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Z. K. Guliyeva *

THE ORIGIN OF THE KULTEPE CULTURE

The different opinions have been put forward about the
neolithization of the Azerbaijan. Some researchers note that the
South Caucasus’ Neolithic culture is related to Mesopotamia
by origin, some note that this culture developed based on
local traditions. New researches conducted in the territory of
Nakhchivan are essential for solving these problems.

New excavations conducted in Kultepe I, located near the
city of Nakhchivan, led to the discovery of new facts related
to the peopling history of this site and the peculiarities of the
Kultepe culture. Studies show that there were various centers
of Neolithic cultures’ formation in the VII—VI millennia BC
in Azerbaijan. Moreover, the Kultepe is the oldest ceramic
Neolithic site in the South Caucasus. Outputs of these studies
indicate that Azerbaijan’s Neolithic cultures have no sources
in the Middle East’s monuments.

Key words: South Caucasus, Nakhchivan, Kultepe site,
Neolithic, ceramic.

Introduction

The study of ancient agricultural cultures in
the Southern Caucasus was one of the topical
archaeological science issues. Although the first
studies in this area appeared 70 years ago, some
problems remain unresolved, including the Neo-
lithic culture formation issues. Over time, different
opinions were put forward about the origin of the
Southern Caucasus’ Neolithic culture. Researchers
have divided the Neolithic monuments of the
Southern Caucasus into two groups. The first
group included the Shomutepe-Shulaveri culture,
and the second, the Kultepe culture. The sites of
the Mil steppe, Mugan, and Karabakh groups were
attributed to the Kultepe culture (Meccen 1963,
puc. 3; Mynuaes 1975, c. 31; Hapumanos 1987,
c. 61). However, the issues related to the origin
of these cultures are not fully resolved. Several
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researchers note that the Neolithic culture of the
Southern Caucasus was brought from Mesopotamia
(Maccon 1964, ¢.407; Axynnos 2019, ¢. 98; Hamon
etal., 2016, p. 168), and some researchers argue that
it developed based on the local Mesolithic culture
(Kiguradze, Menabde 2004, p. 362; baxmanu-
eB u ap. 2017, c. 33; Nishiaki et al. 2015, p. 2790).
Research carried out in Nakhchivan, located at the
junction of the Southern Caucasus and the Middle
East, especially in the Kultepe site, is important in
terms of clarifying these conflicting opinions.

The Kultepe I site

The Kultepe I site is located on the left bank of
the Araz River, at the intersection of the Southern
Caucasus and the Middle East, in the center of
a favorable region for living, covering the basins
of the Urmia, Goycha, and Van lakes (Fig. 1).
The diameter of the high hill on the left bank of
the Nakhchivanchay, on which this ancient site is
located, is 200 x 100 meters, and the total area is
about 1.5 hectares.

The site was involved in extensive archaeolog-
ical research for the first time in 1951—1964 by
O. Abibullaev. It was ascertained that one of the
layers of this multilayer site, located at a depth
of 19 to 21.5 meters, belongs to the Neolithic era
(Hoabibullayev 1959, s. 14). New excavations con-
ducted under the leadership of V. Bakhshaliyev and
K. Morro in 2013—2018 in Kultepe I revealed new
facts about the peopling of the site. New finds al-
low us to determine the features of the Neolithic
culture of Kultepe.

Method and archaeological materials

In the study of archaeological materials, the method
of comparative analysis was used. An integrated
approach to materials and coal samples analyses
has enabled identifying the main features of the
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Fig. 1. Geographical location of the Kultepe I (map is taken from Google, prepared by Z. Guliyeva)

Kultepe culture. These features are more distinct
in the remains of buildings.

Stratigraphy of the Neolithic layer of the Kultepe [
site. According to the results of the excavations by
O. Abibullaev, the Neolithic layer of Kultepe I was di-
vided into two stages. These stages differed from each
other in terms of soil color and architectural remains.
Such a stratigraphic sequence was also traced at the
2012—2018 excavation site, which was laid at an old
Soviet excavation area on the site southwestern side
of the modern one. Moreover, in section E, where
the stratigraphy is traced even more clearly, the lowest
layer, distinguished by a dark color (depth 943—945),
is characterized by semi-dugout type living quarters.

This layer is conventionally called Level 1 (Morro
etal. 2019, p. 89). Analysis of coal taken from this lay-
er showed 6372—6084/5921—5717 BC (Table 1).

The light color and many building remains dis-
tinguish the second layer (Hobibullayev 1959, s. 15;
Morro et al. 2019, p. 88). During this period, living
quarters were built of adobe and raw bricks. Anal-
ysis of coal from the second layer showed 5469—
5228/5987—5772 BC (Table 1). The peculiari-
ties of the Kultepe culture are especially expressed
in the architectural remains, which had peculiar
forms in each layer.

