con-

quest at the end of the 9th century (S-terminalled rings,52 spiral pendants,53 

earrings with one pulled up plate-sphere,54 some types of beads,55 bracelets 

with flaring terminals,56 finger rings with shield like bezel57). Regarding iron-

working, the technological continuity of the bloomery furnaces suggests the 

presence of a local population with stable craft skills preserving the late Avar 

traditions during the 9th and 10th centuries.58 The survival can also be seen 

in the pottery traditions.59 In the 10th century, baking bells,60 hand-formed 

cauldrons61 and slender pots, as well as internal rim decorations and incised 

wavy line bundle decorations of vessels,62 are seen as an archaic, surviving 

late Avar tradition. 

It can be shown in several regions that the number of graves in late A-

var period cemeteries exceeds the number of graves in the 10th- and even 

11th-century cemeteries which provides additional evidence for the Avar 

continuity, just like the similar settlement density of the two periods.63 Nev-

ertheless, the lack of find-types that can be dated exclusively to the 9th cen-

tury makes it extremely difficult to identify individual 9th century graves in 

the Carpathian Basin outside the Carolingian Pannonia. 

 

48 Szenthe–Gáll, 2023, 205–218; Fülöp et al., 2024, 118. 
49 Fülöp et al., 2024. 
50 Fülöp et al., 2024, 118–120. 
51 Fülöp et al., 2024, 120–121. 
52 Mesterházy, 2023, 205. 
53 Fülöp et al., 2024, 122; Horváth, 2016, 123. 
54 Fülöp et al., 2024, 107–109. 
55 Fülöp et al., 2024, 109–111. 
56 Fülöp et al., 2024, 113–114. 
57 Fülöp et al., 2024, 114. 
58 Mesterházy, 2011; Gömöri, 2018. 
59 Szőke, 1980, 188; Herold, 2004, 63. 
60 Takács, 1996, 170. 
61 Takács, 1986, 109–111. 
62 Wolf, 2003, 96. 
63 Cseh et al., 2016, 313–315. 
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In this respect, we are looking for help from scientific dating methods. 

However, I must also emphasize the limits of radiocarbon dating in the 9th-

century dating. In the mid-770s there is a large wave in the radiocarbon ca-

libration curve. Because of this, the highest value of the calibrated dating 

results is often in the 770s (see Fig. 4). A gamma-ray burst dated to 774–775 

causes the large wave in the radiocarbon calibration curve, when the propor-

tion of the carbon 14 isotope suddenly increased.64 After the large wave there 

is a plateau in the radiocarbon curve. Because of this the calibrated absolute 

dates give us too wide time intervals. These wide time intervals do not help 

us in the exact dating during the 9th century (see Figs. 3–4), many resear-

chers believe that those are only good for checking archaeological dating.65 

The generally applied practice in archaeological scholarship of consi-

dering only the more probable time interval within the 2 σ (95.4% probabi-

lity) range is problematic. For the period spanning the last third (or quarter) 

of the 8th century to the first quarter (or third) of the 9th century, archaeo-

logical and dendrochronological evidence suggests that the less probable 

intervals within the 2σ (95.4% probability) range may in fact be the more 

plausible ones. (Table 1). If these observations are valid, this may suggest 

that the final conclusions of some publications – according to which the use 

of certain Late Avar cemeteries ended by the late 8th century based on indi-

vidual radiocarbon results and/or their Bayesian analysis66 – could be metho-

dologically reconsidered, as these cemeteries may have continued to be in 

use into the 9th century.  

From around 825/830 onwards, it is again primarily the more probable 

time intervals within the 2 σ (95,4% probability) ranges that can be recon-

ciled with dendrochronological and archaeological chronology (Table 2). 

 

 

Conclusions 

The cessation of Avar political organization in the second quarter of the 9th 

century does not result in the cessation of Avar identity, because based on 

the historical sources between 867 and 889, we can assume the survival of 

 

64 Lőrinczy–Siklósi, 2015, 713. 
65 Szenthe–Gáll, 2023, 279–283; for an overview, see Somogyi, 2025, 506. 
66 E.g. Siklósi–Lőrinczy, 2015; Bajkai–Kolozsi, 2017. 
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the Avar ethnos after the fall of the Avar Khaganate at least until the Hunga-

rian Conquest (late 9th century) and in some regions (e.g. in Croatia based 

on the De Administrando Imperio) perhaps even afterwards. 

