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Abstract. The archaeological complex of Agarak is located in the Aragatsotn province of the Republic of
Armenia, on the western bank of the Amberd river, on the territory of Agarak and Voskehat villages. During the
excavations carried out in 2001-2012 the expedition of the Institute of Archeology and Ethnography of the NAS
RA revealed residential areas and burials, indicating a long occupation of the site — from the Early Bronze Age
to the Middle Ages. The burials discovered in Agarak belong to Classial Antiquity and differ from each other
in funerary rites and burial structures (stone chests, cist, ground and jar burials). In the Hellenistic period,
jar burials were common in the region, and already in the first centuries AD they acquired a mass character
and have been recorded both on the ancient burial grounds of Armenia (Artashat, Garni, Dvin, Vagharshapat,
Avan, Shirakavan, Beniamin, Artsakh Tigranakert, etc.), and neighboring Georgia and Caucasian Albania. The
ten jar burials, excavated in Agarak, were mostly placed in a horizontal position with no specific orientation.
The deceased was placed in a jug in a flexed position on the right or left side, after breaking the upper part
of the vessel. Then the fragments were returned to their place. The grave goods of jar burials give an idea of
the life and beliefs of the society of that period. The study of the Agarak jar burials reveals the use of this type
of burials from the 6th century BC to the 3rd century AD, and the analysis of the accompanying grave goods
indicates that it does not differ in any way from the inventory of other types of burials of the Agarak burial
ground. This fact testifies to the uniformity of material culture, differences in funeral rites, while maintaining
cultural unity and a similar worldview of the population of the synchronous sites of Armenia.
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KYBIIINMHHBIE IIOT'PEBEHMNA ATAPAKA B APATAITIOTHE:
INPEABAPUTE/IBHOE COOBIIIEHMNE

AHHOMAayua. ApXeoJOTHUeCKUi KOMILIEKC ATapak HaxoAuTcsA B o6s1actu AparaiiotH Pecnybiuku ApMeHust, Ha 3a-
nasiHoM Gepery p. AMbep/, Ha TeppuTOpuH cesl Arapak 1 BockeaT. B Xozie pacKoIIOK, TPOM3BEZIEHHBIX B 2001-2012 IT. 3KC-
nenuiueil HctuTyTa apxeosoruu u stHorpaduu HAH PA, GbLTH BBISBJIEHBI XKIJIBIE YUACTKH U TOTPeOeHNs, CBUETENb-
CTBYIOIIIME O TIPOJIOJDKUTETBHOM XKU3HU HA MMAMATHUKE — C BIIOXH PaHHEH GPOH3BI 10 cpe/iHeBeKOBbA. OOHAPYKEHHBIE
B Arapake U OTHOCSIIHECS K II0Xe aHTUYHOCTH 3aXOPOHEHHUs OTJIMYAIOTCA APYT OT JIPyTa 110 MOrpebayIbHBIM 00psA/iaM |
KOHCTPYKIMAM (KaMeHHBIH ANUK, I[UCTa, TPYHTOBBIE U KYBIIMHHBIE IOTpebeHys:). B a/InHuCTHYeCKUH TEPUO/T KYBIIUH-
HBbIe TTIOrpeGeHns B PETHOHe BCTPEYAIOTCS YaCTo, a Y’Ke B IIEPBBIX BB. H.3. OHU IIPHOOPETAIOT MACCOBOE SIBJIEHUE U 3aUK-
CHPOBAHBI KaK Ha aHTHYHBIX MOTTJIBHUKAX ApMeHuH (Apramat, I'apuu, /[BuH, Barapmanar, AsaH, [llupakaBaH, Benna-
MUH, Aprnaxckuii TUTpaHakepT U Ap.), Tak U cocefHel I'pysun n KaBkasckoit Anbannn. Packonanusle B Arapake ZiecsATh
KyBIITHHHBIX TOrpeOeHNi B OCHOBHOM OBLTH YCTAHOBJIEHBI B TOPH30HTAIBHOM IOJIOXKEHUH U He UMeTN KOHKPETHOH OpH-
€HTHPOBKH I10 YaCTAM CBETA. YCOIIIETO YKIA/IbIBAJIN B KYBIIMH B CKOPYEHHOM IT0JIOXKEHHH Ha IIPAaBOM WJIH JIEBOM OOKY,
TIpe/IBAPUTETHHO Pa36UB BEPXHIOI YaCTh cocy/ia. 3aTeM (pparMeHTH BO3BpAIlaid Ha MecTo. IlorpebabHbIN HHBEHTAPh
KyBIIHMHHBIX ITOTPe0eHUI JTaeT Ipe/CTaBIeHue 0 ObITe U BEPOBAHUAX OOILIECTBA TOTO Ieproja. VizyueHne KyBIIMHHBIX
rorpebeHni Arapaka I103BOJISIET BBIABUTD HCIIOJIb30BAHUE TAHHOTO TUIIA 3aX0poHeHUH ¢ VI B. 710 H.3. 1o 111 B. H.5., a aHA-
JIU3 COIYTCTBYIOIIEro norpebasbHOro NHBEHTaps yKa3blBaeT Ha TO, UTO OH HUYEM He OTJIMYaeTcs OT MHBEHTaps JAPYTUX
THUIIOB ITOrpebeHui ArapakCKOTro MOTHJIBHHUKA. DTOT (DAKT CBUETENBCTBYET O €MHOOOPA3HH MAaTEPUAIBHON KyJIBTYPHI,
PasINYHAX B MOrpebaIbHBIX 00pAIaX IPU COXPAHEHUU KyJIBTYPHOTO €IMHCTBA U CXO[THOTO MUPOBO33PEHUS HaceJIeHHUA
CUHXPOHHBIX IaMATHUKOB ADMeHUHU.