As already mentioned, the architectural fea-
tures related to the first layer of the site were re-

Table 1. Results of coal analysis taken from the Neolithic layers of the Kultepe I (Morro et al. 2019: table 1)

No. Complex No. Material Laboratory No. (BP) Date ((]935 Z‘B;SE Layer
1 Al123 Charry seed LTL 16013A 6158 + 45 5230—4960 Layer 2
2 A230 Charcoal LTL 16901A 6786 + 45 5738—5624 Layer 2
3 B035 Charcoal LTL 14889A 6374 + 505 5473—5229 Layer 2
4 CO015 Charry seed LTL 17180A 6999 £ 45 5987—5772 Layer 2
5 C034 Charry seed LTL I5113A 7099 + 45 6070—5880 Layer 2
6 D078 Charcoal LTL 14938A 6485 + 45 5531—5356 Layer 2
7 E195 Charry seed LTL 16903A 6359 + 45 5469—5228 Layer 2
8 E314 Charry seed LTL 17856A 6827 £ 45 5797—5633 Layer 2
9 E251 Charry seed LTL 16904A 6921 £ 45 59215717 Layer 1
10 E264 Charcoal LTL 18620A 6667 t 45 5663—5510 Layer 1
11 E362A Charcoal LTL 18618A 7210 £ 45 6210—6004 Layer 1
12 E362B Charcoal LTL 18619A 7268 + 45 6226—6050 Layer 1
13 E362C Charcoal LTL 16900A 7361 £ 55 6372—6084 Layer 1
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Fig. 2. Living quarters plan of the Neolithic period (Kultepe I)

vealed due to excavations carried out in 2016—
2018 at the site E. The first layer was characterized
by living quarters of the semi-dugout type (Morro
et al. 2019, p. 89). These semi-dugouts are rectan-
gular and trapezoidal with rounded corners.

The premises of the second layer are built of
adobe bricks. Moreover, the plans of 12 of these
premises can be traced even more clearly (Table 2).
These rooms are mainly represented by round
buildings (8). Some of them have rectangular an-
nexes (2). In this respect, the plans for two residen-
tial complexes are noteworthy.

Table 2. Types of Neolithic rooms found at Kultepe

One of them was discovered in 2014 at site D.
This complex consists of a part of a large circu-
lar wall 50—60 cm thick. There are hearths and
oval rooms with rectangular partitions on its inner
side (Fig. 2). The diameter of one of these rooms is
1.8 m, the width of the wall is 23—25 cm, the floor is
laid with flat river stones (Baxsaliyev, Quliyeva 2015,
S. 26). The second room is located in the western
part, it is 1.9 m in diameter, and its walls are 20 cm
wide. Brick buildings, which occupy a central place
at the second stage of the architecture of Kultepe,
are also typical for the ancient sites of Transcauca-

Round rooms Quadrangular rooms Wall Buildi
N al uilding .
No. | S Width . . Find
O | SAUATE | by meter Height Length ! Height | thickness | material nes
of houses

1 D 7 m 50 cm 60 cm adobe houses, hearths, pottery

2 D 27m |70 cm 20cm |25—30 cm | mudbrick

3 D 1.85cm 15—20 cmcm 23—25 cm | mudbrick | hearth (IV type), tools,
obsidian, bones

4 D 1,9—1,7m|13—15cm cm 30 cm mudbrick | hearth (II type), tools,
stones

5 F 2.2m Scm 35cm adobe

6 E 3.8m [2.8m 35cm |50 cm mudbrick |skeleton, pottery

7 E 3/2,8 m 25 cm 55 cm adobe 2 hearths (11 type),
bones

8 E 2m 29 cm 30 cm mudbrick | hearth (I type), orange
pottery, tools

9 E 4m 20 cm 35cm mudbrick |hearth (I type), pottery,
tools, obsidian

10 |E 3m 15—20 cm 35cm adobe

11 |E 2m 29 cm 30 cm adobe

on stone
foundation

12 |Zh 7m 35cm 36—45 cm | mudbrick | hearths (I, IT types),

skeleton, bones, antler
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Fig. 3. Hearths (/—4) and burial monuments (5—6) discovered at the Kultepe I site

sia, including the cultural monuments of Mil-Ka-
rabakh in Chalagantepe, Shulaveri, Arukhlo I, Sho-
mutepe (Dueosmt CCCP 1982, c. 104, 106), as well
as the monuments of Khatunarkh, Teghut, Adablur,
Mashtoblur, and Shengavit I located in the Ararat
valley (Agri) (Narimanov, 1987, 69).

In the upper layers of Kultepe I, there are also
rectangular structures. Quadrangular brick build-
ings in the Urmia basin appear in the middle of the
VI millennium BC in the monuments of Haji-Firuz
and Kichik Yanygtepe (Hapumanos 1987, c. 87).
Moreover, the ancient inhabitants of Kultepe I used
brick buildings from the beginning of the VI mil-
lennium BC. It can be suggested that such archi-
tecture arose earlier than in other Southern Cauca-
sus monuments and the Urmia basin.

Research shows that in the second half of the VII
millennium BC in Kultepe I, semi-dugouts were
used, and at the second stage, dating back to the
first half of the VI millennium BC, buildings built of
bricks were used. Round semi-dugouts were found
in Shomutepe, Toyratepe, Gargalartepesi, and also
Arukhlo 1. Such semi-dugouts, dug next to each
other in Arukhlo I, had an irregular round plan. The
diameter of these dugouts is 4.1—4.6 m (DHeoauT
CCCP 1982, c. 106). In contrast, the semi-dugouts
of Kultepe I were rectangular in shape.

The architecture of the round and rectangular
buildings of the second stage of the site of Kultepe
has a certain similarity both with the architecture
of the Southern Caucasus and with the architecture
of the Urmia basin of that period. Research indi-
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cates that the Kultepe site has a distinctive archi-
tecture. This originality was also manifested in the
construction of hearths.

