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Öz

Boyalıtepe (Kameni) Höyük, Karaman İli’nin 
kuzeyinde, 20 km uzaklıktaki Boyalı Köyü’nün 
batısında yer almaktadır. Tepe üzerinde 
Hellenistik, Roma ve Bizans dönemlerine ait 
seramikler ele geçmiştir. Bu çalışmanın ko-
nusu, Boyalıtepe Höyük Hellenistik ve Roma 
Dönemi seramikleridir. Höyükte az sayıda ithal 
seramik tespit edilmiştir. Seramiklerin yoğun-
luğunu ise yerel / bölgesel seramikler oluştur-
maktadır. İthal kaplar arasında Doğu Sigillata 
A Seramiği ve Afrika Kırmızı Astarlı Seramiği 
yer almaktadır. Yerel üretim seramikler ara-
sında çeşitli formda kâseler, tabaklar ve fincan 
yer almaktadır. Bunların karakteristik özellik-
leri yakın çevresindeki Süleymanhacı Höyük, 
Sisan Höyük, Cinasun yerleşimi ile Isauria 
Bölgesi’ndeki Sinabıç (Dalisandos) buluntusu 
seramiklerle ortak özellikler sergilemektedir. 
Bu durum bölgede yerel / bölgesel bir sera-
mik üretimine işaret etmektedir. Boyalıtepe 
Höyük’te bölgenin Hellenistik ve Roma dönemi 
seramiklerinin genel karakterini yansıtan mer-
kezlerden biri olmasıyla önemlidir. 

Anahtar Kelimeler: Lykaonia Bölgesi, Boyalı
tepe (Kameni) Höyük, Hellenistik-Roma döne-
mi, ithal ve yerel seramik

Abstract

Located in the northeastern corner of the 
province of Karaman, Boyalıtepe (Kameni) 
Höyük lies 20 km west of the village of Boyalı. 
Surveys on the mound (höyük) yielded pottery 
from the Iron Age as well as the Hellenistic, 
Roman, and Byzantine periods. The focus of 
this paper is the Hellenistic and Roman pottery 
of Boyalıtepe Höyük. Imported pottery found 
at the mound is few in number; most finds 
consist of local / regional pottery. Examples 
of imported vessels are Eastern Sigillata A and 
African Red Slip Ware. Finds of locally pro-
duced pottery include bowls, plates, and cups 
of various forms. Their common characteris-
tics parallel those of the pottery discovered at 
the neighboring settlements of Süleymanhacı 
Höyük and Sisan Höyük as well as the archaeo
logical site of Cinasun in Lycaonia and Sinabıç 
(Dalisandos) in Isauria. All these indicate lo-
cal / regional pottery production. Boyalıtepe 
Höyük is important as a center reflecting the 
general characteristics of the Hellenistic and 
Roman pottery in the region.

Keywords: Lycaonia, Boyalıtepe (Kameni) 
Höyük, Hellenistic-Roman period, imported 
and local pottery

https://doi.org/10.47589/adalya.1849526
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Introduction
In ancient times, Boyalıtepe (Kameni) Höyük was part of the region of Lycaonia. Today it 
is situated in the northeast corner of the province of Karaman, 20 km west of the village of 
Boyalı (figs. 1-2). The mound is relatively low in elevation and exhibits a flattening towards the 
south. The pottery recovered from the mound can be traced back to the Hellenistic, Roman, 
and Byzantine periods.1 The focus of this paper is the Hellenistic and Roman pottery found 
on the höyük. The pottery finds were collected during the surface surveys conducted in the 
region under the direction of Assoc. Prof. Ercan Aşkın. A primary objective is to determine the 
Hellenistic and Roman pottery groups found there as well as their chronology. Furthermore, 
the identification of both imported and local pottery groups is attempted. Lastly, based on 
the pottery finds, the relationships between Boyalıtepe (Kameni) Höyük and the neighboring 
mounds and settlements are explored as well.

The Hellenistic and Roman pottery at Boyalıtepe included few imported wares. A single 
body sherd has been identified as belonging to the Eastern Sigillata A group (cat. no. 46), 
while another sherd is attributed to African Red Slip Ware (cat. no. 47). The majority consists 
of pottery groups considered to be locally / regionally produced (cat. nos. 1-45). The earliest 
examples of these vessels from Boyalıtepe are the types common in the Hellenistic period, par-
ticularly along the Mediterranean coastline. These are echinus bowls and fish plates. Following 
these are specimens associated with terra sigillata and Late Roman red slipped wares, including 
a variety of bowl, plate, and cup forms.

The fabric color on most of the potsherds ranges from red to various tones of red.2 A small 
number of potsherds exhibit fabrics in pink,3 brown, and various tones of brown,4 and red-
dish yellow.5 They have abundant inclusions. Although the quantity of inclusions is less in the 
thin-walled and well-sieved specimens, all the pottery pieces contain the same types of inclu-
sions. Large and small stone fragments in different colors (black / grey, white, red) are plenti-
ful within the fabrics. Lime inclusions of various sizes are also observed. Also, both stone and 
lime fragments formed pits on the surfaces of the vessels. Other than these, chamotte and mica 
were also identified in the fabrics of the vessels. The inclusions are well-sieved, and the frag-
ments are fine-grained. Although rich in inclusions, the vessels are slightly porous, firm, cleanly 
broken, and well-fired.

The slips of the vessels are generally in black, brown, and red tones. A small number of 
potsherds are entirely black-slipped (cat. nos. 17, 33). Some specimens exhibit a multicolored 
slip varying in tones of red, brown, and black (cat. nos. 1-3, 5, 6, 11, 13-14, 18, 22, 23, 26, 38). 
The rest of the potsherds are generally red-slipped, although black and brown colors are also 
visible on a very few. The vessels in general are plain slipped. On some of the potsherds, the 
interior surface is entirely slipped, while the slip on the outer lip edge terminates in thick-thin 
bands in the same color as the slip inside or in a different color (cat. nos. 1-2, 6, 18, 32). On 
a few of the other examples, bands extend from the rim to the body on both the interior and 
exterior surfaces (cat. nos. 7-8, 17, 19-20, 23). However, the slip bands on the vessels whose 

1	 Güneri 1989, 116; Aşkın et al. 2018, 412.
2	 According to the Munsell color chart, 2,5yr 5/6 indicates red, 2,5yr 6/6, 6/8, 7/6, 7/8 light red, 10R 5/8 red, 5y 4/2 

light red, 10r 6/8 light red, 5yr 4/6 yellowish red.
3	 According to the Munsell color chart 2,5yr 8/4, 5yr 7/4, 7, 5yr 7/4, 8/3, 8/4 are tones of pink. 
4	 According to the Munsell color chart 10yr 8/4, 10yr 7/4 are tones of very pale brown. 
5	 According to the Munsell color chart 7,5yr 7/6, 7/8, 5yr 7/6 are tones of reddish yellow. 
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bodies are only partially preserved are not easily recognizable. However, it is probable that 
they had thick-thin bands on the interior surface that also continued on the body. Besides the 
band decoration, the other ornamentation seen on the Boyalıtepe pottery finds is relief decora-
tion. One of the plates with a projecting rim and a rolled lip features a palmette leaf, below 
which are two grooves, an indentation (?), and a row of rouletted decoration, respectively, on 
its “lug-like” rim projection (cat. no. 40). The cup with an outturned rim, which is the sole ex-
ample identified of its type, is decorated with a series of dots between two horizontal ridges 
(cat. no. 43). 

Echinus Bowls (cat. nos. 1-18, figs. 3-5)

These bowls constitute the largest group among the pottery finds from Boyalıtepe Höyük. The 
total number of potsherds in this group is 18. Cat. nos. 1-5 among this group exhibit a coni-
cal and deep body with a distinct incurved rim. They generally have thick walls. Cat. nos. 6-8 
have an incurved rim at the top and a conical body. The bowls presented under cat. nos. 9-11 
feature a conical or spherical body below an incurved rim. The wall is thinner in this group of 
bowls. Cat. nos. 12-16 are bowls with a slightly incurved rim that joins the body at a distinct 
angle. Bowls with cat. nos. 17-18 feature a tall rim that joins the body at an angle. Their par-
tially preserved bodies exhibit a conical profile.

The slips on cat. nos. 1-3, 5-6, and 13-14 are in tones of black-brown and red. In the other 
examples, red is the predominant slip color. While present, band decorations are not particu-
larly distinct. Generally, the slip covering the interior of the bowls terminates on the outer rim 
as a thick band of the same color (cat. nos. 1-2, 4, 13-15). Cat. no. 6 has a black band on its 
outer rim. Cat. no. 17 features a thick black band that runs from the rim to the body on both 
the interior and the exterior surfaces. 

Echinus bowls were the most popular type of bowl along the entire Mediterranean coast-
line during the Hellenistic period. These bowls were produced in a variety of sizes and used 
for purposes such as serving food and as drinking vessels. The smallest examples of this group 
are saltcellars.6 Hellenistic versions of these bowls are characterized by an absence of decora-
tion and a deep conical body.7 Specimens of these bowls were discovered in groups A, B, 
and D in the Athenian Agora.8 They were also encountered in Corinth until its destruction.9 
In addition to Attica and Corinth, such bowls were also found on the Greek mainland and 
islands. Examples of Hellenistic types were discovered in centers such as Kolonos Agoraios,10 
Kabirion,11 Knossos,12 Samos,13 and Chios.14 The Echinus bowls found at Boyalıtepe Höyük are 
also typical examples of the Hellenistic period in general.

 6	 Rotroff 1997, 161; see also Schaefer 1968, 37; Edwards 1975, 30, pl. 2.48, 52, 55, 57, 67; Sparkers and Talcott 1970, 
132-33, fig. 9.939, 942, 944, 946, 947, 949; Rotroff 1983, 266-67, figs. 5.37, 6.