In almost all archaeological chronologies, the last phase of the late A-

var culture was adapted to the historical events of the Avar Khaganate as po-

litical organization. It is methodologically incorrect to base archaeological 

chronology on historical data, because it is a mixed reasoning. What is more, 

the historical sources prove that the Avar identity did not disappear at the 

same time as the sovereign political organization. The archaeological record 

testifies to the continuity of certain elements of the deep culture, crafts and 

workshop traditions from the Avar Age until the 9th century and even until 

the 10th century, despite the disappearance of the Avar representational cul-

ture during the first third/half of the 9th century. 

The proposed new chronological model related to horizontal stratig-

raphy and radiocarbon dating indicates a late Avar chronology that unfolds 

like an accordion. On the one hand, in some sites and regions, the appearance 

of the late Avar culture can be dated earlier than the turn of the 7th and 8th 

centuries, on the other hand, the last phase of the late Avar period ornate belt 

sets can be dated to the first third or first half of the 9th century. We still do 

not know exactly, in which region and for how long the latest phase of the 

Avar culture lasted after the fall of the Avar Khaganate. The lack of find-

types that can be dated exclusively to the 9th century makes it extremely dif-

ficult to identify individual 9th century graves in the Carpathian Basin out-

side the Carolingian Pannonia. From microregional interdisciplinary re-

search we may expect more detailed results about the 9th-century population 

and culture of the former Avar Khaganate.67 

  

 

67 I am grateful to Dömötör Kovács for proofreading the English version of the paper. 
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Table 1. Examples in which the less probable time intervals within the 2 σ (95.4% 

probability) ranges appear to be more consistent with dendrochronological and 

archaeological chronologies for the period spanning the last third (or quarter) of 

the 8th century to the first quarter (or third) of the 9th century 

 
  

AMS 14C 
code

Site
Grave / 
Object 

number

Type of 
sample

Uncalibra
ted BP

95,4% calAD
Archaeolog
ical dating

Dendrochrono
logical dating

References

DeA-48971
Csákberény-
Arató-szérű

31
human 

bone
1264,16

675 (94.6%) 777; 
794 (0.8%) 798

780-810 -
unpublished 

(excavation of the 
author)

DeA-48970
Csákberény-
Arató-szérű

27
human 

bone
1243,15

684 (53%) 744; 
771 (3.1%) 779; 

786 (35.6%) 830; 
854 (3.7%) 873 

790-830 -
unpublished 

(excavation of the 
author)

DeA-20888
Székesfehérvá

r-Jókai u. 14
SNR 

2017/28
wood 1259,28

670 (75.4%) 778; 
786 (17.2%) 830; 

855 (2.8%) 872
- 798-801

Morgós et al., 
2020

Deb-8041
Pitvaros-
Víztározó

167
human 

bone
1301,38

652 (92.7%) 777; 
792 (1.5%) 802; 
810 (1.3%) 820

775-800 -
Siklósi & Lőrinczy, 

2015

Deb-8024
Pitvaros-
Víztározó

51
human 

bone
1258,36

668 (67.1%) 779; 
785 (21.1%) 837; 

846 (7.2%) 877
800-830 -

Siklósi & Lőrinczy, 
2015

Deb-8057
Pitvaros-
Víztározó

205
human 

bone
1309,47

645 (89.0%) 779; 
787 (6.4%) 828

800-830 -
Siklósi & Lőrinczy, 

2015

DeA-3466
Debrecen-
Bellegelő, 

Bordás-tanya
444/444

human 
bone

1324,33
650 (53.2%) 710; 
721 (42.3%) 775

730-800 -
Bajkai & Kolozsi, 

2017

DeA-3947
Debrecen-
Bellegelő, 

Bordás-tanya
353/353

human 
bone

1276,25
665 (92.8%) 777; 
792 (1.4%) 800; 
811 (1.2%) 819

780-850 -
Bajkai & Kolozsi, 

2017

DeA-22534
Hortobágy-

Árkus
26

human 
bone

1333,32
647 (58.4%) 708; 
726 (37.1%) 775

770-830 -
Szenthe et al. 