Hearths. During excavations at the Kultepe |
site, the remains of 33 hearths were recorded (Ta-
ble 3). They are represented by four types (Fig. 3:
1—4). The first type is represented by hearths with
stone floor and a stone circle (19 pcs.). The sec-
ond type is represented by hearths with a clay wall
(5 pcs.); the third type — with a brick wall (5 pcs.).
The fourth type (3 pcs.) is dug out in the soil and
supplemented with round stones. Furthermore,
18 of 25 hearths registered by O. Abibullaev in the
last century were stone hearths (A6u6ymiaes 1982,

Table 3. Types of Neolithic hearths found at Kultepe

c. 25, 28). Overall, 37 of 58 hearths found at the
Kultepe I are made of stone. That fact may indicate
that such centers occupied a special place in the life
of the Neolithic tribes of Nakhchivan.

The hearths with stone circles had been in use
for a longer time and are typical for the Kultepe.
Such hearths are found in both I and II layers,
which is important from the point of view of deter-
mining their period.

The hearths, representative for semi-dugouts
recorded in layer I, had the shape of round pits
dug into the floor and lined with flat river stones.
O. Abibullaev noted a gradual change in the diam-
eters of hearth pits of this type found in the I—IV

Types and forms of hearths
No. | Square Stone Clay Brick D:(;gﬂm Finds Layers
1 E279 |Oval Black-gray ash, pottery, animal bones, obsidian 1 layer
2 E270 |Round Black-gray ash, charcoal 1 layer
3 E 264 |Round Black-gray ash, charcoal 1 layer
4 E 254 | Round Ash 1 layer
5 E255 |Round Ash 1 layer
6 E 253 |Round Ash 1 layer
7 E252 |Round Ash 1 layer
8 E251 |Round Cobblestones 1 layer
9 E 220 | Round Cobblestones 1 layer
10 [E 181 Round | Small round stones, ash 2 layer
11 |E 206 Round Ash 2 layer
12 [E196 |Oval Ash 2 layer
13 |E 194 Oval Black-gray ash 2 layer
14 |E 062 Obsidian Red ocher, bone tools, obsidian, flint 2 layer
15 |E31 Oval Burnt earth and ash 2 layer
16 [E70 Oval 2 layer
17 |E 89 Oval 2 layer
18 |E 125 |Round Fragments of red-orange pottery 2 layer
19 |E129 |Round Pottery 2 layer
20 |E 132 |Semicircular Ash 2 layer
21 |E 147 |Oval Brown pottery, stones 2 layer
22 |E 156 Round | Small round stones, ash 2 layer
23 [Zh 088. | Semicircular Fragments of orange pottery, bones, ash and 2 layer
bricks
24 | Zh039. Oval Ash 2 layer
25 |Zh 050. Round Antler fragment, 1 piercer, clay, ash 2 layer
26 |Zh023. Round Ash 2 layer
27 |ZhOl6. Round Animal bones incl. antler, charcoal, fragments of |2 layer
red-orange pottery
28 | Zh 005. Round Ash, clay 2 layer
29 |Zh 045. Round Ash, stones 2 layer
30 |Zh055. Oval Ash 2 layer
31 [F083 |[Oval Cobblestones and brick remains 2 layer
32 |F056 |Quadrangular 2 layer
33 |D107 Round |Small round stones of different colors, ash 2 layer
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building layers of the Kultepe site. The diameter of
hearths surrounded by river stones varies between
30—60 cm (AouoymraeB 1982, c. 36, 25). The
presence of such hearths is confirmed by the exca-
vations of V. Bakhshaliyev and K. Morro. In these
types of hearths found at the site E, a thick layer
of ash, stone litter, and charcoal remains were re-
vealed (Marro et al. 2019, p. 89). Analysis of coal
from these hearths suggests that they were used in
the second half of the VII millennium BC.

Several types represent the hearths found in lay-
er I1. At this stage, stone-lined hearths also retained
their advantage. However, unlike the previous one,
such hearths were not dug in pits at this stage, but
laid out with flat river stones on the floor. The stone
hearths of the Kultepe I differ in shapes: oval, cres-
cent-shaped, quadrangular, rounded at the corners.
An adobe structure complements stone hearths.
Analogies of the hearths with stone floor are found
in layer V of the Khatunarh-Aknashen (Badalyan
2010, fig. 4—3) in the lower layers of Mentestepe
(Lyonnet, Quliyev 2011, s. 314).

Along with stone hearths, round-shaped brick-
built hearths and oval adobe ones were found in
this layer (Fig. 3: 3—2). Inside them were found
the remains of various animal bones, and in some
hearths, stone tools made of obsidian or flint, and
pottery samples were found. The variety of hearths
and finds revealed in them indicates that they
were used for various purposes. In this respect,
the unique hearths of the Kultepe I, particular-
ly the hearths surrounded by stones, are a valua-
ble attribute of the local culture formed here in the
VII millennium BC. Apparently, they had not only
practical applications, but also were used for reli-
gious rituals. The graves found at the Kultepe I are
of particular importance in studying rituals.