 7	 Rotroff 1997, 161-64.

 8	 Thompson 1934, figs. 3-4.a14-23, 18.b15, 55.d8-9.

 9	 Edwards 1975, 29-30, pl. 2.15-34; see also Romano 1994, fig. 3.19.
10	 Rotroff 1983, 265, 287-88, fig. 5.35.
11	 Heimberg 1982, 42-43, pl. 13.241-58.
12	 Coldstream 1999, 335, fig. 4.s6, x18-20, u1, w6; see also Eiring 2001, 98-99, fig. 3.
13	 Technue 1929, fig. 32.2-7; see also Isler and Kalpaxis 1978, pl. 8.242.
14	 Anderson 1954, 168, fig. 15.115, 193, 220.
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During the Hellenistic period, Echinus bowls were prevalent in Anatolia as well. Tekkök-
Biçken indicated that the rims of the early examples of Hellenistic types significantly curved 
inwards and that their bodies were deep. With regard to the types from the 2nd century BCE, 
she stated that the rims were more open.15 In Pergamon, the Hellenistic period is represented 
by a number of examples.16 The specimens discovered in various locations within Ephesus 
provide valuable data for the chronological distinction of the Hellenistic varieties of the 
Echinus bowls. The bowls of this type were encountered among the artifacts from the basilica; 
these were dated from the early 3rd century BCE to the 1st century BCE. Of these, two bowls 
with their straight walls and straight rims were identified as analogous to Eastern Sigillata 
vessels from the 1st century BCE.17 Thin-walled bowls with round bodies and inturned rims 
were found at the fountain in the public market in Ephesus. These were in contexts dating 
to the Late Hellenistic-Augustan period as well as the 1st and 2nd quarters of the 1st century 
CE.18 The thin-walled bowls discovered in the Terrace Houses of Ephesus were also dated 
to the Late Hellenistic and Augustan periods.19 While the Echinus bowl examples with thick 
walls and significantly incurved rims uncovered in the alleged tomb of Luke in Ephesus were 
dated to the first half of the 2nd century BCE,20 the thin-walled examples were linked to the 
2nd century BCE bowls of Paphos.21 The bowl type found in the Terrace Houses of Ephesus, 
suggested to be of Hayes’ Atlante form 4, was dated to the Augustan period.22 The specimens 
with thin walls and band decorations discovered in the Mausoleum of Halicarnassus are of 
Hellenistic types.23

The Boyalıtepe Echinus bowls with cat. nos. 1-5 represent one of the earliest types of this 
group and are characterized by thick walls and distinctly incurved rims. Cat. nos. 6-11 resem-
ble the thin-walled bowls described as part of the assemblage from Ephesus. Additionally, the 
potsherds with cat. nos. 12-16 are parallel to the Eastern Sigillata A types found in Ephesus. 
They bear resemblance to the Atlante forms 2 and 3 in Hayes’ categorization, with their vertical 
rims that join the body at an angle. Hayes dated these types generally to the period between 
the middle of the 2nd century BCE and the 1st century BCE.24 

Boyalıtepe Höyük bowls with cat. nos. 17-18 are reminiscent of Hayes’ ESA forms 4 and 5 
as defined in Atlante. Following the incurve at the top, the rims of Hayes’ forms 4 and 5 exhibit 
a high profile and join the body at an angle. Hayes dates these types between the end of the 
2nd century BCE and the beginning of the 1st century CE, with a particular emphasis on the 
Augustan period.25 

15	 Tekkök-Biçken 1996, 20-22, a2-7; see also Berlin 1999, 94, pl. 4.51, 112-13.
16	 Schaefer 1968, pl. 4.c13-20; see also Ziegenaus and De Luca 1968, pls. 35.2, 9, 64.81, 119, 122, 149, 45.177, 50.271, 

53.317, 67.391, see also cat. nos. 29, 39, 82, 120, 123, 239, 276, 323, 389; Radt and De Luca 2003, pl. 3.
17	 Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, 18-19, pl. 1-4.a1-12.
18	 Meriç 2002, 25-26, pl. 1.k1-12.
19	 Outschar 1996, 35-37, pls. 1.5, 9-10, 19-21, 11.41, 44, 13.47.
20	 Liko 2001, 84, pl. 55.3-5.
21	 Liko 2001, 84, pl. 55.10-12.
22	 Outschar 1996, 47, pl. 14.120; see also Gassner 1997, 40-42, pls. 4-5.63-80.
23	 Vaag et al. 2002, 205, pls. 48.k130, 206, 49.k144, 220, 57.l73, 161, 28.h2-3.
24	 Hayes 1985, 14-15, pl. 1.3-8.
25	 Hayes 1985, 15-17, pls. 1.9-12, 2.1.
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Typical examples of Echinus Bowls from the Early Hellenistic period were discovered on 
the coast of Cilicia in Tarsus-Gözlükule Höyüğü,26 Tarsus-Keşbükü,27 Soli-Pompeiopolis,28 
Kanlıdivane,29 Kelenderis,30 Nagidos,31 and Uzuncaburç-Diocaesarea.32 The specimens with 
cat. nos. 1-5 from Boyalıtepe Höyük are close examples of the aforementioned Echinus 
bowls.

Although the forms of the Echinus bowls from Cappadocian Comana, situated at the north-
ernmost point of Cilicia, are comparable to those of the coastal cities, they possess a unique 
character with their slips and decorations, in addition to their Central Anatolian characteristics. 
The Echinus bowls discovered in the city were dated to the period between the 3rd century 
BCE and the Augustan period. Of these, the examples with distinctly incurved rims, coni-
cal and deep bodies, and thick walls were dated to between the 3rd and 1st centuries BCE. 
The types with incurved rims at the top that join conical bodies at an angle were dated to the 
Augustan period. The straight-bodied and thin-walled examples with rims that also incurve at 
the top were assigned to the Late Hellenistic and Augustan periods. These are generally char-
acterized by their band decoration.33 The pottery finds from Boyalıtepe are noteworthy for 
their similar forms to the examples from Cappadocian Comana. The Echinus bowls from the 
Büyük Deller ancient settlement site in the Aksaray province of Central Anatolia were dated to 
the 3rd century BC based on the find context.34

Bowls with band decorations were also found during explorations in the Lower Euphrates 
basin in the east.35 Examples were recovered from the layer dated to the Late Hellenistic period 
in İmikuşağı Höyük.36 The presence of examples both with distinctly incurved rims and with 
vertical rims at Tille Höyük is also significant.37 At Üçtepe Höyük in Diyarbakır, there were ex-
amples with band decoration in the layer dated to the Late Hellenistic period.38 The types from 
Boğazköy, which are generally band-decorated, were dated between the second half of the 3rd 
century BCE and the Augustan period.39 

Echinus bowls were also popular at the site of Sinabıç (Dalisandos) in the Mut district of 
the province of Mersin, as evidenced by the finds from the site. A chronology comparable 
to that of Cappadocian Comana has also been followed for the Echinus bowls from this site. 
Specifically, Sinabıç yielded Echinus bowls dating from the 3rd century BCE to the Augustan 
period.40 

26	 Jones 1950, fig. 180.
27	 Kılıç 2019, 17-21, cat. nos. 10-28; see also Körsulu and Kılıç 2021, 107-10, cat. nos. 10-28.
28	 Karakaş 2019, 20-22, cat. nos. 8-16.
29	 Körsulu 2015, 131-33, 143, cat. nos. 1-4.
30	 Zoroğlu 2004, pl. 110.7-6.
31	 Körsulu 2006, 31-37, cat. nos. 45-54; see also Durukan and Körsulu 2007, 162-66, cat. nos. 45-54.
32	 Wannagat 2006, fig. 7.
33	 Körsulu 2011, 55-72, 296-306, pls. 11-15, 2-22; see also Körsulu 2014, 94-100, 118-20, cat. nos. 2-15.
34	 Tüysüz et al. 2024, 300-1, pl. 4.2-9.
35	 Derin 1994, figs. 2-4, 12-19, 25-27.
36	 Derin 1995, fig. 34.2.
37	 French 1984, figs. 1-2; see also French et al. 1982, 179, figs. 12.1, 13.3.
38	 Sevin 1990, 108-9, fig. 16.3-6.
39	 Maier 1963, 228, 251-53, figs. 10.1-9, 11.2-8.
40	 Körsulu 2020, 297-300, cat. nos. 1-10, fig. 4.
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There are also a considerable number of Hellenistic Echinus bowls found in Isaura 
(Zengibar Castle) in the Isauria region. The Isaura bowls are of importance for their black, 
brown, red, and cream-colored slips, as well as their band decorations.41 The bowls found in 
the same geographical area during the surface surveys conducted in the provinces of Konya 
and Karaman exhibit comparable types of slips and band decorations. These were generally 
dated to the 2nd century BCE and the first half of the 1st century BCE.42 

Among the Echinus bowls from Süleymanhacı Höyük, located near Boyalıtepe Höyük, the 
band-decorated examples are particularly noteworthy. Additionally, it is possible to trace the 
types of bowls in Süleymanhacı from the 3rd century BCE to the Augustan period.43 Among 
the finds from nearby Sisan Höyük, band-decorated and red slipped examples are predomi-
nant. These were dated between the 2nd century BCE and the Augustan period.44 Beyond 
these centers, it would appear that Echinus bowls were a common feature of Hellenistic settle-
ments in the Mediterranean and Aegean regions.45

Based on these data, the Echinus bowls from Boyalıtepe Höyük can be dated as follows: 
cat. nos. 1-5 to the 3rd-1st centuries BCE; cat. nos. 6-11 to the 2nd-1st centuries BCE; and cat. 
nos. 12-18 to the mid-2nd century BCE and the early 1st century CE. It can thus be concluded 
that the Echinus bowls from Boyalıtepe Höyük span the period from the beginning of the 
Hellenistic period to the beginning of the Early Roman period. Furthermore, the forms and dec-
orations of these bowls exhibit similarities to those found in nearby settlements and mounds. 
The types of Echinus bowls, which had deep and conical bodies in the Early Hellenistic pe-
riod, continued in the Late Hellenistic and Early Roman periods with imitations of the Eastern 
Sigillata A forms. In parallel, the traditions of slip and decoration also underwent changes. 
Besides the specimens with black, brown, and red-colored slips, the presence of entirely red-
slipped types among the bowls is also noteworthy. There are also examples with band decora-
tions, although not very prominent. In some examples, the band decoration exhibits a wavy 
pattern in black-brown and red tones, whereas in others, it is exclusively applied in red.

