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Tufan shaq o lu Axundov 
qani mran o lu Alm mm dov 

 
NUB  QAFQAZ NEOL T-ERK N 

TUNC DÖVRÜND  
(M RK  V RQ REG ONU) 

 
XÜLAS  

 
r bir etnom ni birlik iqtisadi sasda 

mü yy n bir t bii-iqlim raiti il laq lidir. 
skunla ma prosesind  o bu t rrüfat n da-

vam etdirilm si üçün laz m olan resurslara ma-
lik t bii z nginlikl ri k sintisiz olaraq ld  
etm  c hd göst rir. Texnom ni potensial n 
yüks lm si bu birliyin iqlim d yi nliyin  
qar  immunitetini art rmaqla yana , onun 
münbit kild  m skunla mas  üçün z ngin-
likl r spektrini geni ndirir. T rrüfat sas n 

traf mühit raitin  uy unlu unun pozulmas  
qaç lmaz olaraq ekoloji v  iqtisadi böhrana g -
tirib ç xar r. r bu etnom ni birlik proble-
mi a maq üçün yet rli texnom ni potensiala 
malik deyils , onda o tarix s hn sini t rk ed -

kdir. Lakin t rrüfat etnom ni birlikl rin 
inki af , bir-biril rini d yi si v  tarix s hn -
sini t rk etm ri kimi fasil siz b rq rar olmu  

ncirin bir komponentidir. Bu qanunauy un, 
n d  t sadüfi faktorlar n birg  i tirak  il  

ba  ver n ç tin v  h r bax mdan original pro-
sesdir. Bütün bunlar etnom ni birlikl rin da-
xilind  daima ba  ver n d yi nlik v  h -

tlilikl  yana , onlar n m skunla mas nda bü-
tün m ziyy til  daima ks olunur. Bu v  ya 
ba qa razil rd  ba  ver n tarixi prosesl rin 
mexanizmini, bu prosesl  t sir ed n t bii-
iqlim rtl rini ayd nla rmadan düzgün anla-
maq mümkün deyildir. 

E. . VI minilliyin vv ll rind  C nubi 
Qafqaz n m rk zi regionunda, Kür çay n 
orta axarlar  bölg sind , G nc -Qazax v  
Marneul düz nlikl rind  Qafqazda ilkin 
olaraq m lum olan erk n istehsal rinin 
da lar  meydana ç xd lar. Onlar n t r-
rüfat kinçilik v  maldarl a saslan rd . lk 

 olaraq onlar n varl omut  ya ay  
yerinin arxeoloji qaz nt lar  zaman  m lum 
olmu  v  sonralar omut  m niyy ti ki-
mi adland lm r. Hal-haz rda Hac m-
xant  bu m niyy  aid n q dim abid  
olaraq t dqiq olunmu dur. 

E. . VI minilliyin II rübünd n etibar n 
erk n istehsal rin da lar  Qaraba  
düz nliyinin da q zola nda m skunla lar. 
Onlar n da t rrüfat kinçilik v  maldarl a 
saslan rd . Lakin bu tayfalar tam ba qa etno-

ni rin da lar  idil r. Onlar 
omut  m niyy ti da lar  il laq  

gir k mü yy n t sirl r etmi dil r ki, bu t -
sir d sas etibaril omut ri da -

lar n keramika istehsal  texnologiyas n-
da öz ksini tapm r. Qaraba  düz nliyind  
apar lm  arxeoloji k fiyyat i ri n tic sind  
erk n kinçi-maldar tayfalara aid 149 ya ay  
yeri a kar edilmi dir. Qaraba  düz nliyind  
bu m niyy  aid t dqiq edilmi n q dim 
abid smay lb yt  ya ay  yeridir. 
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E. . VI minilliyin sonuncu rübünd  X -
ryan  bataql qlar v  Tal  da lar n imal-
rq yamaclar  aras nda yerl n Mu an dü-
nliyinin da yi zola  erk n kinçi-maldar 

tayfalar t find n tutuldu. Etnom ni sasda 
görünür ki, b zi f rqlilikl , ola bilsin ki, 
xronoloji f rqliliy  malik olsalar da, onlar Qara-
ba n erk n kinçi-maldar tayfalar na yax n 
idil r. Dövrümüz  kimi Mu an düz nliyind  bu 

niyy  aid n yax  öyr nilmi  abid  
liköm kt  ya ay  yeridir. 