Burials. The graves discovered during archaeo-
logical excavations carried out at the Kultepe I site
during the Soviet period (Abu6ymtaes 1982, c. 39—
51), and in the period of independence, consist of
oval pits dug into the floor of living quarters. Such
depth of the pits was about 25—30 cm; the diam-
eter was 1.0 x 1.5 m (Baxsoliyev, Quliyeva 2015,
s. 12). Among 91 burials found at the Kultepe I, the
skeletons of 48 of them are well-preserved. In 25
burials, the skeletons were buried on the left side
and in 15 burials on the right side. Of these skele-
tons, six were stretched out on their backs, and dog
skeletons were found in two graves. The directions
of the skeletons are not uniform. In one part of the
graves, the head of the deceased was located in the
western direction and its legs — in the eastern. In
other burials, skeletons were in the northwest and
southeast directions. In this respect, they are simi-

lar to the burials of the VI layer of the Chatal Hoy-
uk site of the Anatolian burial mounds (Mellaart
1975, p. 103) belonging to the last stage of the Ne-
olithic. Ocher remains were occasionally recorded
on skeletons to a lesser or greater extent, both bur-
ied on the right and left flanks (Fig. 3: 5—6). Ap-
parently, this was due to the presence of faith in the
afterlife. The deceased were sometimes buried with
grave goods and often without grave goods'.

The burial custom recorded at the Kultepe I is
similar to burials at the Chalagantepe, Alikomek-
tepe (Hapumanos 1987, c. 87), Masis-Bloor (Mar-
tirosyan-Olshansky 2016, p. 7), Haji Firuz (Voigt
1983, p. 71) sites, which indicates a common tradi-
tion for the Southern Caucasus and the Urmia ba-
sin in the Late Neolithic.

Tools. The tools found at the Kultepe 1 were
made from various types of stone, bone, and horn.
Some of the tools, which are stone mortars, grain
grinders of various sizes, sickle inserts, hoes, etc.,
are similar to the samples found at the Kultepe site
earlier. The traditions of the transition from the Me-
solithic to the Neolithic were even more expressed
in the widespread use of obsidian and flint, typi-
cal for both periods. The discovered black, brown,
gray flint and obsidian tools consist of knives, lithic
cores, blades, and a significant number of unfin-
ished fragments. Sickle inserts are mainly made of
flint and obsidian (Baxsaliyev, Quliyeva 2015, s. 4).

Microliths represent a certain group of tools.
Microliths of geometric shapes were recorded at
Kultepe in small quantities (Hobibullayev 1959,
tab. 3—4; Marro et al. 2019, p. 99). Samples of a
trapezoidal, asymmetrical triangular shape of these
types of tools, as well as an arrowhead discovered
during excavations by O. Abibullaev, both in shape
and in the processing of edges (A6uoya1aeB 1982,
tab. XIII: 22—29) are similar to microliths found
at the Firuz I and II sites of Gobustan and Damji-
li at Azerbaijan territory (Kymnapésa 1984, c. 36,
51, 98—99; Iyceitnos 2010, fig. 98—99). The mi-
croliths samples found at the Kultepe I have their
parallels among the tools discovered in the Mes-
olithic and Neolithic sites of the Caucasus (Con-
nor, Sagona 2007, Plate 2, 10; Museibli 2017,
figs. 1—4), which indicates the connection be-
tween these two stages of the Stone Age. The ear-
liest examples of tool fragments, which are obsid-
ian trapezoidal plates and cutting tools, are known
in Azerbaijan from the I and II Firuz sites in Go-
bustan (Kymrnapésa 1984, c¢. 45). This similari-
ty can be traced to the manufacturing technology

' The anthropological identity of the skeletons from the
Kultepe site has not been ascertained yet.
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Fig. 4. Neolithic vessels of the Kultepe site

of the tools. For example, the old techniques were
used to some extent in the Neolithic era. Impact
and pressure flaking played an important role in the
processing of labor tools during this period. Such
technology was also used in the production of the
Kultepe I microliths.

The obsidians found at the Kultepe I were
brought from the Zangezur deposits located to the
north. Studies show that the Neolithic tribes of the
Kultepe I were engaged in obsidian exchange and
mainly used obsidian from Geyhasar (50 %) and
Zangezur (49 %) (baxuanues 2015, c. 143).

Metal items from the Kultepe I and other mon-
uments of the Southern Caucasus, in which the
main place is occupied by copper-arsenic admix-
ture, indicate that mining in the Neolithic period
was formed based on local raw materials. The re-
searchers noted that arsenic ore was mined mainly
in Salvarty, Bashkend, Ortakend, Paradash in Nakh-
chivan; the richest arsenic deposit was located in the
Julfa region (Qashgai 1975, p. 122). The fauna and
flora of these territories are of particular importance

in determining the features of each region’s industri-
al economy forming. The wheat species found at the
Kultepe 1 are soft wheat (7riticum sativum L), du-
rum wheat (7riticum Compostum Dest), dwarf wheat
(Triticum Compastum Hest), spherical wheat (7riti-
cum steriocococum), as well as millet (naked barley),
and bottle-shaped barley (Hordeum lagunculiforme)
were also found in Shomutepe, Toyratepe, and oth-
er synchronous sites. These crops have an early his-
tory of cultivation in the Southern Caucasus region
and belong to the local fauna (A6u6GynnaeB 1982,
c. 211). The bone tools found at the Kultepe I were
made mainly from local animal bones, including
mountain goats, and antlers. Research manifest that
these species were typical for the local fauna.