Fish Plates (cat. nos. 19-22, fig. 6)

Four rim and body sherds belonging to fish plates were encountered at Boyalıtepe Höyük. 
These are examples of Attic-type fish plates, characterized by an overhanging rim and an 
angular body profile. Cat. nos. 19 and 20 exhibit thick dark red bands over a light red / buff 
background on the interior surfaces of the plates and on the lips. Cat. nos. 21 and 22 are 
coated with a red-black slip on the interior and on the lip. The exterior of all the examples is 
uncoated. 

41	 Köker-Gökçe 2017, cat. nos. 1-83.
42	 Bilgin 2004, figs. 9-14.
43	 Körsulu 2011, 55-72, cat. nos. 3-11.
44	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, cat. nos. 2-24, fig. 3. 
45	 Anderson-Stojanovi  1992, pls. 5.14-15, 24, 12.63; Metzger 1969, cat. nos. 1-20; Wintermeyer 1984, fig. 10.3; 

Wintermeyer 2004, 121-22; Pfrommer 1985, figs. 46-47; Civelek 2006, figs. 1.g-j, l-m, 3.a-d; Hellström 1965, pl. 
33.64; Rotroff and Oliver 2003, pls. 5.14-15, 24, 26-28, 7.32-47, 33-34, 15.73-78; Weber-Hiden 2003, pls. 1-4.a1, 17, 
a11; Lloyd 1954, fig. 1.30, 39, 41-42, 51; Sams and Voigt 1990, figs. 6a-e; Jones 1971, no. 18; Esen 2022, cat. nos. 
45-128; Waage 1948, pls. 2-3.70-80; Cox 1949, nos. 18-19; Crowfoot et al. 1957, 248-50, figs. 49.1-15, 56.9-11; Berlin 
1997, 74-75, pl. 16.pw133-40; Guz-Zilberstein 1995, 290, fig. 6.1.1-24, 26-27; Christensen and Johansen 1971, figs. 
4.50, 6.51-59; Hayes 1985b, 186, fig. 46.8; Riley 1975, 48-49, fig. 120; Vessberg and Westholm 1956, pl. 21.2-8; 
Hayes 1991, fig. 15; Berlin and Plackinski 2003, fig. 3.40-54; Diederichs 1980, pl. 7.65-72; du Plat Taylor 1980, fig. 
18.155-62; Postgate and Baker 1995, fig. 7.1-3; Nevett and Jackson 2007, figs. 410.966-67. 
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The production of Attic-type fish plates began at the end of the 5th century BCE.46 After the 
4th century BCE, examples of these fish plates also emerged in Corinthian pottery.47 During 
the Hellenistic period, they spread to the entire Mediterranean coastline. 

The foot sections of the fish plates from Boyalıtepe Höyük were not recovered. A fish plate 
from the Athenian Agora, similar in type to those from Boyalıtepe, was assigned to the late 
2nd to early 1st centuries BCE.48 An example of Hellenistic pottery from Corinth was dated to 
around 275 BCE.49 Examples from the 4th century BCE were discovered in Knossos.50 Examples 
of Attic-type fish plates were encountered in Eretria dating to the 2nd century BCE,51 in 
Gordion to the Late Classical and Hellenistic periods,52 in Cappadocian Comana to the 3rd-1st 
centuries BCE,53 in Tarsus-Gözlükule Höyük to the 3rd-early 2nd centuries BCE,54 in Antiocheia 
to the Early Hellenistic period,55 in Gindaros to the 2nd century BCE,56 in Samaria to the 2nd-
1st centuries BCE,57 in Hama to the Hellenistic period,58 in Dor to the 2nd century BCE,59 in 
Paphos to 3rd-2st centuries BCE,60 and in Nagidos to the second half of the 3rd century BCE.61

Only a single example was discovered in Süleymanhacı Höyük. It was dated to the second 
half of the 3rd century BCE and to the 2nd to 1st centuries BCE.62 The fish plates among the 
Hellenistic and Roman period ceramic assemblage from the provinces of Konya and Karaman 
are similar to the types found at Boyalıtepe Höyük. They were dated to between the 2nd cen-
tury BCE and the first half of the 1st century BCE.63 The fish plates found during the surface 
surveys in Isaura (Zengibar Castle) were dated to the 2nd-1st centuries BCE.64 

The fish plates found in Boyalıtepe Höyük are small sherds with preserved rims. Their 
overhanging rims do not extend downwards to the same extent as those of the Attic-type fish 
plates. The general appearance of the rims and bodies suggests that they are local imitations of 
Attic fish plates. The exterior surfaces of the plates were left uncoated. On the interior surfaces 
of cat. nos. 19 and 20, thick, dark red bands were applied over light red / buff slips. Cat. nos. 
21 and 22 are specimens that feature red slips. Thus, it is possible to say that the slip colors of 
all four examples are parallel to those of terra sigillata vessels. Consequently, the Boyalıtepe 
Höyük plates can be generally dated between the 2nd and 1st centuries BCE.

46	 Rotroff 1997, 146-47.
47	 Edwards 1975, 40-41.
48	 Rotroff 1997, fig. 51.732.
49	 Edwards 1975, 42, pl. 5.136.
50	 Coldstream 1999, pl. 30, fig. 1.r14.
51	 Metzger 1969, pl. 10.ı1, 62.
52	 Winter 1984, 161-66, fig. 6.62-68.
53	 Körsulu 2011, cat. nos. 128-37; see also Körsulu 2014, cat. nos. 36-43, figs. 43-50.
54	 Jones 1950, fig. 178.26.
55	 Waage 1948, 11, pl. 1.10f.
56	 Kramer 2004, 125, pl. 47.sgk1-10, form 11.
57	 Crowfoot et al. 1957, 261-62, fig. 54.8.
58	 Christensen and Johansen 1971, 3, fig. 1.
59	 Guz-Zilberstein 1995, 291, fig. 6.3.7-14.
60	 Guidice 1994, 233-34, fig. 5.1-3.
61	 Körsulu 2006, cat. nos. 72-73; see also Durukan and Körsulu 2007, cat. nos. 72-73.
62	 Körsulu 2019, fig. 19.
63	 Bilgin 2004, 57-58, pl. 15.1-4.
64	 Köker-Gökçe 2017, 95-96, cat. nos. 157-68.
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Hemispherical Bowls (cat. nos. 23-25, fig. 7)

Three examples of this type of bowl were identified among the finds at Boyalı Höyük. The 
vessels, which have only small rim and body sherds preserved, feature straight rims joined 
with hemispherical bodies. Cat. no. 23, with red brown slipped on both the interior and the 
exterior surfaces, also appears to have a slightly visible black band decoration on the inte-
rior. It also has thick brown bands on the interior body. Red slip is applied to the interior 
of cat. no. 24 as well as to the outer rim. The exterior of the body is devoid of any coating. 
The bowl designated as cat. no. 25 is entirely red slipped on both the interior and exterior  
surfaces.

The earliest known examples of hemispherical bowls were found in contexts from the 
Athenian Agora. In the Agora, bowls featuring black and red slips were discovered within 
groups D and E ,65 while group F yielded examples of Eastern Sigillata A types.66 Additionally, 
contexts from the Athenian Agora dating to the late 2nd century BCE and early 1st century CE 
also yielded examples of this type of bowl. The sole exception is a single example from a con-
text dating to the Neronian period.67 

As was the case in the Athenian Agora, examples of hemispherical bowls with black or 
red slips were identified in a number of other centers in the eastern Mediterranean such as 
Samaria. Samarian bowls were generally dated between the 1st century BCE and the 1st cen-
tury CE. However, according to Kenyon, they date back as far as the late 2nd century BCE.68 
In Tel Anafa, where the earliest examples of this type were black slipped, hemispherical bowls 
were dated from 198 BCE all the way to the early-mid 1st century CE.69 In Antiocheia, they 
were dated to the Late Hellenistic period.70 

Among the Eastern Sigillata A vessels, Hayes’ Form 22 represents the hemispherical bowls. 
Hayes divided these into two subtypes as outturned and flat-rimmed. He dated them generally 
to between the late 2nd century BCE and circa 10 CE.71 Gunneweg, on the other hand, sug-
gested a dating range of 180 BCE to 70 CE.72

The ESA examples found during the surface surveys in Osmaniye in the Cilicia region 
were dated between the 2nd and 1st centuries BCE.73 At Tarsus-Gözlükule Höyük, they were 
discovered in contexts dating to the Late Hellenistic and Early Roman periods.74 The black 
slipped examples from Tarsus-Keşbükü were dated between the 2nd and 1st centuries BCE, 
while the ESA vessels were dated to a period from the end of the 2nd century BCE to the 1st 
century CE.75 Furthermore, black-slipped and red-slipped (ESA) examples were uncovered at 