Kntoueswte crosa: obmactb AparanoTH; Arapak; KyBIIMHHbIE IOTPe0eHNUsl; CHHUN CTEKJITHHBIH MHOTOTPAHHUK; 0001
XapoHa; aHTUYHBIH IIepuoy,

Jaa nurupoBanus: 'abpusiasan A.A., Kapanerss U.A., Iletpocsia A.A. KyBmnHHbBIE TOrpeGeHUs
Arapaka B ApararoTHe: IpeiBapuTeIbHOe coobienue // VcTopus, apxeoyIorus U STHOTpadus
KaBkaza. 2023. T. 19. No 2. C. 563-573. doi.org/10.32653/CH192563-573

© Tabpuasnsas A.A., Kapanersu U.A., IletpocsaH A.A., 2023
© Harecranckuil penepaybHBIN HccaenoBarenbekuil neHTp PAH, 2023

564



History, Archeology and Ethnography of the Caucasus V.19.N¢ 2, 2023

Introduction

The archaeological complex of Agarak is located on the western bank of the river Amberd,
on the territory of Agarak and Voskehat villages, and occupies an area of approximately
200 ha (tabl. 1, 1, 3, 4). From 2001—2012 an expedition of the Institute of Archaeology
and Ethnography of the NAS RA, under the direction of Dr. Pavel Avetisyan, conducted
excavations that revealed an important multi-period settlement with occupations from the
Early Bronze Age through the Late Middle Ages.1

The burials belonging to the post-Urartian and Roman eras were spread across different
parts of the highest terrace of the site’s northern complex, and on the eastern and southern
slopes and foothills. The burials differ in terms of funerary structures and associated burial
rites. The excavations revealed 10 jar burials mainly concentrated on the southern slopes of
the northern complex (tabl. 1, 2).

Localization of the jar burials

The first jar burial was excavated in Square K3 (Burial 1).2 It measures 120 cm high, with
a body diameter of 70-80 cm, and thickness of 2 cm. The jar was placed in a horizontal
position with the base oriented roughly to the north, offset westward by about 40 degrees. It
is brownish in color, the base is flat, and the rim is everted. Only the lower part of the vessel
was intact. Based on the preservation of the sherds, it is evident that the rim and part of the
shoulder were removed in order to place the deceased inside. The person was buried on the
right side in the fetal position, facing north. The sediment in the jar contained potsherds,
obsidian chips, and a small piece of a bronze bracelet. The burial dates to the 1st century
BC - 1st century AD.