Erk n istehsal t rrüfat na malik etno-
ni birlikl rin bütün göst ricil ri uzun bir 

inki af yolununun keçildiyini göst rir. Lakin 
nubi Qafqazda onlar n s fl rinin izl rinin 
 ya dig r h r hans  istehsal formalar na ma-

lik t rrüfat da lar n axtar  istiqam -
tind  h  d  bir n tic  g linm mi dir. 
Qafqazda ümumiyy tl , istehlak t rrüfat n-
dan istehsal t rrüfat na, v i heyvandan ev 
heynan na, yaban  bitkid n tax l bitkisin  
keçid formalar n h r hans  bir izin  t sadüf 
edilm mi dir. Bununla yana  olaraq Ön v  
Kiçik Asiyada bundan çox vv l istehsal 

rrüfat  t kkül tapm r ki, orada da bu 
istehsala g tirib ç xaran bütün inki af yolunu 
izl k mümkündür. Ehtimal ki, bu region-
lar n rind  c nubiqafqaz neolitinin 
genetik kökl ri var idi v  bu regionlardan 
ötürül n impulslar n tic sind  burada meyda-
na ç xm r. Ötürül n bu impulslar is  neo-
litin art q inki af etmi  formalar na aid idi. 

E. . V minilliyin II yar nda Mu an dü-
nliyind n, Kür çay n orta axarlar na kimi 

bütün m kanda neolit dövrü ya ay  m sk n-
rinin n üst t rind , onlar n vi 

keramikalar  il  h r hans  bir laq si olmayan 
tam yeni keramika m mulat  meydana ç r. Bu 
tip keramika m mulata biz  heç Ön v  Kiçik 
Asiyan n abid rind n d  m lum deyil. Bu tip 
keramika m mulat  haz rlanma texnologiyas  

 b dilm  üsullar na gör  f rql ndirm k 
mümkündür ki, onun da anologiyas  Qafqazdan 
imalda mövcuddur. Ehtimal ki, h min vaxtda 

Böyük Qafqaz silsil sinin arxa t find n C -
nubi Qafqaza C nub- rqi Avropadan olan 
neolit etnom ni birlikl rin da lar  keç-
mi dil r. Ola bilsin ki, bu proses q samüdd tli 
olmu , C nubi Qafqazda hiss olunacaq etno-

ni d yi iklikl rin ba  verm sin  g tirib 
xarmam r. H lilik çox cüzi materiallara 

sas n, buna kimi d  C nubi- rqi Avropadan 
nubi Qafqaza bel  q samüdd tli etnom ni 

impulslar oldu unu söyl k mümkündür. 
E. .IV minilliyin II rübü-ortalar nda 

Qafqazda bu region üçün tamamil  yeni olan, 
öz areallar  geni ndir n uruq rinin 
da lar  meydana ç xd lar. lk vv l onlar 

nubi Qafqazda Leylat  m niyy tini, 
sonradan imali Qafqaza keç k burada ilkin 
olaraq özl rinin imaliqafqaz variant , son-
radan is  Maykop m niyy tinin sas  qoy-
dular. C nubi Qafqaz üçün yeni olan etno-

ni birliyin da lar  ilk vv l Qaraba  
düz nliyind , q dim ya ay  yerl ri üz rind  

 ya düz nlik razil rd  m skunla lar. 
Qaraba  düz nliyi haz rda da bu abid rin 
say  bax ndan Qafqaz n dig r regionlar  
qabaqlay r. Qeyd etm k ist rsik ki, 2010-
2017-ci ill rd  burada apar lan arxeoloji k -
fiyyat i ri n tic sind  Leylat  m niy-

tin  aid abid rin say  45 -  çatm r. Bu 
biz  Mesopotamiya miqrantlar n Qafqaz ra-
zisind  ilkin olaraq, oz t bii xususiyy tl ril  
onlar n ulu v nl rini xat rladan Qaraba  du-

nliyind  m skunla qlar  fikrimizin moh-
ml ndirm k imkan  verir. Bura onlar n m s-

kunla mas n sas areal , m niyy tl rinin 
yeni Qafqaz cic kl nm sinin m rk zi olmu -
dur. 