65	 Thompson 1934, 370, 259, 394, 396, figs. 55.d7, 84, 117.e46-48; see also Rotroff 1997, 164.
66	 Robinson 1959, 11, pl. 60.f6-7, f11-12; see also Hayes 2008, 133, fig. 4.95-100.
67	 Hayes 2008, 132-33, fig. 4.87-116.
68	 Crowfoot et al. 1957, 259, 306, 311, figs. 53.3, 65.1-2, 67.10, 68.9, 80.1-8. 
69	 Slane 1997, 279, 309-14, pls. 3.fw26-28, 17-20.fw179-215, 37.fw25.
70	 Waage 1948, 24, fig. 6.1-12; see also Waage 1934, 71-72, fig. 15.14.
71	 Hayes 1985a, 23, pl. 3.12-13.
72	 Gunneweg et al. 1983, 96.
73	 Esen 2022, 198-200, 202, cat. nos. 150, 152-53, 158.
74	 Jones 1950, 175, 233-34, figs. 137, 188.
75	 Kılıç 2019, 36-37, cat. nos. 69-76, 42-44, 85-93; see also Körsulu and Kılıç 2021, 122-23, cat. nos. 69-76, 126-28,  

85-93.
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Soli-Pompeiopolis and proposed to date between the end of the 2nd century BCE and the first 
quarter of the 1st century BCE.76 The ESA bowls found in Anemurium were dated between the 
late 2nd century BCE and 10 CE.77 

The examples from Sinabıç were red slipped, with some featuring black bands over 
the slips. They were dated between the late 2nd century BCE and the 1st century CE.78 In 
Cappadocian Comana, both red-slipped and black-slipped examples were discovered, along 
with those featuring band decorations. The bowls from Comana were dated between the late 
2nd century BCE and the 1st century CE.79 Hemispherical bowls from Büyük Deller were 
dated to the 2nd-1st centuries BC and the beginning of the 1st century AD.80 Surface surveys 
in the Konya-Karaman area yielded a number of examples that were decorated with thick-thin 
bands of slip in a variety of colors, including red, brown, brick red, grey, beige, and brown-
black. These were dated to the 2nd-1st centuries BCE.81 The bowls from Isaura were also 
decorated with various bands and likewise attributed to the 2nd-1st centuries BCE.82 Finds 
from Süleymanhacı included examples with black, red, and brown slips, as well as some with 
bright red slips. Banded examples were also present. The proposed dating for the bowls from 
Süleymanhacı Höyük was the late 2nd century BCE to the 1st century CE.83 Analogous exam-
ples were also identified in centers close to the geographical area of Boyalıtepe Höyük, as well 
as in various centers along the Mediterranean coastline.84

In light of all the data, and despite the fact that no metallic black-slipped examples of this 
type were found at Boyalı Höyük, it is still of significance for the region to see the continuation 
of the tradition of band decoration, observed in nearby centers, in Boyalı as well. Furthermore, 
the entirely red-slipped examples are also noteworthy, since they indicate the existence of 
red-slipped vessels in the region. Overall, the Boyalıtepe Höyük bowls can generally be dated 
between the 2nd century BCE and the beginning of the 1st century CE. 

Bowls / Plates with Vertical Rim (cat. nos. 26-31, fig. 8)

This group is an important one among the pottery assemblage from Boyalıtepe Höyük and 
represented by six specimens. These bowls / plates have a vertical rim and ridged carination at 
the transition to the body. Among these specimens, cat. nos. 26-29 exhibit a more or less rolled 
rim form at the top, whereas the rims of cat. nos. 30 and 31 are flat. Additionally, the bodies 
curve inwards. The slip on cat. no. 26 is brown, black, and red, while the other examples are 

76	 Karakaş 2019, 78-80, pls. 28-33, cat. nos. 101-22.
77	 Williams 1989, 12, fig. 4.60-62.
78	 Körsulu 2020, 321, fig. 5, cat. nos. 13-15.
79	 Körsulu 2011, 96-107, cat. nos. 51-81, pls. 20-27; see also Körsulu, 2013, 188-93, cat. nos. 2-18, figs. 16-32.
80	 Tüysüz et al. 2024, 307-8, pl. 7.47-51.
81	 Bilgin 2004, 50-61, figs. 3-5, 7-8.
82	 Köker-Gökçe 2017, 120-21, cat. nos. 100-17, 119, 121-22.
83	 Körsulu 2019, cat. nos. 20-29.
84	 Unterkirchner 1983, figs. 2.9; Technau 1929, fig. 39; Hayes 1971, figs. 3.8-9, 9.3-6; 1973, pl. 85.117-18; Slane-Wright 

and Jones 1980, pl. 29.47; Slane 1986, fig. 2.6; Adamsheck 1979, pl. 14.er20; Anderson-Stojanovi  1992, pls. 27.232, 
106, 91.776-77; Zahn 1904, fig. 551.160; Hellström 1965, no. 204; Christensen and Johansen 1971, fig. 45.16; Baly 
1962, pl. 44.g1-8; Cox 1949, no. 120; Hayes 1985b, fig. 52.1-6; Dothan 1971, fig. 78.4; Matthers 1978, fig. 13.28; 
Negew 1986, 162; Kramer 2004, pl. 81.esa61-64; Diederichs 1980, pl. 9.102-5; Hayes 1991, figs. 48.27, 58.3, 51.5-
6, l5, 6, 8-9, 60.2; Zoroğlu 1986, fig. 6.1-6; Derin 1994, figs. 6-7, 68-89; 1995, fig. 39.1-2, 14-15; Mitchell 1980, figs. 
31.287, 32.305, 331-32, 33.346-47, 34.370, 35.393, 396, 41.536-37, 539, 542; Lloyd 1954, fig. 1.15; Abadie-Reynal 
2003, pl. 71.3; Abadie-Reynal 1990, fig. 4; Wannagat 2006, fig. 7.
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generally red slipped. These examples feature either light or dark red slips. Some have an un-
coated exterior (cat. nos. 27, 30-31). 

Bowls / plates with vertical rims are found among both the Eastern and Western Sigillata 
wares. Hayes’ forms 45-50 in the Eastern Sigillata A represent bowls / cups of this type. 
Although their rim and body profiles differ slightly, they are conical cups with tall body profile 
and generally dated to the 1st century CE.85 Hayes’ form 70 in the Eastern Sigillata B wares rep-
resents this type of vessel. Such vessels were dated between the second half of the 1st century 
CE and the first quarter of the 2nd century CE.86 The cups assigned to Hayes’ forms a7 and l19 
among the Çandarlı Sigillata are of this type.87 The corresponding examples among the Pontus 
Sigillata are of Hayes’ form 1.88

Local imitations of this type of cup were found in Comana in the region of Cappadocia. 
They were generally dated to the late 1st century BCE and the 1st century CE.89 Additionally, in 
Isaura a bowl of this type was identified among the locally produced vessels. It features band 
and dot decorations and was dated to the 1st century BCE.90 Locally produced similar bowls 
were also found at the settlement of Sinabıç (Dalisandos) in the Rough Cilicia / Isauria region. 
These bowls were particularly associated with the ESA vessels and dated between the late 1st 
century BCE and the 1st century CE.91 The same type of vessel was also identified at Sisan 
Höyük among those considered to be locally produced, with a proposed date of the late 1st 
century BCE to the 1st century CE.92

Given these data, it is plausible to suggest parallel dates, specifically between the late 1st 
century BCE and the 1st century CE, for the vessels found at Boyalıtepe Höyük. Similar exam-
ples also seem to be widespread in the neighbouring settlements. 

Bowls with Rolled Rim (cat. nos. 32-33, fig. 9)

Among the finds from Boyalıtepe, two specimens were identified from this group. Both feature 
a rolled rim but exhibit different body profiles. Cat. no. 32 has a body that curves inwards, 
while cat. no. 33 has a vertical rim that is rolled at the top and joined to the body at a distinct 
angle. Its partially preserved body is conical. Cat. no. 32 is red slipped, while cat. no. 33 is 
black, grey slipped. 

The bowls from Boyalıtepe Höyük are reminiscent of the popular Cypriot Sigillata bowls 
with rolled rims. Hayes categorized them as RCRF form 7.93 In Atlante, he assigned them to 
form p22.94 Hayes further divided these bowls into two subtypes. The first features a curved 
body profile (22a, late 1st century BCE to early 1st century CE), while the second has a sharp 
transition from rim to body (22b, late 1st century CE to the Hadrianic period).95 The first speci-

85	 Hayes 1985a, 34-37, pl. 6.11-18.
86	 Hayes 1985a, 63, 66, pls. 14.3, 15.1.
87	 Hayes 1985a, 74, pl. 16.9.
88	 Hayes 1985a, pl. 22.6-10.
89	 Körsulu 2011, 160-66, cat. nos. 118-20; see also Körsulu 2013, 215-18, cat. nos. 44-46, figs. 58-60.
90	 Köker-Gökçe 2017, 102-3, cat. no. 175.
91	 Körsulu 2020, 309-12, cat. nos. 32-37, fig. 7.
92	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, cat. nos. 39-43, fig. 4.
93	 Hayes 1967, 68, 70, form 7a-b.
94	 Hayes 1985a, 84, pl. 19.14-15.
95	 Hayes 1985a, 84.
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men from Boyalıtepe Höyük appears to correspond to Hayes’ form 22a, while the second, with 
its sharp rim-to-body transition, aligns with Hayes’ form 22b. 

A bowl with a very similar profile from Stobi was categorized as a local / regional vessel. 
It belongs to the Early Roman period.96 Similar bowls from Nessana were recovered from the 
layer dated to the Roman period.97 Similar bowls from the Nabataean sigillata assemblage were 
also dated to the Early Roman period.98

Similar bowls were found at Komana in the region of Cappadocia. These were compared 
with the Cypriot Sigillata vessels. In Comana, examples of both Cypriot subtypes – those 
with a curved body profile and those with a sharp rim-to-body transition – were discov-
ered.99 Additionally, similar bowls from Porsuk Tepe were associated with Cypriot Sigillata  
as well.100 

In the settlement of Sinabıç (Dalisandos), similar bowls were found among the locally pro-
duced vessels. Interpreted as imitations of Cypriot Sigillata vessels, they were dated between 
the late 1st century BCE and the Hadrianic period.101 Examples of these bowls were also iden-
tified among the finds from Boyalıtepe Höyük, as well as from the nearby Sisan Höyük. A par-
allel date with that of the Cypriot Sigillata bowls was suggested for them.102

It appears that the imitations of these types, which were among the popular bowl types of 
Cypriot Sigillata, were a favored form among the local productions of the region and nearby 
centers. Two such examples were found in Boyalıtepe Höyük. These are significant artifacts as 
they show that the type preferred in the settlements of Central Anatolia was used in Boyalıtepe 
Höyük as well. In general, they can be dated to a period between the late 1st century BCE and 
the Hadrianic period.