The next burial (Burial 6) was uncovered in Square O5, next to the jar Burial 12 and the
Urartian rock-cut tomb, on the bedrock surface of the slope, where traces of a construction
covered with 40 cm thick sediment were discovered. The masonry resembles the stone
blocking the entrance to the tomb with in the details of the stonework. A polyhedral glass
seal, 2 bead pendants of an earring, a small pot, a bronze ring, a fragment of a twisted object,
beads made of glass and glass paste were found in the jar burial. The inventory allows to date
the burial to the 2nd—1st centuries BC (tabl. 2, 1, 3; tabl. 3, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6).

Burial 9 also was excavated in Square O5. A red-burnished and evenly fired two-handled
jug (height — 32.5 cm, body width — 34.5 cm, rim diameter — 22 ¢m, base diameter — 15.5 cm;
tabl. 2, 2) made of clay with sand inclusions was used as a funerary vessel. The handles are
placed on the widest part of the body. A 7 mm hole was drilled in the bottom (tabl. 2, 2).

1. We express our gratitude to the director of the Agarak archaeological project, Dr. Pavel Avetisyan, correspondent member
of NAS RA. We also thank expedition members Dr. Inesa Karapetyan, Dr. Nyura Hakobyan, Dr. Ruben Vardanyan, Dr.
Garegin Tumanyan and Irene Kalantaryan for providing us with the excavation reports and field diaries, as well as architect
Dr. Hovhannes Sanamyan. Sketches were provided by architect Lilit Minasyan and find photographs are credited to Dr.
Armine Gabrielyan. Aerial images were captured by Harutyun Achemyan. Funding for the 2001—2004 excavations of
Agarak was provided by the “Gfoeller Renaissance Foundation”, the USA.

2. Numbering is given according to field diaries.
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The burial vessel was placed vertically. Both its external and internal surfaces were partially
covered with soot. The jug was empty apart from the skeletal remains of a child. The burial
dates to the 1st—3rd centuries AD.

Tomb 10 of Square O5 was revealed inside a large jar under the western facade of the wall
that extended from NE to SW. The jar was placed horizontally, oriented to the south. It was
badly damaged by building activity in the medieval era. The jar had been used for domestic
purposes and was restored, as evidenced by 6 repair holes drilled on its walls and 2 more on
the base. Inside the burial there were various beads made of glass, glass paste, and amber as
well as a ring. Based on the objects found inside the jar as well as the features of the jar itself,
it is possible to date the burial to the 1st century BC — 1st century AD.

Among all the burials revealed at Agarak, the earliest one is a child Burial 12, made in a
small vessel, and discovered in Square Os5. The burial survived thanks to the medieval wall
stretching from the rock in a southern direction and placed above the jar. The burial jar was
deposited horizontally and oriented from north to south. The vessel height is 45 cm, the body
diameter is 35 cm, and the rim diameter is 23 cm. The skeleton preserved poorly, but the head
of the deceased was clearly in the upper part of the vessel. Among the finds discovered in the
burial there are 2 pendants, disk-shaped beads made of stone, spherical beads made of glass, a
fragment of an indeterminate bronze object, and a stone seal with a broken loop. Considering
the worn condition of the seal and the evidence of re-use, as well as the shape of the vessel and
fabric and finish of the jar, it can be dated to the 6th century BC [1, p. 152; 2, p. 60].

Another jar burial (Tomb 15) uncovered in Square O5 was placed horizontally and oriented
north-south. It was badly damaged due to building activity in the Middle Ages. The top of
the jar was covered with a large red-polished bowl, most fragments of which were found near

the broken rim of the jar. The burial did not contain any skeletal or artifactual materials.