2024

DeA-22559
Tiszafüred-

Majoros
1142

human 
bone

1266,25
670 (86.4%) 777; 

790 (9.1%) 822
790-830 -

Faragó et al., 
2022

DeA-22609
Tiszafüred-

Majoros
1189

human 
bone

1344,29
644 (68.4%) 704; 
738 (27.1%) 774

770-830 -
Faragó et al., 

2022

DeA-39834
Pilismarót-
Basaharc

6
human 

bone
1251,14

680 (75.1%) 745; 
761 (3.7%) 779; 
788 (16.7%) 826

760-840 -
Szenthe et al., 

2024

DeA-39801
Pilismarót-
Basaharc

22
human 

bone
1315,18

658 (49.7%) 704; 
740 (45.7%) 774

760-800 -
Szenthe et al., 

2024

DeA-39835
Pilismarót-
Basaharc

68
human 

bone
1250,15

680 (71.6%) 745; 
760 (3.9%) 779; 
787 (20.0%) 827

760-840 -
Szenthe et al., 

2024

DeA-39798
Pilismarót-
Basaharc

194
human 

bone
1249,17

679 (66.1%) 746; 
759 (4.6%) 779; 

787 (23.7%) 829; 
859 (1.0%) 866

760-840 -
Szenthe et al., 

2024

DeA-26578
Szarvas-Grexa-

téglagyár
266

human 
bone

1235,16

681 (57.5%) 743; 
769 (3.9%) 780; 

785 (31.1%) 833; 
853 (2.9%) 872

780-820 -
Gulyás et al., 

2025
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Table 2. Examples of more probable time intervals within the 2 σ (95.4% probability) 

ranges reconciled with dendrochronological and archaeological chronology from 

c. 825/830 onwards 
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9. yüzyılda Avarlar – Dönemin tarihsel ve arkeolojik 

araştırmalarına genel bir bakış 

Genişletilmiş özet 

 

567/568 yılından itibaren Karpat Havzası’na yerleşen Avarlar, farklı köken ve kültü-

rel arka planlara sahip çok sayıda topluluğu bünyesinde barındıran geniş bir impara-
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torluk üzerinde hüküm sürmüşlerdir. 7. yüzyılın sonlarına doğru – 8. yüzyılın başla-

rında, bu kültürel çeşitlilikten, doğu göçebe geleneklerini muhafaza eden ve kağanlık 

genelinde homojen bir karakter sergileyen Geç Avar kültürü teşekkül etmiştir. 8. 

yüzyılın sonlarında gerçekleşen Frank-Avar savaşları neticesinde Avar Kağanlığı 

egemenliğini kaybetmiş ve Şarlman’ın Karolenj İmparatorluğu’nun vasalı hâline 

gelmiştir. Araştırmacıların çoğu, 822 yılında Frank imparatorluk meclisinde Avar 

elçiliğinin anılmasını Avar siyasal teşkilatına dair son veri olarak kabul etmektedir; 

bununla birlikte, daha yeni tarihsel değerlendirmeler Avar siyasal yapısının en azın-

dan 843 yılına kadar varlığını sürdürmüş olabileceğini de ileri sürmektedir. 

Her hâlükârda, siyasal formasyonun 9. yüzyılın ikinci çeyreğinde ortadan 

kalkması, Avar kimliğinin de eş zamanlı olarak kaybolduğu anlamına gelmemekte-

dir. Nitekim Avar topluluğunun varlığını sürdürdüğüne dair 867 ile 889 yılları ara-

sına tarihlenen çeşitli çağdaş kaynaklar ile 10. yüzyılın ortalarına ait De Administ-

rando Imperio açık tanıklık sunmaktadır. Dolayısıyla tarihsel kaynaklar, Avar toplu-

luğunun Karpat Havzası’nda Macar yurt tutuşunu tecrübe ettiğini ve büyük olasılıkla 

10. yüzyılda da yer yer varlığını sürdüren, tanımlanabilir bir topluluk olarak mevcu-

diyetini koruduğunu göstermektedir. 