Plates with Outturned Rim (cat. nos. 34-35, fig. 9)

The plates in this group have a thin groove on the outturned rim. Of the Boyalıtepe finds, two 
specimens are categorized under this group. The sherd presented in cat. no. 34 exhibits a well-
preserved rim and body. Following the grooved rim, the body curves inwards, and its inner 
profile exhibits a slight depression. Cat. no. 35 is a small sherd with a preserved rim.

The Boyalıtepe finds include examples similar in profile to those recovered from other cent-
ers in the region and can be attributed to Hayes’ form 28 among the ESA wares. This form con-
sists of vessels with an outturned rim, groove at the top, and sharply angled body. According 
to Hayes, they likely dated to the Early Roman period, specifically between 10/1 BCE and 
ca. 15-30 CE.103 ESA vessels of this type were found in Antiocheia.104 Tarsus-Gözlükule,105 

 96	 Anderson-Stojanovi  1992, 110, pl. 96.826-27.

 97	 Baly 1962, 289, pl. 48.15.

 98	 Negew 1986, 30-33, no. 218-41.

 99	 Körsulu 2011, 136-39, cat. nos. 96-98; see also Körsulu 2013, 206-7, cat. nos. 33-35.
100	 Abadie-Reynal 2003, 103, pl. 71.6. 
101	 Körsulu 2020, cat. nos. 38-42, fig. 8.
102	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, cat. nos. 44-46, fig. 4.
103	 Hayes 1985a, 27, pl. 4.10-12.
104	 Waage 1948, 22-23, pl. 3.113f, 113k.
105	 Jones 1950, 181, fig. 192a.
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Samaria,106 Tel Anafa,107 Athenian Agora,108 Hama,109 Dura-Europos,110 Nessana,111 Caesarea,112 
Samsat,113 Labraunda,114 Ephesus,115 and Samos,116 generally in contexts dated to the late 1st 
century BCE and the 1st century CE. The two specimens from Boyalıtepe Höyük resemble 
such vessels, featuring outturned rims and thin grooves. Unfortunately, the partially preserved 
body of cat. no. 34 appears comparatively shallower and flatter. The body section of cat. no. 
35 is missing.

Eastern Sigillata B wares also include vessels of this type, which correspond to Hayes’ forms 
2 and 3. Hayes suggested that both of these ESB forms, which he also associated with Western 
Sigillata, likely belonged to the Augustan period.117 Plates of this type with such rims constitute 
form 5 of Çandarlı. Loeschcke compared them with Haltern’s form 1 and discussed their pres-
ence during the Augustan period.118 

Plates of this type were found among the local vessels of Comana in the Cappadocia re-
gion. The Comana plates exhibit profiles similar to those of ESA, especially ESB wares, and 
were dated between the late 1st century BCE and the mid-1st century CE.119 Similar plates were 
also identified among the locally produced vessels in the Sinabıç settlement in Isauria / Rough 
Cilicia. These were dated to the late 1st century BCE to mid-1st century CE as well.120

Although the two potsherds from Boyalıtepe Höyük are not identical to the ESA and ESB 
types or the Komana and Sinabıç plates, they appear to belong to the same type. Accordingly, 
the proposed date range of the late 1st century BCE to the mid-1st century CE can also be sug-
gested for the Boyalıtepe finds. 

Plates with Projecting Rim and Flat Lip (cat. nos. 36-37, fig. 9)

Two potsherds from this group were identified among the Boyalıtepe Höyük pottery assem-
blage. Cat. no. 36 has a flat lip that overhangs at the tip. The partially preserved body curves 
inwards at an angle. Cat. no. 37 is a small sherd with an overhanging lip. The slips are in tones 
of black, red-brown, and red.

Like the bowls with rolled rims, the vessels in this group also seem to be associated with 
the Cypriot Sigillata vessels, particularly in terms of their rim and body profiles. They resem-
ble Hayes’ Atlante form P4b, which features a flat lip with roulette decoration and a body 
that curves inwards at an angle. Hayes stated that this type was quite common and dated it 

106	 Crowfoot et al. 1957, 310, fig. 79.8.
107	 Slane 1997, 306, pl. 16.fw165-71.
108	 Robinson 1959, 11, pl. 60.F f4; see also Hayes 2008, 136, pl. 6.135-39.
109	 Cristensen and Johansen 1971, form 13, fig. 39.
110	 Cox 1949, 10, nos. 58-60.
111	 Baly 1962, 282, pl. 43.c1.
112	 Riley 1975, 51, 138.
113	 Zoroğlu 1986, 79-80, fig. 4, form 13.
114	 Hellström 1965, pl. 35.202.
115	 Mitsoupolos-Leon 1991, 88, pl. 110.g19.
116	 Technau 1929, 49, fig. 38.
117	 Hayes 1985a, 53, pl. 11.9-11.
118	 Loeschcke 1912, 363, pl. 27.5.
119	 Körsulu 2011, 226-31, cat. nos. 179-85; see also Körsulu 2013, 245-48, figs. 96-100.
120	 Körsulu 2020, 308, cat. nos. 27-29, figs. 6-7.
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to the first half of the 1st century CE.121 He also classified it as RCRF form 3.122 Although the 
Boyalıtepe Höyük plates lack roulette decoration, their rim and body profiles align closely with 
this type of Cypriot Sigillata.

Similar plates were also found in the Sinabıç settlement. They were associated with the 
same types of Cypriot Sigillata vessels and dated between the Augustan period and the first 
half of the 1st century CE.123 At the Sisan Höyük in Lycaonia, both imported and local imita-
tions of the same plates were identified. These were dated to the first half of the 1st century 
CE, in parallel to the Cypriot Sigillata.124 Based on these data, the first half of the 1st century CE 
can also be suggested for the Boyalıtepe Höyük plates. 

Plates with Projecting Rim and Rolled Lip (cat. nos. 38-41, fig. 10)

The plates in this group feature a projecting rim with a rolled lip and a curved body. On 
cat. nos. 38, 40-41, the lug-like rim projections or the inner edges of these projections are 
visible. The full profiles of the rim projections on cat. nos. 38 and 41 are undetermined since 
only the inner edges of the projections survived. While the lug-like rim projection of cat. 
no. 40 is better preserved, its complete profile is still unclear. However, visible details include a 
palmette leaf above two grooves, followed by an indentation (?), and a row of incised notches 
on the interior of the rim. 

The interior and the lip edges of cat. no. 38 are black-brown slipped. Cat. no. 39 has a red 
slip on both the interior and the edge of the lip. The exterior of both specimens is uncoated. 
Cat. nos. 40 and 41 are entirely red slipped, both on the interior and the exterior.

This type of wide plate with lug-like rim projections was also encountered in other settle-
ments across the region. Despite variations in rim profiles, they belong to the same type. One 
such site is Sisan Höyük. The Sisan examples are wide plates with flat, grooved lips. None of 
them retained the fully preserved lug-like rim projections. However, it is clear that they are 
wide plates with lug-like rim projections of the same type. The finds from Sisan were generally 
dated to the 1st-3rd centuries CE.125 Similar plates have also been found at Cinnasun, a nearby 
settlement,126 as well as among the pottery finds from Philadelphia.127 

There are close parallels among the Sagalassos Red Slip Ware. Sagalassos forms 1c131-133 
feature examples with characteristics similar to the plates from Boyalıtepe Höyük. Example 
no. 41 is reminiscent of Sagalassos form 1b163. These types feature flat, grooved, incurved, or 
slightly overhanging rims. They are generally found in contexts dating from the 1st to the 3rd 
centuries CE, although the 4th century CE is also suggested for 1b163.128 The Sagalassos Red 
Slip Ware also includes examples with decorated lug-like rim projections, which are parallel to 
those of the Boyalıtepe Höyük plates. These were associated with the plates of Form 1c132-
133. The decorative motifs on the lug-like rim projections of the examples from Sagalassos 

121	 Hayes 1985a, 81, pl. 18.8-9.
122	 Hayes 1967, 68-69, form 3.
123	 Körsulu 2020, 307, cat. nos. 22-26, fig. 6.
124	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, cat. nos. 47-48, fig. 4.
125	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, cat. nos. 49-52, fig. 4.
126	 Altıntaş 2024, cat. nos. 73-86.
127	 These are being prepared for publication.
128	 Poblome 1999, 306, 308, fig. 28.55-57; see also Poblome 1997, fig. 8; Uygun 2009, pl. 24.t7; Uygun 2011, pl. 

46.683.
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include vegetal, geometrical, and figured designs.129 Among the locally produced wares found 
in Kibyra, there are also examples with similar profiles. When compared with the Sagalassos 
Red Slip Ware, the Kibyra examples were dated to the 2nd-3rd centuries CE.130 

The wide plates with similar rim profiles found in Sinabıç were particularly associated with 
the ESA wares. They were dated to the end of the 1st and the first half of the 2nd centuries 
CE.131 While the Sinabıç specimens lack lug-like rim projections, their rim profiles bear a strong 
resemblance to Boyalıtepe Höyük plates, particularly cat. nos. 39 and 40. 

In light of these data, it is clear that large plates with “lug-like” rim projections were a prev-
alent form in the settlements of the region. Accordingly, the examples from Boyalıtepe Höyük 
can generally be dated to the 1st-3rd centuries CE. 