Jar burial (Tomb 16) in Square O6 was found in an interesting stratigraphic context. The
floor plaster and the pavement of the upper layer damaged the jar, and, as a result, fragments
of the neck appeared under the pavement. A slab was placed instead of the foot of the jar, on
which the phalanges of a deceased’s feet rested. Inside the jar there were a pinhead made of
glazed paste, a biconic four-faceted carnelian bead, a corroded iron object, a greenish infant

tooth, and a worn-out coin of Alexander the Great (tabl. 3, 4, 12).3

The next Burial 8 (Tomb 17), of the same square, was discovered in the corner of the wall
and the bedrock, extending from north to south, under the compacted floor at a distance of
20 cm from the jar Burial 16. The vessel opening faced the west-facing wall. This jar burial
was 190 cm from the surface of the bedrock, and 65—95 cm below the bottom stones of the
retaining wall. The vessel was damaged as a result of medieval building activity. The large
burial jar was deposited horizontally with the top facing south-west, surrounded by a pile
of small stones. The individual was placed on the left side in fetal position. Its head reached
the rim of the vessel, facing west. The remains of the individual decayed, and the burial was
otherwise empty. Comparative morphological and stratigraphic analysis of the jar Burial 15
of Square O5, and Burial 16 and 17 of Square O6 suggest that these burials date to the 1st
century BC — 1st century AD [2, p. 60].

The jar Burial 9 was opened in Square No, at a depth of 220 cm from the surface of the
bedrock. The jar was in a compressed condition and filled with sediment. A bronze snake-
shaped bracelet, an earring, a ring, ceramic fragments, and a bone knuckle were found inside

3. We express our gratitude to numismatist Dr. R. Vardanyan for identifying the coin and providing us with photographs.
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(tabl. 3, 7-10). An earthen layer of ash containing animal bones was observed near the jar,
which may be the remnants of funeral feast.

Finally, the jar Burial 10 was uncovered in the northern part of Square D11. The red vessel
(60 cm high, 50 cm wide, with a base diameter of 18 cm) was placed horizontally, with the
mouth facing east (tabl. 2, 4). There was a hole 1 cm in diameter in the center of the flat base.
The mouth of the jar was covered with a small bowl, which also had a hole in the center. The
jar burial contained no finds, except for a few infant teeth.

Grave goods

Although the inventory of the Agarak burials is not abundant, it is nevertheless notably
diverse, and includes pottery, jewelry, seals, a coin, a knuckle bone, and other small artifacts.

Ceramic assemblage is represented by burial vessels associated goods such as an intact
small pot and different potsherds. The ten burial jars can be classified into 3 types: large jars,
mid-size jars, and pots (two-handled or handleless) with heights varying from 32.5 cm to
120 cm. All pots were used for hosehold purposes and all had a hole in the middle of a plain
base. The only intact pot found inside the jar burials was a small, red-slipped, well-polished
vessel with convex body and everted rim (height — 8 cm, diameter of the widest part — 9.6
cm, rim diameter — 6 cm, base diameter — 4.5 cm).

Although jewelry artifacts are few, the small collection dates to the Late Hellenistic
period. Bracelets are represented by a single copy. It is 5.5 cm wide, round in section, with
slightly flattened snake-shaped terminals. The eyes of the snakes are emphasized on the
slightly widening and elongated heads. The heads were separated from the smooth body by
stripes. Snake-head bracelets first appear in the Armenian Highlands at the beginning of
the first millennium and existed until the Middle Ages [3, p. 81]. They became particularly
popular in the Hellenistic period. Similar bracelets were found in Artashat, Garni, Dvin,
Oshakan, Beniamin, Tsaghkahovit, and other ancient sites [4, pp. 81-82; 5, p. 52; 6, p. 74;
7, pp. 87-88; 8, p. 77; 9, p. 169, Fig. 50].

Earrings can be divided into 2 types: circular earrings and pendant earrings. The circular
earrings are presented by a single copy. It is a bronze ring that widens slightly at the bottom.
Such earrings were widespread in the Hellenistic period and were found in Dvin, Artashat,
Garni, Beniamin and other synchronous sites [3, pp. 64-65; 5, p. 52; 10, pp. 81-82; 7,
p. 131]. Earrings of this shape are seen also on the coin of king Artavazd II [11, p. 30].

There are four earrings with pendants. Two of those are represented by spherical pendants
made of light blue glass paste (probably imitation of turquoise, diameter — 7—8 mm). One
of those bears the preserved bronze detail of the hanger attached to the ring. Other two
earrings occurred from the post-Urartian jar burial and have bone pendants decorated by
groves [1, p. 153; 12]. The rings made of bronze wire, from which the hangers were attached,
were not preserved.