Pottery of both layers is made of clay mixed
with chopped straw and fired unevenly. A variety
of shapes and purposes distinguishes the pottery of
the second layer. The jugs, cauldrons, pots, pans,
and bowls found here are of particular importance
from the point of view of determining the charac-
teristic features of the Kultepe pottery.
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The jugs are divided into two groups accord-
ing to cylindrical and funnel-shaped necks (Fig. 4:
1, 4). Specimens with a cylindrical neck, rounded
body, and without patterns are also found in Kha-
tunarkh (Badalyan et al. 2010, fig. 9—1, 22). One
of the specimens, made of clay with a small admix-
ture of sand and straw, is distinguished by its red-
brown color and the presence of a relief ornament
on it. The ornament (Fig. 4: 1), consisting of eight
nipple-like protrusions, is similar to the ornament
of the vessel found in Arukhlo I (QHeonutr CCCP
1982, tab. XXXIV: 1). This jug with a funnel-shaped
neck is made of clay mixed with straw and a small
sand amount. Firing is good; it finds its analogs
among the materials of the late Neolithic layers of
the Shomutepe (Axynnos 2012, tab. 205, d-10, 14)
and Haji Firuz sites (Voigt 1983, fig. 85: g, h, v).

Vessels of the cauldron type have a cylindrical
shape, and a thick gray layer can be traced between
their walls. Bottoms with external projections are
thin compared to the wall part. Their analogies are
known from the Shomutepe layers (Axynmos 2012,
T1aba. 214: d-11), Khatunarkh III-IV (Badalyan
2010, fig. 9: 1, 4, 6, 13).

The cups were small in size, neatly made, and
varied. They are represented by convex and con-
ical shapes (Fig. 4: 2). One of the vessels is jar-
type, brown, has thin walls and a spout (Fig. 4: 3).
The outer surface of the vessel is slightly polished
on both sides and covered with a lining. Parallels
of this vessel are found in the Near East sites such
as Yanygtepe, Filia, Mersin (Mellart 1975, fig. 78,
74), and so far, no parallels are found in the South-
ern Caucasus monuments.

Discussions

The difference in the stratigraphy of the Kultepe
Neolithic layer is more clearly expressed in
architecture and pottery production. The pottery
of the first layer, which is typical for semi-dugouts,
was rough and uniform. The painted pottery found
in this layer consisted of only two samples; the paint
was applied to the clay surface in red. The variety of
pottery items increases in the second layer. In this
layer, the quantity and quality of painted pottery
have increased, and their painting technique has
changed. However, the pottery of both layers have
the same manufacturing technology. At one time,
A. A. Jessen assessed pottery with an admixture
of chaff, found at the Gebirli, Garakhanbeyli,
Shakhtepe sites on the Mil plains, Chalagantepe,
Chiraglitepe, Azginnitepe in Karabakh, as the
influence of the Kultepe culture to the north
(Mynuaes 1975, c. 41—62; Heccen 1963, c. 10).

The pottery with a touch of chopped straw in the
Karabakh sites’ Neolithic pottery on the example
of Ismailbeytepe is 81 % (Almommadov, Quluzado
2012, s. 74), 38.9 % in Goytepe (Iyaues, Iyceii-
HoB, AmmamenoB 2009, c. 28), 46 % in Khatunarkh
(Badalyan et al. 2010, p. 192), and 15 % in
Shomutepe (AxyngoB 2012, c. 53). Based on the
analysis of pottery, it can be said that the Kultepe
culture had, to a certain extent, influenced the
Neolithic culture of the Southern Caucasus.

Some of the pottery found at the Kultepe I is
similar in shape to the Neolithic materials of the
Haji Firuz (Moigt 1983, p. 99), Yanygtepe (Ajor-
loo 2013, p. 35) sites. Even though the materi-
als of the Kultepe have common features with the
materials of the Southern Caucasus and Lake Ur-
mia sites, the pottery of the Kultepe site has pecu-
liar features. On the other hand, unlike the Neo-
lithic culture of Mesopotamia, the early stage of
the ceramic Neolithic in the Kultepe is not char-
acterized by painted pottery. As is known, the Ne-
olithic Kultepe I layer is represented by two stag-
es (Table 1). The early-stage I layer is dated from
6372—5663 and II layer — 5745—5200 BC. Neo-
lithic sites in other regions of the Southern Cauca-
sus from the point of view of periodization are syn-
chronous with the layer II of Kultepe I. Thus, the
sites in the Kura basin (Haji Alemkhanly) are dated
5987—5846 BC, sites of the Shomutepe-Shulaveri
culture — 5900—5800 BC, including Hasansu I —
5992—5847 BC (Museibli 2017, p. 49), Goytepe —
5650—5460 BC (Nishiaki et al. 2018, p. 119), sites
on the Miles Plain — 5650—5200 BC (Ricci et al.
2018, p. 1445), and the Neolithic layer of Khatun-
arkh from the Ararat (Agri) valley sites is dated from
5986—5054 BC (Badalyan et al. 2010, p. 210), that
is, they were limited to the VI millennium.

The stratigraphic features of the Neolithic lay-
er of the Kultepe I coincide with the Lake Urmia
basin’s Neolithic sites. Neolithic sites, such as Haji
Firuz, Yanygtepe, Arinjan-Tepe, are dated back to
6500—5000 BC (Voigt 1983, p. 348; Ajorloo 2013,
p- 36). We can trace here, as in the Kultepe, both the
early and the last stages of the Neolithic pottery.