Bowl with Outturned Rim (cat. no. 42, fig. 11)

The bowl features a thin rim that is outturned at the top, a spherical body, and vertical handles 
which extend just from below the rim to the body. The interior of the Boyalıtepe example, 
cataloged as cat. no. 42, has a light red slip, while the exterior is coated with an unevenly 
applied dark red slip.

The small bowl of Boyalıtepe, with its overall appearance, closely resembles Hayes’ form 
61 in the ESA classification. Bowls of form 61 are characterized by a flat rim, a spherical body, 
and vertical handles. Hayes dated this form to the beginning of the 2nd century CE.132 A pot-
sherd of this form from Anemurium, featuring a flat rim and a small vertical handle, was dated 
to the 2nd century CE.133 An ESA example of this form was also identified at Philadelphia in 
the Isauria region.134 The bowl from Boyalıtepe is quite similar to this ESA form, except for its 
outturned rim. Therefore, the Boyalıtepe bowl is apparently a local imitation, which can also 
be attributed to the 2nd century CE. 

Cup with Outturned Rim (cat. no. 43, fig. 11)

The cup has an outturned rim and a profile that gently curves downward from the rim to the 
body. The partially preserved body appears to be straight. Both the interior and exterior sur-
faces are irregularly coated in a red-brown slip. The outer body is decorated with two raised 
ridges in relief, with a row of dots positioned between them.

This single example from Boyalıtepe closely resembles a specimen found at Süleymanhacı 
Höyük, a nearby site. The cup from Süleymanhacı, which is a similarly preserved rim and 
body sherd, features a row of dots between two ridges, as in the Boyalıtepe example. The 
Süleymanhacı cup was dated to a period between the 1st and 4th centuries CE.135 Furthermore, 
cups that can be loosely associated with this type were found in significant numbers at Isaurian 
Philadelphia.136

129	 Poblome 1999, 179-80, fig. 84.19, 23.
130	 Uygun and Dökü 2008, 137, cat. nos. 7-8.
131	 Körsulu 2020, cat. nos. 45-46, fig. 8.
132	 Hayes 1985a, pl. 7.15.
133	 Williams 1989, 14, fig. 5.77.
134	 Körsulu and Ergürer 2019, 375-76, fig. 12.
135	 Körsulu 2019, 62, cat. no. 30, fig. 30.
136	 The Philadelphia finds are being prepared for publication.
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Beyond these nearby sites, examples that can be considered parallels to this cup type are 
identified within the Sagalassos Red Slip Ware. Among these, forms 1a142 and 1a143 appear to 
belong to this cup type. form 1a142 is undecorated, while form 1a143 represents a decorated 
example of the same type. The Sagalassos cups also include examples with a complete profile 
and outturned rims, spherical bodies, and flat bottoms. They are adorned with various floral 
and geometric decorations. These were popular at Sagalassos during the first half of the 4th 
century CE. Their presence in contexts dated to earlier periods was also documented.137 An 
example of this Sagalassos type from Tripolis was found in a layer dated to a period between 
the second and the third quarters of the 4th century CE.138 Additionally, Sagalassos cups of this 
type were identified in Seleukeia Sidera.139

The Boyalıtepe cup is identical to the potsherd from Süleymanhacı Höyük. On the other 
hand, the Sagalassos examples, comparable with the Süleymanhacı finds, may be considered 
partially related. Since both the Boyalıtepe and Süleymanhacı examples are surface finds, they 
do not provide sufficient data for dating. However, a general date range from the 1st to 4th 
centuries CE can be proposed.

Base-Body Sherds (cat. nos. 44-45, fig. 11)

In this group, two base-body sherds, and one body sherd are examined. Both base-body 
sherds feature simple, low ring bases. The interior of cat. no. 44 is coated with a matte black 
slip, while the exterior is uncoated. The interior of cat. no. 45 has a dark red slip, and there are 
runs of red slip on the exterior. Although it is not possible to determine the exact form groups 
of these base-body sherds, they are likely fragments of the bowls and plates described earlier. 
As such, they can be generally dated to the Hellenistic and Roman periods.

Eastern Sigillata A (cat. no. 46, fig. 12)

Among the pottery finds from Boyalıtepe Höyük, a single body sherd of the Eastern Sigillata A 
(ESA) group was identified. The sherd appears to be from the lower part of the body but could 
not be assigned to a specific form group. Therefore, it is not possible to draw any conclusions 
about its form or dating. However, this find is an important piece of evidence for the presence 
of Eastern Sigillata A vessels in Boyalıtepe Höyük and the surrounding region. 

African Red Slip Ware (cat. no. 47, fig. 12)

A single sherd of African Red Slip Ware was discovered among the finds of Boyalıtepe Höyük. 
According to Hayes’ classification in his 1972 publication, the sherd belongs to form 3c. Hayes’ 
form 3c represents plates with broad convex rims, shallow bodies, and low ring bases. Plates 
of Hayes’ form 3 are often decorated with barbotine leaves on the rim. This form is divided 
into three subtypes. Hayes’ form 3a and 3b bear decorations, whereas form 3c is undecorat-
ed.140 The sherd from Boyalıtepe Höyük is a small fragment, preserving only a small portion of 
rim and body. The broad convex rim is undecorated, aligning it with Hayes’ form 3c. 

137	 Poblome 1999, 39-41, 305, figs. 12-13.
138	 Ok 2018, 35, fig. 7.1.
139	 Laflı 2000, figs. 2-3, 5.
140	 Hayes 1972, 21, fig. 2.
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Hayes noted that form 3 corresponds to Dragendorff form 36 among the Gaulish wares. For 
form 3c, his proposed dating was the first half of the 2nd century CE.141 These plates were also 
categorized as Antiocheia form 847.142 Additionally, an example of Hayes’ form 3b was identi-
fied in the Athenian Agora and was dated to the early to mid-2nd century CE.143 Accordingly, 
the first half of the 2nd century CE can also be suggested for the Boyalıtepe find.

Evaluation and Conclusion
Hellenistic, Roman, and Byzantine pottery was encountered on the surface area of Boyalıtepe 
(Kameni) Höyük. Through the examination of the Hellenistic and Roman pottery among the 
assemblage, this paper enabled the determination of these periods at the mound. The earliest 
pottery finds from the mound were dated to the beginning of the Hellenistic period. In addi-
tion to a small number of imported vessels, a significant quantity of local / regional pottery 
was identified. Among the local pottery, the Echinus bowls - popular drinking vessels of the 
Hellenistic period - represent the earliest examples dating from the 3rd to the 1st centuries 
BCE. These bowls continued into the 2nd and 1st centuries BCE with their thin-walled variants 
and even into the beginning of the 1st century CE with forms exhibiting sharp rim-to-body 
transitions, parallel to those seen in terra sigillata vessels. Fish plates, a form of Attic pottery, 
were dated to the 2nd and 1st centuries BCE, while the hemispherical bowls to a period from 
the 2nd century BCE to the beginning of the 1st century CE. Plates / bowls with vertical rims, 
which began to be produced in Eastern Sigillata under the influence of Western Sigillata, be-
long to the period spanning the late 1st century BCE to the 1st century CE. Bowls with rolled 
rims, plates with outturned rims, and plates with projecting rims and flat lips are also types 
that were dated to between the late 1st century BCE and the 1st century CE. The plates with 
projecting rims and rolled lips are vessels characterized by their decorative elements and “lug-
like” rim projections, although with minor rim variations. It has been possible to date this type, 
which was apparently prevalent in the region, between the 3rd and the 1st centuries BCE. 
Likewise, the sherd from a cup with outturned rim, whith only example found as yet, should 
be representative of a type that was also familiar to the region. However, the proposed date 
for this sherd is between the 1st and 4th centuries CE. Based on these findings, the pottery as-
semblage at Boyalıtepe Höyük spans a chronological range from the 3rd century BCE to the 
4th century CE. 

Through the examination of the clay composition of the aforementioned Hellenistic and 
Roman pottery from the mound, it was observed that they had common characteristics. 
While no archaeometric studies were conducted on the vessels, initial visual inspection re-
vealed shared properties in terms of slip, decoration, fabric color and inclusions. Moreover, 
the features displayed by the Boyalıtepe pottery finds were also consistent with those from 
nearby mounds and settlements in Lycaonia and the neighboring regions. These include 
Süleymanhacı Höyük144, Sisan Höyük145, the Cinasun settlement146, and the Isauria region’s 
Sinabıç settlement147 as well as other sites under ongoing study. As in Boyalıtepe, imported 

141	 Hayes 1972, 21, 25.
142	 Waage 1948, 49, pl. 9.847.
143	 Hayes 2008, 218, fig. 30.953.
144	 Körsulu 2019, 53-54.
145	 Körsulu and Gültekin 2024, 213-14.
146	 Altıntaş 2024, 4-6. 
147	 Körsulu 2020, 295-97.
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ceramics are limited in these settlements. Similarly, ceramics understood to be local / regional 
are abundant. Research conducted so far in these centers, where similar form types were 
also observed, suggests the existence of a shared pottery culture and production in the re-
gion. Settlements there appear to have produced local adaptations of popular pottery forms 
from the Mediterranean coastal cities in the Hellenistic period and subsequent Roman period. 
Furthermore, red-slipped pottery, which parallels terra sigillata types and can be traced back to 
the 2nd or 1st century BCE, points to a regional practice of producing local red-slipped pottery. 
Production may have been involved in one or more of these settlements located close to each 
other in the Karaman plain in Central Anatolia. This highlights the significance of Boyalıtepe 
Höyük as one of the production centers of Hellenistic and Roman pottery in the region.