Two rings were found in the jar burials. The rings are circular and very thin. One of the
rings is made of bronze, the other — of low-grade silver (1.5 in diameter).

The conical paste pinhead with a wide hole, about 2 cm in diameter, stands out from the
jewelry collection (tabl. 3, 11). It was originally covered with blue glaze, the traces of which
can be seen in some places.
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Among the items of adornment found from the Agarak jar burials beads make up the
majority. They differ in a wide variety of shapes, materials, and crafting techniques. Disk-
shaped, triangular, spherical, biconical, square, and inlaid beads are made of glass, paste,
amber and carnelian.

The carnelian bead is biconic and four-faceted. It is 1.25 cm long, with a hole diameter of
about 2mm (tabl. 3, 4). The amber pendant is dark brown. It is well polished, biconic, flat on
one side and convex on the another. The longest part is 1.6 cm.

As in other tomb complexes of the Hellenistic period, glass paste beads are the most
widespread at Agarak. Glass beads were originally intended to replace precious gemstones
made for jewelry, which is why they often mimic stone beads with their colors and shapes.

One of the paste beads found from a jar burial is disk-shaped. It is 9mm long. Probably it
bore decorations, as traces of a red paint were preserved around the bead hole.

Barrel-shaped beads from Tomb 6 were also made of blue glass paste (28 pieces, length
varying from 7.4 to 9.7 mm) (tabl. 3, 2).

Eight of the paste beads are spherical (one is large, three are mid-sized, and four are
small, with diameters ranging from 5.1 to 8.2 mm), and one is cylindrical — 8.8 mm long and
2.4 mm in diameter.

Beads with inserts (44 items) are no less remarkable. These are spherical, slightly
compressed in the hole area, which hint at possible silver inserts. The diameter of this
kind of beads ranges from 4.8 to 5.5 mm (tabl. 3, 3). It is quite difficult to make such
beads. Production was carried out only in developed glass-making centers; it required a
high degree of artistic craftsmanship, as the craftsman had to have both deep knowledge
of glassmaking, and jewelry [13, p. 27]. Similar beads with silver inserts were also found
in Avan [14, p. 11]. A biconic bead made of dark blue glass was discovered together with
beads with inserts (7—7.8 mm in diameter). One of the beads is four-faceted, and made
of light blue transparent glass. It is 22mm long, width of the facets is 5.5—-6.5 mm.

A quite noteworthy bead, the so-called “eye-bead” or a “nazar” charm was also found in
Agarak. It is 9 mm in diameter and made of dark blue glass. Three drops of yellowish glass
are applied on a manner of eyes on its surface, and the pupils are made of dark blue glass.
According to the beliefs of Iran, India, and Asia Minor, such eye-beads brought their owners
well-being and wealth [15, p. 80]. The presence of such beads in the jar burials suggests an
apotropaic function, aimed at “repelling the evil eye”.

Ones of the most interesting finds from the Agarak jar burials can be considered seals.
The first seal is cylindrical, made of stone, with a broken handle. The seal depicts a man
on his knees with open arms under a sun disk. A figure in the praying position wearing a
flattened headdress is situated to the left. The preserved traces of the engraving suggest
that such an image was depicted on the right side, too. On the lower flat surface, a horse
head is depicted, with eyes, hair, and mane emphasized. Above it is an image of a winged
disk [1, p. 154]. The seal is in a very worn-out condition. Seals with a similar image are
known from Karmir Blur [16, fig. 42], and Ayanis [17, p. 336, fig.16, p. 353, pl. 11, 2].

The second seal is a polyhedron made of light blue glass (jar burial 6, 19x12x8 mm).
Its lower flat surface depicts a fight between a bear and a horseman (tabl. 3, 1) [18, p. 197].
The upper part of the decorative composition is not well stamped, so the head and a raised
hand of the horseman are indistinguishable. Nevertheless, according to the hand position,
we can assume that the horseman holds a spear and is ready to fight the bear attacking him,
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standing on its paws very close to the horse. The images on the seal are quite schematic and
generalized.