Conclusion

Studies show that Nakhchivan is up to now the
oldest ceramic Neolithic center in the Southern
Caucasus. The site of the Kultepe was inhabited
in the second half of the VII millennium. The
Shomutepe-Shulaveri group of sites existed in the
Southern Caucasus and the Neolithic period sites
in Mil-Karabakh and Agra valleys are synchronous
with the layer II of the Kultepe 1.
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Analysis of new archaeological materials indi-
cates that the Neolithic cultures of the Southern
Caucasus, including the Kultepe culture, had local
features. It can be proved by the rounded architec-
ture of the Kultepe, tools made of local obsidian,
and items of the local fauna and flora. The perio-
dization of both the Urmia basin sites, located to
the south of the Araz River, and the Shomutepe-
Shulaveri, Mil steppe, and Mugan cultures, indi-
cates that these cultures had been formed after the
Kultepe I. Apparently, various centers of Neoli-
thization existed in the Southern Caucasus. Even
in the advanced stage, the Neolithic culture of Az-
erbaijan does not entirely coincide with the Meso-
potamian cultures. One can only say about cultural
and economic ties or local migrations.
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TEHE3UC KIOJbTEMNIHCKOMW KYJIbTYPU

[1po HeoniTU3alii A3epbaiiiKaHy BUCYBTUCS Pi3HI IyMKU. JlesKi TOCHiTHUKY BiI3HAYAIOTh, 1110 LIS KYJIbTypa 3a M0XO0-
JIKEHHSIM OB’ s13aHa 3 MeconoTtaMi€lo, iHIIi 3K BBaXaJld, 10 BOHA PO3BUBAJIACS Ha OCHOBI MiCLIEBUX TPAIHULIiH i Mirpauiii
3 MeconoraMii. Y BupillleHHi X Tpo0JeM HaA3BUYAHO LiHHI HOBi TOCTIIXKEHHS, 1110 MPOBOASTHLCS B MiBIEHHOMY peri-
OHi A3epOaiixaHy, 30kpema Ha Teputopii HaxuuaH.

Hogi po3skoniku, nposeneHi B 2013—2018 pp. Ha nocenenni Kronbrene I, po3ramosanoro Henaneko Bim M. Haxuau-
BaH, MPUBEJIY 10 BUSBJIIEHHSI HOBUX (DaKTiB, ITOB’SI3aHUX 3 iCTOPI€EIO 3aceNeHHs 3a3HaYeHOl MiCIIEBOCTi i 0COOIMBOCTSIMU
KIOJIbTeniHCKOM KynbTypu. Lli 3Haxinku cBiguath, 1o nocejaeHHs: Kronabrene yrBopuiiocs B Apyriit nonosuHi VII tuc. no
H. €. 1110 BiANOBigae Mi3HbOMY Mepiofy HeosiTy. HoBi 3Haxinku HaA3BUYAHO BaXJIUBI V151 OLLIHKY KYJIBTYpU HEOJIITY.

Heonituuna xynbtypa Kronbrene | 3arajom XxapakTepu3yeTbCsl apXiTEKTYpOIO OKDPYIJIOTO IJIaHy, BOTHMILIAMU Ha
KaM’sHIl Timio3i, 3i0raHuMy TTOXOBaHHSIMU, TIOJIPOBAaHOI KepaMiKol0 UYePBOHO-OPAHXKEBOTO KOJHOPY, BUTOTOBJIEHOI
3 OlABaHHSM COJIOMU Ta 3 pesibe(P)HUM OPHAMEHTOM, 3HAPSAASIMU Tpali 3 00CUAiaHy YOPHO-KOPUUYHEBOTO KOJIbODY,
KPEMEHI0, iHIIIMX KaMEHiB, a TAKOX KIiCTOK i pory. Marepiaiu, BUsBJIE€HI B caMUX HUXHiX 1apax Kronbrene, gatoBaHi
6370—5200 pp. MatoTb CXOXi pricu 3 MaTepiaiamu mam’sitok MenTerirene, Kaminbrene, XaryHapx, Texyt, Macuc-bayp,
o Hanexatsb 10 VI tuc. no H. e. Ane kepamika Kronprene Bce xx Mae cBoi ocobauBocti. Lle Oyyio noB’s3aHo, 3 OAHOTO
00Ky, 3 TJOKaJIbHUM PO3BUTKOM KyibTypu Kronbrerne, a 3 iHIIoro — 3 apxaiuHicTio KrobTeniHCKOU kepamiku.

JocaimkeHHs MoKasyoTh, 1110 B VII—VI Tuc. 10 H. e. B Azep0OaiinxkaHi Oyiu pi3Hi ocepeku HOpMyBaHHS HEOTITUYHUX
KyabpTyp. Kepamika MeconoTamMcKoro noxXoaxXeHHsl, BUSIBJIEHA 3 HEOJITUYHOTO apy KronbTrene mia yac po3Komnox mif Ke-
piBautTBoM O. I'. AGiOysaeBa mokasye HassBHICTh Mixk Mecomnoramieto i [1iBnenHumM KaBka3zoM KyTbTYpHO-eKOHOMIYHUAX
3B’$13KiB, 1 MEBHUX Mirpauiii, oqHak HeoniThuuHi KyapTypu [liBnenHoro Kaskasy, 3okpema KysbTypa Kronbprene, manu
JIOKaJibHi ocobauBocTi. [1po 1ie cBiguuTh i okpymia apxitektypa Krosbrerne, i BAKOpUCTaHHS Ha LIbOMY MTOCEJIEHHI Miclie-
BOTO oGcuiany 3 pomosut IliBneHHoro Kaskasy, Ha BinMiHy Bix kpain Bimsbkoro Cxony. VIMoBipHO, IS KymTbTypa, sKa
copmyBanacs B Kronbrene B Tpetiii uBepti VII TUC. 10 H. €., IEBHUM YMHOM BIUIMHYJIA Ha perioHn Minb-Myra-Kapa6ax
i 1onuHy Arpu, B SIKUX MepeBaxae Kepamika 3 JOMillIKO 1mosioBu. Pazom 3 tum y VI Tuc. 1o H. e. kynbrypa Minb-Myra-
Kapabaxy Bifpi3Hsiacsi IEBHUMU OCOOJIMBOCTIMU, 30KpEMa KEPaMiKOIO i3 BIATUCKHOI OPHAMEHTALLIELO.