In addition to the local / regional pottery, a small number of imported vessels were found 
at Boyalıtepe Höyük, including a body sherd belonging to the Eastern Sigillata A group. Since 
the form of the sherd could not be determined, precise dating is not possible. However, the 
sherd is important as it illustrates the distribution of ESA pottery in Boyalıtepe Höyük and its 
surroundings. Additionally, a single sherd of African Red Slip Ware was recovered. Attributed 
to Hayes’ Form 3C, the sherd was dated to the first half of the 2nd century CE. Thus, the im-
ported pottery from Boyalıtepe is represented by only two sherds and parallels that found at 
other settlements of the region. Furthermore, they also indicate that both Boyalıtepe (Kameni) 
Höyük and nearby settlements, where locally produced vessels were particularly associated 
with these imported groups, had connections with Mediterranean coastal cities.

Catalog148

1.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 3). Finding no: Bh2, RDm: 26.6 cm, H: 4 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/6 light red. I: small 
amount of lime, grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. 
Incurved rim. Conical body. Thick-walled. Light red slip on the interior; thick brown red band 
from lip to body on the exterior. Light red-slipped body. 

	 3rd to 1st century BCE 

2.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 3). Finding no: Bh6, RDm: 10.4 cm, H: 2.9 cm, FC: 2.5yr 5/6 red. I: lime, grit. 
Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Conical 
body. Thick-walled. Dark brown slip on the interior and a thick band of slip in black, light red, 
and brown on the outer rim. Runs of slip with the same colors on the outer body.

	 3rd to 1st century BCE

3.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 3). Finding no: Bh5, RDm: 20.8 cm, H: 2.6 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 light red, Core: 
10yr 4/1 dark gray. I: small amounts of lime and grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. 
Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Conical body. Thick-walled. Matte black slip 
on the interior. Remains of black and cream-colored slip on the exterior. 

	 3rd to 1st century BCE

4.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 3). Finding no: Bh8, RDm: 20.2 cm, H: 2.6 cm, FC: 5yr 4/6 yellowish red. I: 
high lime content, chamotte. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and 
body. Incurved rim. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the inner and outer rim. Light red/buff slip 
on the exterior of the body.

	 3rd to 1st century BCE

148	 The Munsell Soil Color Charts, published in 2000, were used to identify the fabric and slip colors of the pottery. 
The abbreviations in the catalog are as follows: Bh: Boyalıtepe Höyük, RDm: Rim Diameter, BDm: Base Diameter, 
H: Height, FC: Fabric Color, I: Inclusions.
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5.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 3). Finding no: Bh50, RDm: -, H: 2.4 cm, FC: 7.5yr 7/4 pink. I: small amount 
of lime, grit. Porous, firm fabric. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Two grooves 
right below the outer rim. Thin-walled. Dark brown slip on the interior, and black brownish 
slip on the exterior with areas where the slip has worn away. 

	 3rd to 1st century BCE

6.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh1, RDm: -, H: 3 cm, FC: 2.5yr 5/6 red. I: small amount of 
lime, grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved 
rim. Conical body. Thin-walled. Brown-red slip on the interior. Thin black band on the outer 
rim. Light red slip on the body. 

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

7.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh3, RDm.: -, H: 3.1 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 light red. I: lime, grit. 
Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Thin-
walled. Thick dark red band from rim to body both on the interior and the exterior. Light red/
buff slip on the remaining surfaces. 

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

8.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh7, RDm: 21.6 cm, H: 2.4 cm, FC: 5yr 7/6 reddish yellow, 
Core: 10yr 8/3 very pale brown. I: lime, grit, chamotte. Firm fabric, slightly heterogeneous 
porosity, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Conical body. Thin-walled. 
Red slip on the interior and exterior. Thin black band (?) below the inner rim. 

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

9.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh10, RDm: 16.2 cm, H: 2 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 light red. I: 
small amount of grit, lime. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Small rim and body sherd. 
Incurved rim. Conical body. Thin-walled. Dark red slip on the inner and outer rim. Light red/
buff slip on the exterior of the body.

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

10.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh9, RDm: 23.6 cm, H: 2 cm, FC: 5yr 7/6 reddish yellow. 
I: abundant coarse and fine lime, small amount of grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. 
Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Conical body. Thin-walled. Red slip on the 
interior and exterior. 

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

11.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh4, RDm: 35.2 cm, H: 3.8 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 light red. I: 
lime, grit, small amount of chamotte. Firm fabric, slightly heterogeneous porosity, well-fired. 
Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Thin-walled. Dark red slip on the inner rim, 
back slip on the interior of the body. Traces of red-black slip on the exterior.

	 2nd to 1st century BCE

12.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh54, RDm: 35.4 cm, H: 4.2 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/6 light red. I: 
small amount of limestone, abundant large and small grey and red grit, mica. Moderately firm 
fabric, small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Sharp rim-
to-body transition. Thick-walled. Dark red slip above transition to the body on the inner and 
outer rim. Uncoated exterior.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

13.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh63, RDm: 37.2 cm, H: 3.9 cm, FC: 10yr 8/4 very pale 
brown. I: small amount of coarse and fine limestone, small amount of grey-red grit. Firm fabric, 
small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Sharp rim-to-body 
transition. Thick-walled. Brown-black, red slip above transition to the body on the inner and 
outer rim. Uncoated exterior.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE
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14.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh66, RDm: 27.8 cm, H: 3.1 cm, FC: 10yr 7/4 very pale 
brown. I: small amount of limestone, small amount of grit, mica. Moderately firm fabric, po-
rous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Sharp rim-to-body transition. Thick-walled. 
Brown-black slip above transition to the body on the inner and outer rim. Uncoated exterior.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

15.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh47, RDm.: 16.4 cm, H: 3 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light red. I: 
small amount of coarse and fine limestone, abundant grey and red grit, small amount of cha-
motte. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. 
Thick-walled. Light red slip on the interior. Cream-colored slip on the outer rim, red slip on the 
exterior of the body. 

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

16.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh46, RDm.: 11.6 cm, H: 2.2 cm, FC: 10r 6/8 light red. I: 
abundant coarse and fine limestone, abundant grey and red grit. Firm fabric, small amount of 
fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Incurved rim. Thick-walled. Red slip 
on the interior and exterior.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

17.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh53, RDm.: 15.6 cm, H: 3.8 cm, FC: 5yr 7/4 pink. I: abun-
dant coarse and fine limestone, abundant large and small grey and red grit, small amount of 
chamotte. Firm fabric, small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. 
Slightly incurved rim. Angular transition from rim to body. Thick-walled. A thick black-brown 
band coating both the inner and outer rim. Remaining surfaces are either uncoated or buff-
slipped.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

18.	 Echinus bowl (fig. 4). Finding no: Bh13, RDm: 14.4 cm, H: 3.8 cm, FC: 7.5yr 5/1 gray. I: lime, 
small amount of grit. Firm fabric, small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim 
and body. Flat rim slightly incurved at the top. Thick-walled. Black-brown slip on the interior. 
Thick brown-red band (?) terminating at the rim-to-body transition on the exterior. Light red/
buff slip on the rest of the body.

	 Mid-2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

19.	 Fish plate (fig. 6). Finding no: Bh22, RDm: 17.2 cm, H: 3.1 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 light red. I: 
small amount of coarse and fine lime, chamotte, small amount of mica, small amount of large 
and small grey grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. 
Overhanging rim. Angular body. Thick-walled. Thick bands of slip extending to the edge of the 
lip over a light red/buff slip on the interior. Uncoated exterior. 

	 2nd to 1st centuries BCE

20.	 Fish plate (fig. 6). Finding no: Bh76, RDm: 16.2 cm, H: 2.3 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/6 light red. I: small 
amount of lime, small amount of large and small grey and red grit, chamotte. Firm fabric, small 
amount of large pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Overhanging rim. Angular 
body. Thick-walled. Thick bands of slip extending to the edge of the lip over a light red/buff 
slip on the interior. Uncoated exterior.

	 2nd to 1st centuries BCE

21.	 Fish plate (fig. 6). Finding no: Bh18, RDm: 19 cm, H: 1.4 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light red. I: abun-
dant large and small grey and red grit, abundant coarse and fine lime, small amount of silver 
mica. Firm fabric, small amount of large pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. 
Overhanging rim. Deep body. Thick-walled. Red slip on the interior and the lip. Uncoated 
exterior. 

	 2nd to 1st centuries BCE
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22.	 Fish plate (fig. 6). Finding no: Bh24, RDm: 21 cm, H: 1.5 cm, FC: 10yr 8/4 very pale brown. 
I: small amount of coarse lime, mica, abundant large and small grey and red grit. Firm fabric, 
small amount of large and fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Overhanging 
rim. Angular body. Thick-walled. Red, black slip on the interior and the lip. Uncoated exterior. 

	 2nd to 1st centuries BCE

23.	 Hemispherical bowl (fig. 7). Finding no: Bh14, RDm: 12 cm, H: 2.8 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/6 light red. 
I: lime, small amount of grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and 
body. Flat rim. Hemispherical body. Thick-walled. Red brown slip on the interior and exterior. 
Black band (?) on the inner and outer rim surfaces. Thick brown bands on the interior of the 
body.

	 2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

24.	 Hemispherical bowl (fig. 7). Finding no: Bh16, RDm: 13 cm, H: 2.1 cm, FC: 7.5yr 7/8 reddish 
yellow. I: small amount of grit, lime, very small amount of silver mica. Firm fabric, slightly po-
rous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Flat rim. Hemispherical body. Thick-walled. 
Red slip on the interior and the outer rim. Uncoated exterior.

	 2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

25.	 Hemispherical bowl (fig. 7). Finding no: Bh15, RDm: 14,2 cm, H: 2.7 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light 
red. I: lime. Firm fabric, almost zero porosity, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Flat 
rim. Hemispherical body. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the interior and exterior. 