Thebear-god cult was widespread in pre-Christian Armenia [19, pp. 6—7]. Thisis evidenced
by the seals [15, pp. 74—75; 20, p. 65; 6, p. 52] and bear-shaped ritual pottery dating to the
Helenistic period from Artashat, Armavir, and Areni [21, p. 238, fig. 242, 243]. The bear was
the personification of the god Ara in ancient Armenia, and was a bringer of good fortune. It
served as a patron in ancient societies, then as a patron of the family and mothers-to-be [19,
pp- 31-32].

The polyhedral seals cast from blue glass, which date to 5th—4th centuries BC, are copies
of stone polyhedral seals spread across Asia Minor are found at the archaeological complexes
of Armenia, Georgia, and in the territory of Caucasian Albania and date to the 2nd — 1st
centuries BC [18; 22; 23; 24, pp. 85, 89—90; 25; 26, p. 263]. The polyhedral seals from
Agarak belong to the same period.

Due to high demand in the 1st century BC — 1st century AD, these seals were mass-
produced. A series of identical polyhedral seals were cast in the same molds, depriving the
seal of its main feature — of being personal and unique.

The blue glass polyhedral seals are mostly found in infants’ and women’s burials, together
with several samples of beads. This fact, as well as mythological and symbolic themes
depicted on them, confirms that they were used as charms and amulets [18, p. 201].

The polyhedral seal with the bear clearly had the same ritual-magical significance.

The imitation drachma of Alexander the Great depicts the head of Heracles on its obverse,
and Zeus sitting on the throne. The diameter of the coin is 16.4 mm, weight — 3.35 g (1 g less
from its initial weight). A check cut is made on the edge of the drachma (tabl. 3, 12).

About 40 silver coins of Alexander the Great have been found in different regions of
Armenia, 85% of which were drachmas. Most of them are fairly worn, weighting about 3.7 g
(the initial weight is approx. 4.3 g). These coins were widespread in the Hellenistic world.
They continued to be issued after the death of Alexander and remained in use for about two
centuries. Since the worn coins are so common, we can assert that they circulated for a long
time in Armenia. There are also copies of coins of Alexander the Great, often with a check
mark on the edge of coin [27, p. 10]. The coin of Alexander the Great found in Agarak was
most likely placed in the mouth of a person who was buried in a jar, since the greenish infant
tooth was found in the same jar.

In the ancient Greek world, money (or an obol) was placed in the mouth of the deceased
as a reward to Charon for crossing the river Styx [28, pp. 435—438]. This ritual was also
widespread in Armenia. Burials with such a ritual are known from Karmir Blur, Artashat,
Garni, Tigranakert, Avan [29; 14, p. 13; 10, pp. 28, 30; 7, p. 131; 30, pp 63—64]. A localized
version of that ritual was found in Shirak province, in the tomb field of Beniamin and
Vardbagh, in which jewelry was put into the mouth of the deceased instead of money
[3, p. 131].

A bone knuckle (talus of cattle, astragalus bone) was found in the jar burial in Agarak.
Bone knuckles appear in archaeological assemblages in Armenia as early as the Bronze Age,
and are thought to have been used both as a game piece and a charm [31]. Their usage
continued into the Classical period. These bone artifacts were found in the settlements and
burial mounds of Garni, Artashat, Beniamin, Arapi, and Karchaghbyur [3, p. 91; 10, p. 58;
8, pp. 18, 20], synchronous sites of Georgia and the Greater Black Sea area [31, p. 170; 32 p.

79; 33, p. 50].
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Charms continued to be used into the Middle Ages, as evidenced by the Dvin finds [31, p.
172]. The amulet from Agarak found in the burial complex was an integral part of the burial
rite. If we accept that knuckle was an early medium of monetary exchange, which later was
replaced by metal coins [34, p. 156], it is possible that it was placed in this tomb instead of
“Charon’s obol”, representing another localized version of the Greek ritual.