Kronprene € HaiinaBHIIIMM TIOCceIeHHSIM KepaMidHoTro HeoutiTy Ha [liBnenHomy KaBkasi. Lst mam’sitka mopsin 3 ITiB-
neHHuM KaBkazom Mae crijibHi prcu 3 mam’sitkamu 6aceiiny Ypmuu. Lleit dakt cBiquuTh Mpo Te, 110 B eroXy HeOJiTy
KYJIBTYPHO-eKOHOMIiuHi 3B’s13k1 Mix [liBnennum KaBkaszom Ta YpmuiicbkuMm GaceitHoMm 3miticHioBaucs yepe3 Haxam-
BaH. AJle aHaJTi3 SIK TTaM’ITOK Y PMUIICHKOTO OaceliHy, pO3TalllOBAHOTO Ha MMiBIeHb Bil p. Apa3, TaK i MOCeJIeHb, SIKi Ha-
3uBa0Thes KynbTypoto Lllomyrene-LllynaBepi, po3raiioBaHux Ha iBHOYI, CBiI4aTh PO Te, L0 BOHU OYyJI1 3acelieHi Micist
Kronprene. HezBaxatouu Ha Te, 110 Mil YaC OCTAHHIX TOCTiIXKEeHb OyJIM OTPUMAaHi MeBHi 3HAXiAKU, 1110 HAJIEXKaIU A0 eno-
X¥ TOKepaMiTHOTO HEOIITY, OHAK TTOKH (DaKTiB HeOCTaTHRO. MIMOBipHO, BincyTHicTs Ha ITiBnenHOMy KaBkasi, 30kpema
i B Azep0OalimkaHi repioay TOKepaMiqHOTO HEOJiTy, OYJIO ITOB’sI3aHO 3 HEIOCTaTHIM BUBYEHHSIM IIi€l Ky IbTypu. Pe3ynbra-
TU TOCITIIXeHb TIOKAa3yI0Th, III0 HEOJIITUUHI KyJIbTypu A3epOaiikaHy He MalOTh BUTOKIB y Tlam’siTkax biusbpkoro Cxogy.
Bona dbopmyBanacs B pe3y/ibTaTi pO3BUTKY MiCLIEBUX TEHEHIIi, MaOyTh, 32 CIPUSIHHS Mirpauii HacejeHHs bin3bkoro i
Cepennboro Cxony.

Kawuoei caoea: lliedennuii Kaskas, Haxuusan, nocenenns Kionvmene, Heonim, kepamika.
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TEHE3UC KIOJbTEMUHCKOM KYJIbTYPbI

O HeonuTu3auu AsepOaiiikaHa BBIIBUTAIMCH pa3iMyHble MHeHMs. HekoTopwle mcciaenoBareii OTMEYaloT, YTO 3Ta
KYJIbTypa IO MPOMCXOXIEHUIO CBi3aHa ¢ MecomoTamueii, HEKOTOpble OTMEYAIOT, YTO OHA Pa3BUBAJIACh HA OCHOBE
MECTHBIX TPaAULIMI U Murpauunit us Meconoramuu. B pelieHun 3tux npodsemM 4pe3BblyaiitHO LIEHHBI HOBBIE UCCIEI0BA-
HUS$1, IPOBOAMMBIE B I0XKHOM pernoHe AszepOaiiixaHa, B TOM yncie Ha Tepputopuu HaxubiBaHa.

HoBsbie packonku, mposenennbie B 2013—2018 rr. Ha mocenenun Kionbrene [, pacmonoxkeHHOTO HeTaleKo OT ro-
pona HaxubiBaHa, NPUBEJIU K BBISIBICHUIO HOBBIX (DAKTOB, CBA3AHHBIX C UCTOPUEN 3acCeeHUs YKAa3aHHOW MECTHOCTU U
0COOEHHOCTSIMU KIOJMBTETIMHCKOW KYJBTYPhl. DTH HaXOAKW CBUAETEbCTBYIOT, UTO TocesieHne Kionbreme 3acesieHO BO
BTOpOii nosoBuHe VII ThIC. 10 H. 3. YTO COOTBETCTBYET MO3IHEMY HEOIUTY. HoBble HaxoAKM Ype3BbIUYAHO BaXKHbI IS
OLIEHKU KYJIbTYPbl HEOJIUTA.