 neolit dövrü abid rind , n  d  ki, 
Leylat  m niyy ti abid rind  onlar n 
birg  mövcudlu u v  ya laq rini t sdiq 
ed n h r hans  bir iz  t sadüf edilm mi dir. 

nubi Qafqaz üçün yeni bir etnom ni 
rin da lar n g li il  burada yerli 

metallurgiya t kkül tap r, neolit dövründ n 
tunc dövrün  keçid üçün ilk add  at r. 

Kür-Araz m niyy tinin yay lmas  
temperaturun dü si v  ya nt lar n miqda-

n çoxalmas  il  üst-üst  dü ür. X r 
nizi transqressiya m rh sind  idi, çaylar-

da tez-tez da nlar olurdu. Oturaq kinçi v  
maldar olan kür-araz tayfalar  daha müxt lif 
ekoloji xüsusiyy tl  malik razil rd  m s-
kunla lar. Onlar öz ya ay  yerl rini düz n 
yerl rd  deyil, t bii t r, hündür terras v  
ya daha q dim dövr  aid ya ay  m sk n-
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rinin üz rind  qururdular. Kür-Araz tayfa-
lar  Qafqaza g ldikl ri zaman inki af s viy-

sin  gör  ola bilsin ki, neolit dövrünün 
final m rh sind  idil r v  burada m skun-
la qdan sonra mü yy n zamanla tunc döv-
rün  q m qoymu dular. Tunc dövrün  ta-
mamil  keçid prosesi is  post kür-araz, yeni 
kardinal d yi iklikl r zaman nda ba  ver-
mi dir.  

 
Tufan Isaak oqlu Akhundov 

Khagani Imran oqlu Almammadov 
 

SOUTH CAUCASIA IN THE 
NEOLITHIC TO EARLY BRONZE AGE  

(Central and Eastern Regions) 
 

SUMMARY 
 

The subsistence basis of every ethno-
cultural formation is tightly connected with 
the environment it inhabits. In the course of 
their expansion, ethnic groups tend to occupy 
environmental niches that provide all neces-
sary resources for their future economic de-
velopment. Cultural and technological prog-
ress can increase the immunity to diverse cli-
matic changes, and access to other favourable 
niches is sought. Any imbalance between 
subsistence basis and environmental condi-
tions leads to an ecological and economic cri-
sis and can cause the disappearance of the 
group from the historical stage. 

Subsistence is only one of many com-
ponents that shape the development, transfor-
mation and disappearance of ethno-cultural 
formations. This process is both complex and 
for every single case unique. It involves both 
regular and random factors, manifest through 
constant modification of ethno-cultural for-
mations as well as through the constant trans-
formation of their settlement topography. But 
the perception of all mechanisms of historical 
progress is impossible without considering 
the natural and climatic conditions where 
they occur. 

From the middle of the VIth millen-
nium BC, human groups with the earliest 
forms of subsistence economy based on agri-

culture and cattle breeding inhabited the 
Ganja-Gazakh and Marneuli plains, preferab-
ly along the middle reaches of the Kura 
River. These first Neolithic communities are 
attested at Shomutepe and are hence labelled 
“Shomutepe culture”. The settlement Haci 
Elamxanli Tepe considered to be the earliest 
Neolithic site in the whole region  

From the beginning of the VIth millen-
nium BC, the Neolithic farmers expanded to 
the Karabakh plain. Their economy relied on 
mixed agriculture, but cultural traditions were 
different. Following contacts with the Shomu-
tepe culture population, the newcomers ex-
erted their influence upon the local population 
as is clearly visible in the adoption of new 
technologies of ceramic production. The earli-
est Neolithic site known from the Karabakh 
region is the settlement Ismailbeytepe. 

