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With the submitted PhD thesis, Yavor Ivanov presents himself as a connoisseur and 

in-depth researcher of the defensive armament in Ancient Thrace. In this study, the 

work on which lasted for many years, he analyzed not only the known 

representatives of defensive armament from Northern Thrace, which is the subject 

of his dissertation, but also he compared and equally examined artefacts from 

Southern Thrace and thus significantly expanding his source base. In the 

dissertation, 75 artefacts from different categories of defensive weaponry in 

Northern Thrace are analyzed, considered in the context of 223 artefacts, their 

parallels, mainly from Southern Thrace, Ancient Greece and Scythia. Although 

there have been numerous publications over the years - primary and analytical 

studies, so far no comprehensive research has been done on the topic, which makes 

the PhD thesis relevant. 

The dissertation contains three main parts – text, catalogue and appendices, 863 

pages in total. The text consists of an introduction, three main chapters with 

subchapters, a conclusion and references, a total of 400 pages (50 pages of them 

with over 600 cited titles) and Appendices No 1-2 (with the main comparative 

material from Southern Bulgaria and presentation of the more important discussion 

complexes from Northern Bulgaria), illustrations to the catalogue, lists of images, 

academic contributions and publications of the author in relation to the topic of the 

PhD thesis. The Catalogue is comprehensive, including optimally represented 75 

specimens of defensive armament found at 41 sites in Northern Thrace. The 

graphic and tabular appendices of the dissertation include 221 plates with 

photographs, drawings and reconstructions, 3 figures, 22 images, 5 maps and 3 

tables. The illustrations - photographs of the objects with numerous details, graphic 

reconstructions, most of them the work of the author of the study, are of a high 



quality and one of the important virtues of the work. The tables are analytical and 

show the chronological range in which the main artefacts are positioned and the 

complexes to which they belong, according to the leading studies on the subject. 

They illustrate the state of research from which the present work begins. 

The purpose of the PhD thesis is formulated in the Introduction - a comprehensive 

study of objects and images of defensive armament from the 5th – 3rd centuries BC 

in Northern Thrace, with detailed descriptions of the accomplished tasks. The 

source base of 75 artefacts is commented, among which the most numerous are 

helmets, mainly Chalcidian and Thracian-Chalcidian type, some representatives of 

the armors, plate breastplates, collar-breastplates, greaves and three parade ones 

among them, one shield. As mentioned above, their commentary also includes the 

available comparative material from Southern Thrace thus greatly expanding the 

data base. An important circumstance is that 28 of the analyzed items, mostly 

helmets and armor, were personally documented by the author of the study. An 

evaluation of the source base could be added here - what part of the monuments 

come from complexes - necropolises, hoards, others, published or not, etc.  

The known written sources with information on the subject are presented; the 

iconographic testimonies are analyzed in detail - monuments of toreutics and tomb 

painting with images of weaponry elements. Important observations have been 

made, such as the identification of arm-guards, collar-breastplates and other 

elements of military equipment on the appliqués from Letnitsa, the images in 

Sveshtari and Alexandrovo tombs, etc. 

The main part of the study devoted to the analysis of the core source - the 

archaeological artefacts, is preceded by a historiographical survey of the works, an 

extensive chapter (over 100 pages), comprehensive, although unconventionally 

presented - by years of research publication, and not by topics, categories, periods. 

The studies of numerous scholars from Bulgaria and abroad, whose publications 

form the knowledge in this field, are analyzed in detail whether they promulgate 

particular artefacts or create classifications based on what is already known. The 

works are presented with an assessment of the contribution of the particular 

scholars to the issue, a good knowledge of different opinions is evident, and the 

contribution of different authors to important stages of the research is highlighted. 

The main typologies of helmets, armors, and defensive collars-breastplates are 



presented. This part of the research shows that the author has mastered the issue. 

Here I would recommend, alongside the dynamics of this process of publication 

and analysis of monuments, to add an assessment of which of them, some written 

by authors of typologies of categories of objects that are the subject of the PhD 

thesis, are the basis on which the latter has been built upon. This is a way to further 

highlight the author's contribution as well as the relevance of the topic.   

Next is the main part of the study devoted to the archaeological artefacts. The most 

voluminous are the chapters presenting the analysis of the helmets and especially of 

the dominant Chalcidian and Thracian-Chalcidian type, of the armors, the plate 

breastplates, collar - breastplates, greaves and shields. The parade helmets and 

greaves of gold and silver are a highlight in considering the respective categories. 

I have some notes on this part of the study. Regarding the presented typologies of 

particular categories of artefacts, I would recommend adding a short introductory 

part presenting the existing typologies, which of them the author recognizes and 

uses, which of them he supplements and corrects. Which are originally new, and on 

what basis they have been made. Such information exists in the historiographic 

overview, but needs to be reformulated here for each individual artefact category. 

As well as formulating more distinctly the type-forming features and the changing 

marks in the different variants. 

Bringing the information on the main monuments from Southern Thrace into a 

separate appendix (1) is an important step in overcoming the existing imbalance 

between the multi-parameter catalogued artefacts from Northern Thrace and the 

comparative material south of Haemus, often extensively analyzed in the text. This 

ensures the opportunity to work with all the material from Bulgaria in the same 

volume and characteristics without interrupting the exposition. Upon publication of 

the dissertation, this appendix may become a second, equivalent catalogue by 

supplementing the characteristics of the artefacts and contexts. This also applies to 

the formatted appendix (2) with an analysis of the discussion complexes of some of 

the important artefacts.  

The text still contains large passages in brackets with literature cited that break it 

up. Its logic is often lost. I therefore suggest that these passages be footnoted, or 

optimized, leaving only those headings that are relevant to the particular topic 

under discussion.  



Regarding the chronology of the artefacts, especially when it comes to proposing 

new dates for pieces emblematic of the Thracian culture, a very serious new 

argumentation is required. Or to emphasize in the text on what grounds the author 

accepts one or another chronological position for the particular group of artefacts. 

This applies, for example, to parade helmets and greaves. On p. 311 there is a 

passage reading that the knemides are characteristic of the first quarter of the 4th 

century BC. Where does this confidence come from? There should be author’s 

arguments for why he suggests this much earlier dating. It does not emerge a priori 

from the various opinions cited in the catalogue about the date of the piece or its 

context. 

These suggestions are intended to optimize the results of the work upon its 

publication. 

In conclusion, it can be said that the objectives of the PhD thesis have been 

accomplished. Its author has collected, identified, analyzed, and illustrated the 

available artefacts - elements of the defensive armament in Northern Thrace and to 

a large extent – those from Southern Thrace, which is a merit of the study. An 

important part of them were documented by him personally in the relevant 

museums, at a high professional level. The work shows a profound knowledge of 

the specific problems of the source base, as well as of the academic synthesis up to 

that point. Yavor Ivanov is deeply involved in the research topic, he knows what 

has been achieved in detail, and the dissertation work is a new basis for future 

research on defensive armament in Thrace. 

The abstract presents the PhD thesis comprehensively and meets the requirements. 

The contributions indicated in the attached self-reference represent the main 

achievements of the dissertation work. The significant number of articles and 

studies by Yavor Ivanov on the topic of the dissertation released over the past 15 

years testify to a deep professional interest and potential in the study of defensive 

armament in Thrace. 

On the grounds of the mentioned virtues of the work and the professional qualities 

of its author, I propose to the respected Academic Board of NAIM at BAS to award 

PhD student Yavor Ivanov the educational and scientific degree of Doctor. 

November 1st 2022                              Assoc. Prof. Dr. Milena Tonkova 