Conclusion

In the Armenian Highlands the earliest jar burials were recorded at Areni-1 cave (4200—
3900 BC) [35, p. 26]. The burial jars of predynastic Egypt date to same period. This kind of
burials appeared in Mesopotamia in the 3rd millennium BC, and in the 3rd—2nd millennia
BC they became widespread in Asia Minor. After a hiatus, in the 7th century BC jar burials
again appeared in Asia Minor [36, pp. 3—4]. In Armenia after Areni-1 cave, jar burials are
recorded at the site of Argishtikhinili and date to the Urartian — Early Armenian periods
[37, pp. 51, 55. This kind of burial practice became more common in the Hellenistic period,
and in the 2nd—1st centuries BC they become widespread, recorded at the burial mounds
of the Classical period of Armenia (Artashat, Garni, Dvin, Vagharshapat, Avan, Shirakavan,
Beniamin, Tigranakert, etc.) [38; 29; 39, p. 279; 4, p. 148; 14, pp. 11-14; 5, pp. 25-29; 6, Pp.
54—60; 10, pp. 31—-32; 7, pp- 23—25; 40; 41, pp. 68—69], and neighbouring Georgia [36, p.
11-75; 42; 43 p. 41] and in Caucasian Albania [44; 45; 46].

Ten jar burials excavated at the Agarak site are placed mainly in a horizontal position
(except the vertical two-handled pot, Burial 9). The jars have different orientations. The
deceased was placed in a vessel after breaking a part of the jar’s shoulder and rim, then the
fragments were put back together. The deceased was buried in these jars in a fetal position
on the right or left side.

Although some of the jar burials did not contain any accompanying grave goods, the
items found in others shed light on everyday life, adornments, and beliefs of the society
represented by this assemblage.

In the vicinity of the jar burials opened in Squares O6 and N9 at the burial field of Agarak,
remnants of a funerary feast represented by animal bones and broken pottery were recorded
as a layer of earth and ash.

Thus, the study of the burial field located on the southern slope of the first northern platform
of Agarak in Aragatsotn province allows us to document the use of jar burial practices from
the end of the 6th century BC to the 3rd century AD. The study of the materials of the above-
mentioned jar burials excavated in Agarak also indicates that these contained the same
goods (ceramics, adornments, and coins) as other types of burials of the same burial field
did. This fact testifies to the uniformity of material culture: there were differences in funeral
rites, but the cultural unity and a similar worldview of the population of synchronized sites
of Armenia was maintained.
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Fig. 1. The archaeological site of Agarak. 1, 3 —Location of the site on Google Earth;
2 — The first platform of the northern complex; 4 — the aerial photograph of the site

Puc. 1. ApxeosIoTHUecKHil TaMATHUK Arapak. 1, 3 — Pacmosioskenne namsatHuka Ha Google Earth;
2 — [IepBas maTdopma ceBepHOro KOMILIEKCa; 4 — a9PO(OTOCHUMOK MaMATHUKA
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Fig. 2. The vessels and the inventory of the jar burials:
1, 3 — jar burial No. 6; 2 — jar burial No. 9; 4 — jar burial No. 10 in square D11

Puc. 2. Cocyzas! 1 morpebaIbHbIH NHBEHTAPB:

1, 3 — KyBIIMHHOE norpebenune N2 6; 2 — KyBIIMHHOE nlorpebeHue NQ 9;
4 — KyBIIMHHOe niorpebeHue N2 10, kBazpaT D11
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Fig. 3. The inventory of the Agarak jar burials: 1- a blue glass polyhedron;
2-6 — beads, 7-8 — a snake-shaped bracelet; 9-10 — earrings; 11- a pin head;
12 — a imitation of Alexander’s the Great drachma

Puc. 3. lHBeHTaph KyBIIMHHBIX TOrpe0eHuil Arapaka: 1 — CHHUU CTEKJIAHHBIA MHOTOTPDAHHUK;
2-6 — Oychl; 7-8 — OpacseT co 3MeeBUITHBIMH KOHI[aMHU; 9-10 — CEPbIH; 11 — FOJIOBKA OyJIaBKU;
12 — mozpakanue apaxme Anekcanapa MakeJOHCKOTO
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