In the last quarter of the VIth millen-
nium BC, the piedmont zone of the Mughan 
plain between the bogs of the Caspian littoral 
and the northeastern slopes of the Talish 
Mountains were settled. The 34 population of 
Mughan was apparently close tothose of the 
Karabakh plain, although the sites may date 
later than the Karabakh sites. The best 
investigated site of this period is the settlement 
Alikemektepe. 

Almost a thousand years separate the ear-
liest occupation phases in western Azerbaijan 
(Ganja - Gazakh and Marneuli plains) from the 
earliest sites in the Mughan steppes. The Kara-
bakh Plain both chronologically and spatially 
occupy an intermediate position in this expan-
sion process of the agrarian societies. 

All these factors allow us to assume that 
these technical achievements were preceded by 
a long period of development. But the southern 
Caucasus lands lack traces of possible prede-
cessors, and even of groups with different cul-
tural traditions. There is no link between the 
former foraging and the developed subsistence 
economy. Furthermore, no transitional forms of 
the later domesticated cereals and animals were 
discovered. In Southwestern Asia and Anatolia, 
where the subsistence economy had been intro-
duced long before, this process is archaeologi-
cally well recorded. Possibly, the genetic roots 
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for  the  South  Caucasian  Neolithic  must  be  
sought in these regions, because it appeared in 
its fully developed form in the South Caucasus. 

In the second half of the Vth millennium 
BC, a fundamentally new type of pottery, oth-
erwise unknown in Southwestern Asia and 
Anatolia, occurs in the upper layers of the 
Neolithic settlements between the Mughan 
steppe up to the middle Kura River. Similiar 
ceramic production techniques and decoration 
patterns are known instead in the northern 
Caucasian regions. Possibly, ethno-cultural 
formations from Southeastern Europe, after 
crossing the Greater Caucasus, invaded South 
Caucasia, and their migrations proceeded 
without any noticeable impact on the cultural 
traditions of the local population in the region 
they crossed. Though still insufficiently inves-
tigated, similar short-term cultural influences 
from Southeastern Europe may have occurred 
in the Vth millennium BC. 

In the second quarter of the IVth mil-
lennium BC, the Uruk expansion reached 
Southern Caucasia. It initially contributed to 
the genesis of the Leilatepe culture and ex-
tended afterwards until the North Caucasus 
region where it influenced both the estab-
lishment of various local cultures and later-on 
of the Maikop culture. 

The new ethno-cultural formations ini-
tially  preferred  to  settle  on  the  abandoned  set-
tlement mounds of the Karabakh and other 
plains. No evidence of contact or even coe-
xistence with previous inhabitants of this area 
has archaeologically been recorded, probably 
indicating a chronological gap. The arrival of 
the new settlers initiated the formation of local 
metallurgical traditions in the South Caucasus, 
which marks the first step in the transition from 
the Neolithic to the Bronze Age. The Uruk 
expansion up to the Caucasus was interrupted 
by the appearance of the Kura Araxes tribes in 
the regions adjacent to South Caucasia which 
led to the cutting of trade routes and hindered 
the transition to the Bronze Age. But the Kura 
Araxes culture remained outside the Caucasus 
and the region followed a purely regional 
development without any external influence. 

The expansion of the Kura Araxes tri-
bes to the Caucasus chronologically coinci-
ded with a slight descent of atmospheric tem-
perature and precipitation. The Caspian Sea 
was at a transgression stage, the rivers were 
repeatedly inundated. With mixed agriculture 
as subsistence economy, the Kura Araxes 
people could occupy various ecological nic-
hes. In adaptation to the new environmental 
conditions they founded their settlements not 
on flatlands, but on tops of natural mounds, 
high terraces or atop ancient settlement mo-
unds. During their expansion to the Caucasus 
the Kura Araxes people were at the final 
stage of the Neolithic. Having inhabited the 
territory of Southern Caucasus they initiated 
the beginning of bronze metallurgy in this 
region. The transition from the Neolithic to 
the Early Bronze Age was completed only in 
the “post-Kura Araxes” period. 
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