Heonutnueckas kynaptypa Kronbprene | B OCHOBHOM xapakTepu3yeTcsl apXUTEKTYPOil OKPYIJIOro IJlaHa, oYaraMmu Ha
KaMEHHOM T0J1y, CKOPUEHHBIMU MOrPe0eHUsIMU, MOJUPOBAHHON KEPaMUKOW KPAaCHO-OPAHXKEBOTO 1IBETA U3TOTOBJEH-
HOU 13 COJIOMBI C pesibe(DHBIM OPHAMEHTOM, OPYIUSIMU TPYJa U3 00CUIMAaHa YePHO-KOPUYHEBOTO IIBETA, KPEMHS, IPYTUX
KaMHeii, a TakKe KocTeii 1 pora. MaTepuaiibl, 00HApYKEeHHbIE B CAMBIX HYKHUX cliosix KroJibTerne, natupoBaHHbIie 6370—
5200 rr., IMEIOT CXOIHBIC YEPTHI B MaTeprajax MaMITHUKOB MeHTererne, Kamunbrene, XatyHapx, Texyr, Macuc-biyp,
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KoTopble oTHocsTcs K VI Thic. 10 H. 3. Ho kKepamuka KronpTene oTyinuaeTcs cCBoeoOpa3sHbIMU OCOOEHHOCTSIMU. DTO ObLIO
CB$SI3aHO, C OJTHOI CTOPOHBI, C JJOKaJIbHBIM Pa3BUTHEM KYJIbTYpbl KiosibTere, a ¢ 1pyroii — ¢ apxandyHocThbio KronbTenuH-
CKOI KepaMUKHU.

Wccnenosanusi mokassiBatoT, uTo B VII—VI ThIC. 10 H. 3. B A3epOaliizkaHe MUMeIUCh pa3IuuyHble oyaru GopMupoBaHuUs
HEOJIUTUYECKUX KyIbTYp. Kepamuka MeconoTaMcKoro mporucxoxaeHusl, 00HapykKeHHas U3 HEOJIUTUYECKOoro ciiost Krosb-
Tere Bo BpeMsl packorok noj pykoBoactBom O. I'. AoubyiaeBa nmokasblBaeT HalMuue Mexxay Meconoramueit 1 KOXXHbIM
Kapkazom KyJbTypHO-3KOHOMUUYECKHUX CBS3El, U OMIPEeIeHHbIX MUTPALIMi, OTHAKO HEOJUTUUYECKUE KYIbTYpbl KOXXHO-
ro KaBka3a, B ToM uucie KyabTypa Kronbrene, uMenu JokaibHble 0cOOeHHOCTU. OO0 3TOM CBUIETEIbCTBYET U OKpYyTIast
apxurtekTypa KronbTene, ¥ UCIOIb30BaHUE Ha 9TOM MTOCEJIEHUU MECTHOTO obcuaraHa u3 MmectopoxaeHuit FOxnoro Kag-
Kaza, B OTJIMuMe oT cTpaH baukHero Boctoka. BeposiTHo, aTa KynbTypa, ccopmupoBasiiasics B Krosibrerne B TpeTbeM YeT-
Beptu VII ThIC. 10 H. 3., OKa3aja ornpeneaeHHOe BIUSHUE Ha perMoHbl Musib-MyraH-Kapabax u 10J11MHY Arpbl, B KOTOPbIX
npeobyiagaeT KepaMuka ¢ mpuMechbio MaKUHbI. Hapsiay ¢ atum B VI ThIC. 10 H. 3. KyJbTypa Munb-Myran-Kapabaxa otin-
yajiach onpeneaeHHbIMU OCOOEHHOCTSIMU, O0JIbIlIe BCETO KEPAaMUKOI ¢ BIaBIEHHON OpHaMEHTAllMEN.

Kionbrerne siBisieTcsi caMbIM APEBHUM TOCEJIEHUEM KepaMuiyeckoro HeosnTa Ha FOxHoMm KaBkaze. DTOT maMsTHUK
Hapsay ¢ FOxubim KaBkasom nmMeet o0111e YepThl ¢ TaMSITHUKaMU 6acceitHa YpMuu. DToT hakT CBUAETEbCTBYET O TOM,
YTO B 9M0XY HEOJIMTA KYJIbTYpHO-9KOHOMUYECcKKe cBsI3U Mexy FOxHbIM KaBkazoM 1 YpMuiickum 6acceiitHoM ocyliecT-
BisIMCh Yyepe3 HaxubiBaH. Ho aHanu3 kak maMsTHUKOB YpMUIICKOTo 6acceliHa, pacrnoioXKeHHOTO K 0Ty OT p. Apas, Tak
U nocesieHui, HazbiBaeMbIX KyabTypoil Lllomyrene-IllynaBepu, pacnofioXXeHHbIX Ha CeBEpe, CBUIETEIbCTBYIOT O TOM,
4YTO OHM ObUTM 3acesieHbl Tocie Kronbrerne. HecMoTpst Ha To, UTO B XO[e MOCAEIHUX UCCIEIOBAHUI ObLIU MOJTYyYEHbI
HEKOTOpPblE HAaXOAKH, OTHOCSIIMECS K 3MOXe TOKePaMUUECKOro HeoJnTa, HO Moka (akToB HelrocTaTouHo. BeposiTHo,
otcytcTBue Ha KOxxHom KaBkase, B ToM uucie u B A3epOaiikaHe nepuojaa 10KepaMruyecKoro HeoJuTa, OblIo CBS3aHO
C HEIOCTAaTOYHBIM M3YYEHUEM 3TOI KyJIbTypbl. Pe3yabTaThl HccaenoBaHUit MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO HEOJIUTUUYECKUE KYJIbTYPbI
AzepbaiiizkaHa HE UMEIOT UCTOKOB B mamsTHUKaxX biauxkHero Boctoka. OHu dopmupoBasiach B pe3yjibTaTe pa3sBUTHUS
MECTHBIX TeHACHLUU, TO-BUIUMOMY, OJaroaapsi COnelcTBUIO MUrpaliuu HacesneHus bavkHero n CpeaHero Boctoka.

Kawueswvie caoea: IOxnviit Kasxas, Haxuviean, nocesenue Kroavmene, neoaum, kepamuxa.
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