	 2nd century BCE to early 1st century CE

26.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh36, RDm: 23 cm, H: 3.4 cm, FC: 5yr 7/6 
reddish yellow. I: small amount of coarse and fine limestone, small amount of grey and red 
grit, small amount of mica. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and 
body. Vertical rim slightly rolled at the top. Ridged carination / ridge at the transition from rim 
to body. Angular body. Thick-walled. Irregularly coated with a dark brown-red-black slip on 
the interior and just below the edge of the ridge on the exterior. Slip is abraded and has runs 
on the exterior.

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE

27.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh21, RDm: 22.8 cm, H: 3 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 
light red. I: small amount of limestone, chamotte, mica, grit. Firm fabric, minimally porous, 
well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Vertical rim rolled at the top. Vertical wall thins 
down from rim to body to a broken but still visible carination. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on 
the interior. Uncoated exterior. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE

28.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh29, RDm: 20.8 cm, H: 1.9 cm, FC: 5yr 7/6 
reddish yellow. I: abundant lime content, abundant large and small grey and red grit. Firm 
fabric, small amount of large pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Vertical rim. 
Outward curve at the rim-to-body transition, indicating carination at the transition to body. 
Groove decoration on the outer rim. Thick-walled. Red irregular slip on the interior and exte-
rior.

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE

29.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh38, RD: 24.8 cm, H: 3.1 cm, FC: 10r 5/8 
red. I: small amount of mica, lime, chamotte, grit. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. 
Partially preserved rim and body. Vertical rim. Ridged carination at the transition from rim to 
body. Thin-walled. Dark red slip on the interior. Runs of the same colored slip on the exterior.

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE
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30.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh37, RDm: 25.8 cm, H: 4.2 cm, FC: 7.5yr 
7/6 reddish yellow. I: abundant grey, black, and red grit, small amounts of mica and limestone, 
chamotte. Moderately firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. 
Vertical rim. Body curves inwards at an angle below the ridged carination at the rim-body tran-
sition. Thick-walled. Light red slip on the interior, Visible pits on the surface from limestone 
and grit. Uncoated exterior.

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE

31.	 Bowl / plate with vertical rim (fig. 8). Finding no: Bh39, RDm: 13.3 cm, H: 2.8 cm, FC: 2.5yr 
7/8 light red. I: high limestone content. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially pre-
served rim and body. Vertical rim. Ridged carination at the transition from rim to body. Thin-
walled. Dark red slip on the interior, red-brown irregular slip on the exterior. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to 1st century CE

32.	 Bowl with rolled rim (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh31, RDm: 13.2 cm, H: 2.9 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light 
red. I: small amount of lime, mica, small amount of grit. Firm fabric, small amount of fine pores, 
well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Rolled rim. Inward-curving body. Thick-walled. 
Red slip on the interior and exterior. Cream-colored band (?) decoration on the outer body. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to Hadrianic period

33.	 Bowl with rolled rim (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh45, RDm: 13.6 cm, H: 2.7 cm, FC: 5yr 4/2 light red. 
I: lime, grit. Partially preserved rim and body. Rolled thickened rim, curving from outer lip to 
body at an angle. Thin grooves on the exterior of the lower body. Thick-walled. Matte black 
slip on the interior, grey slip on the exterior. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to Hadrianic period

34.	 Plate with outturned rim (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh49, RDm: 17 cm, H: 1.9 cm, FC: 7.5yr 7/4 pink. 
I: small amount of lime, grit. Firm fabric, small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially pre-
served rim and body. Thin groove on the outturned rim. Thick-walled. Brown slip on the inte-
rior and the exterior. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to mid-1st century CE

35.	 Plate with outturned rim (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh55, RDm: 11 cm, H: 1.5 cm, FC: 10r 6/8 light 
red. I: small amount of lime, small amount of large and small grit, mica. Firm fabric, small 
amounts of large and fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim. Thin groove on the out-
turned rim. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the interior, light red slip on the exterior. 

	 Late 1st century BCE to mid-1st century CE

36.	 Plate with projecting rim and flat lip (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh19, RDm: 15.2 cm, H: 2.7 cm, FC: 
7.5yr 8/4 pink. I: high lime content, slightly porous, firm fabric. Partially preserved rim and 
body. Flat lip. Inward-curving body. Thick-walled. Dark red, black, brown slip on the interior 
and exterior.

	 First half of 1st century CE

37.	 Plate with projecting rim and flat lip (fig. 9). Finding no: Bh23, RDm: 14.6 cm, H: 1.6 cm, FC: 
2.5yr 6/8 light red. I: abundant coarse and fine lime, small amount of grey-black grit. Firm fab-
ric, small amounts of large and fine pores, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Flat lip. 
Straight body. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the interior, light red slip on the exterior. 

	 First half of 1st century CE

38.	 Plate with projecting rim and rolled lip (fig. 10). Finding no: Bh68, RDm: -, H: 2.1 cm, FC: 
2.5yr 8/4 pink. I: small amount of coarse and fine lime, abundant large and small grey, and 
red grit, small amount of chamotte. Firm fabric, small amount of fine pores, well-fired. Partially 
preserved rim and body. Projecting rim. Concave body. Thick-walled. Black-brown slip on the 
interior and lip. Uncoated exterior. 

	 1st to 3rd centuries CE



414 Hatice Körsulu – Rabia Karakaya

39.	 Plate with projecting rim and rolled lip (fig. 10). Finding no: Bh67, RDm: 28 cm, H: 3.5 cm, 
FC: 7.5yr 8/3 pink. I: small amount of coarse and fine lime, abundant large and small grey and 
red grit, small amount of fine chamotte. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially pre-
served rim and body. Projecting rim. Concave body. Thick-walled. Light red, red slip on the 
interior; pinkish red slip on the exterior. 

	 1st to 3rd centuries CE

40.	 Plate with projecting rim and rolled lip (fig. 10). Finding no: Bh56, RDm: not measurable, 
H: 1 cm, FC: 10r 6/8 light red. I: high lime content. Firm fabric, small amount of large pores, 
well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Projecting rim. Groove and decoration on the lip. 
Thick-walled. Red slip on the interior and exterior. 

	 1st to 3rd centuries CE

41.	 Plate with projecting rim and rolled lip (fig. 10). Finding no: Bh51, RDm: 16 cm, H: 1.7 cm, FC: 
10r 6/8 light red. I: abundant coarse and fine lime, large and small red, grey and white grit. 
Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and body. Projecting rim. Slightly 
concave body. Thick-walled. Slip in light and dark red tones on both the interior and exterior.

	 1st to 3rd centuries CE

42.	 Bowl with outturned rim (fig. 11). Finding no: Bh44, RDm: 7.6 cm, H: 4.1 cm, FC: 2.5yr 6/8 
light red. I: very high lime content. Firm fabric, porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and 
body, and one preserved handle. Outturned rim with flat lip. One groove on the outer rim. 
Spherical body. Vertical handle attached from below the groove to the body. Red slip on the 
interior and exterior. 

	 2nd century CE

43.	 Cup with outturned rim (fig. 11). Finding no: Bh43, RDm: 10.2 cm, H: 3.6 cm, FC: 10r 5/8 red. 
I: abundant coarse and fine lime. Firm fabric, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim 
and body. Outturned rim. Convex body. Thick-walled. Dark red-brown slip on the interior and 
exterior. Two ridges in relief, and between them a row of dots on the outer body.

	 1st to 4th centuries CE

44.	 Base-body sherd (fig. 11). Finding no: Bh85, BDm: 8.4 cm, H: 2.3 cm, FC: 7.5yr 8/4 pink. I: 
lime, small amount of grit. Firm fabric, slightly heterogeneous porosity, hard well-fired. Partially 
preserved base and body. Ring base. Matte black slip on the interior. Uncoated exterior. 

	 Hellenistic to Roman period

45.	 Base-body sherd (fig. 11). Finding no: Bh84, BDm: 10.4 cm, H: 2.1 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light red. 
I: high lime content, small amount of grit. Firm fabric, slightly heterogeneous porosity, hard 
well-fired. Partially preserved base and body. Ring base. Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the 
interior. Runs of dark red slip on the exterior. 

	 Hellenistic to Roman period

46.	 Eastern Sigillata A body sherd (fig. 12). Finding no: Bh58, FC: 2.5yr 6/6 light red. I: small 
amount of chamotte. Firm fabric, fine-grained, well-fired. Partially preserved body sherd. 
Thick-walled. Dark red slip on the interior and exterior. 

	 Late Hellenistic to early Roman period

47.	 Hayes form 3c (fig. 12). Finding no: Bh27, RDm: 26 cm, H: 3.5 cm, FC: 2.5yr 7/8 light red. I: 
lime, mica. Firm fabric, fine-grained, slightly porous, well-fired. Partially preserved rim and 
body. Wide, convex flat lip. Pronounced angular rim-to-body transition. Thin-walled. Red slip 
on the interior and exterior. 

	 First half of 2nd century CE
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FIG. 1   Map (Bahar 2000, 266, map. 1).

FIG. 2   Boyalıtepe (Kameni) Höyük (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 3   Cat. nos. 1-5: Echinus Bowls (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 4   Cat. nos. 6-11: Echinus Bowls (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 5   Cat. nos. 12-18: Echinus Bowls (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 6   Cat. nos. 19-22: Fish plates (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).

FIG. 7   Cat. nos. 23-25: Hemispherical bowls (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 8   Cat. nos. 26-31: Bowls / plates with vertical rim (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 9   Cat. nos. 32-37: Bowls with rolled rim (32-33), plates with outturned rim (34-35),  
Plates with projecting rim and flat lip (36-37) (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 10   Cat. nos. 38-41: Plates with projecting rim and rolled lip  
(Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).



428 Hatice Körsulu – Rabia Karakaya

FIG. 11   Cat. nos. 42-45: Bowl with outturned rim (42), cup with outturned rim (43),  
base-body sherds (44-45) (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın research archive).
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FIG. 12   Cat. nos. 46-47: ESA sherd (46), African Red Slip Ware (47) (Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ercan Aşkın 
research archive).