Bu durumdan hareketle, Avarların bütünüyle “Slavlaşması” yönündeki ve 

ağırlıklı olarak dilbilimsel argümanlara dayanan görüşlerin, tarihsel verilerden çıka-

rılabilecek sonuçlarla uyumlu olmadığı da anlaşılmaktadır. 

Arkeolojide kullanılan kronolojik sistemin son evresi genellikle Avar Kağan-

lığı’nın siyasal bir yapı olarak ortadan kalkmasıyla ilişkilendirilen tarihsel olaylara 

dayandırılmaktadır; bu durum metodolojik açıdan sorunlu olan “karma argümantas-

yon” pratiğine işaret etmektedir. Tarihsel ve arkeolojik verilerin bu şekilde birleşti-

rilmesi, yalnızca tarihsel veriler temelinde dahi tartışmalıdır; zira yukarıda da belir-

tildiği üzere, Avar kimliği egemen siyasal yapının ortadan kalkmasıyla eş zamanlı 

olarak kaybolmamış, aksine birkaç kuşak boyunca varlığını sürdürebilmiş olabilir. 

9. yüzyıl içindeki görece daha kesin arkeolojik kronoloji yalnızca eski Avar Kağan-

lığı’nın batı kesiminden, özellikle Tuna’nın batısında elde edilebilmektedir; çünkü 

bu bölgede Doğu Frank buluntuları ve Karolenj kültürüne ait materyaller ortaya çık-

maktadır. Muhtemelen yalnızca bu bölge Karolenj İmparatorluğu’nun bir parçası 

olarak Pannonia (superior) eyaleti hâline gelmiştir. Eski Avar Kağanlığı’nın diğer 

bölgelerinde ise, yalnızca 9. yüzyıla ya da bu yüzyıl içinde daha dar bir zaman ara-

lığına kesin olarak tarihlenebilen buluntular genellikle mevcut değildir. 

Son yıllarda yayımlanan arkeolojik ve doğa bilimlerine ait veriler (özellikle 

radyokarbon tarihlendirme), Geç Avar döneminin kronolojisinin adeta “armonika 

benzeri” biçimde genişlediğini göstermektedir; yani bazı bölgelerde belirli Geç Avar 

dönemi nesne tiplerinin daha erken bir tarihte, 7–8. yüzyıl dönümünde ortaya çıktığı 

ve aynı zamanda daha uzun süre kullanımda kaldığı anlaşılmaktadır. Bununla birlik-

te, Geç Avar kültürünün son evresinin hangi bölgede ne zamana kadar tarihlendirile-
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bileceği hâlen kesin olarak belirlenebilmiş değildir; zira Karolenj Pannonya’sı dışın-

da, yalnızca 9. yüzyıla ya da bu yüzyıl içinde daha kesin olarak tarihlenebilen nesne 

tiplerinin yokluğu nedeniyle, bireysel mezarların 9. yüzyıl içindeki kesin tarihlendi-

rilmesi problemli olmaya devam etmektedir. 

Arkeolojik veriler, Avar dönemine ait temsili kültürün 9. yüzyılın ilk üçte bi-

rinde veya yarısında ortadan kalkmasına rağmen, derin kültürün bazı unsurlarının 

(örneğin halk kültürüne ait gündelik kullanım araçlarının bir kısmı ve mutfak kültü-

rü), ayrıca belirli zanaat ve atölye geleneklerinin (çömlekçilik, demir işçiliği) ve bazı 

takı tiplerinin 9. yüzyılın ikinci yarısında, hatta kısmen 10. yüzyılda da varlığını sür-

dürdüğünü ortaya koymaktadır. 

Bilgilerimizin genişlemesi, farklı disiplinleri bir araya getiren kapsamlı mik-

ro-bölgesel araştırmalar sayesinde mümkün olacaktır. Bu tür çalışmaların sentezi, 

Avar Kağanlığı’nın ortadan kalkışından Karpat Havzası’ndaki Macar Büyük Prens-

liği’nin oluşumuna kadar uzanan dönemin muhtemel nüfus tarihi ve kültürel dönü-

şüm süreçlerine ilişkin modellerin oluşturulmasına imkân sağlayacaktır. 
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