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he 2025 season of the Tiirkmen-Karahdyiik Archaeo-

logical Project (TKAP) marked a significant step

forward in the systematic investigation of the site and
its wider landscape. In total, this season brought together
roughly 110 team members representing 12 nationalities. Of
these, approximately 40 were field or laboratory specialists,
including ceramicists, conservators, zooarchaeologists,
archaeobotanists, illustrators and geophysical survey experts.
This year’s work was guided by three primary goals. First,
the team aimed to complete the setup, equipment and organi-
sation of the excavation house as a long-term operational
base. Second, a major emphasis was placed on the training
of excavation personnel: both senior staff and junior
excavators, including local workers from the village, were
involved in an integrated programme of field and laboratory
instruction. Third, TKAP continued to expand its programme
of community engagement, strengthening relations with the
local population of Tiirkmen-Karahdyiik through school
visits, site tours and informal exchanges that fostered
dialogue about cultural heritage, archaeological practice and
the significance of the mound for local identity. A necessary
complement to these goals was the restoration and upgrading
of the project’s laboratory infrastructure, necessary to host
the 13 laboratory clusters around which the TKAP
specialists are organised. Equipped with new facilities,
storage systems and specialised instruments, the two labora-
tories provided the foundation for on-site analysis and
allowed a synergistic collaboration between the field team
and the various specialists.

Excavation overview

The 2025 fieldwork comprised investigations in nine
separate fields across the main mound (Fig. 1). These
included both continuing excavations initiated in 2024
(Fields 1, 2, and 3) and newly opened or reassessed areas
(Fields 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9). Field 5 served as the designated
training area, where senior and junior students and hired
workers could gain practical experience in excavation
strategy, recording techniques and stratigraphic interpre-
tation. Across the season, the exposed architecture and
deposits covered from the Middle Bronze to the Late
Hellenistic periods (ca 19th—1st centuries BCE). One of the
uppermost levels of occupation revealed an extensive site-
wide burning episode dated to approximately the late
second or early first century BCE. This destruction layer
can be followed across the whole mound, and the excavated
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trench (Field 1) is associated with collapsed roof elements,
charred debris, and in sifu finds. These contexts are now
central to reconstructing the end of major occupation
episodes on the mound and the transition into the early
Roman period.

Subsistence economy

This year’s archaeobotanical and zooarchaeological results
allow TKAP, for the first time, to outline long-term trends in
subsistence practices at the site. Across all periods
examined, from Bronze Age domestic quarters to Hellenistic
households, the plant assemblages are consistently
dominated by free-threshing wheat and hulled barley. These
two cereals appear in roughly equal proportions, suggesting
a stable agricultural strategy oriented toward local culti-
vation of hardy, high-yield grains. Small but persistent
quantities of grape seeds also indicate that viticulture played
at least a minor role across the entire occupational sequence.
The zooarchaeological assemblage likewise demonstrates




consistent reliance on sheep and goats, which
overwhelmingly dominate faunal remains across all periods.
This pattern echoes regional descriptions found in Classical
sources, particularly Strabo’s characterisation of Lycaonia as
a land of prolific but coarse-wooled sheep, as well as the
name of the region during the Late Bronze Age, the Hulaya
River Land (the Land of the Woollen River). The recurring
presence of loom weights across all excavated levels,
numbering in the hundreds and forming the majority of
small finds (Fig. 2), strongly supports the interpretation that
textile production was one of Tiirkmen-Karahoyiik’s core
economic activities. Indeed, the combination of cereal-based
agriculture with caprine herding creates a picture of a mixed
but specialised economy likely oriented toward producing
grain and wool as major staples.

Household practices

One of the most compelling aspects of the 2025 fieldwork
involves the discovery of domestic architectural patterns that
echo earlier Anatolian traditions, particularly those of
Neolithic Catalhdyiik. This is especially striking in the Late
Bronze Age residential areas of Field 2. Separate houses
were built with independent walls but were laid next to each
other, and we have now recorded a sequence of several
rebuilding episodes, whereby older walls were employed as

the foundation of the new house, remarkably similar to the
practice documented in Catalhdyiik’s long-lived building
sequences. Additional similarities include the placement of
ovens, ash pits and raised platforms within rooms, often
arranged to the right of the entrance; the use of light
mezzanine structures supported by wooden beams; and the
presence of foundation and closure rituals involving ceramic
vessels, animal remains and other symbolic deposits. Inter-
generational rebuilding within limited space, ritualised
closing of rooms and the reuse of older architectural
elements all paint a picture of enduring household traditions
and memory practices extending across millennia in central
Anatolia.

Religion

Ritual practices constituted a major interpretive theme this
season. In the Late Bronze Age’s Field 2, the team
uncovered extensive evidence for dog-related rituals, in
particular articulated paws and skulls arranged carefully
within feasting middens and under the floor of the houses.
These finds closely parallel the puppy rituals described in
Hittite texts and may reflect purification rites or foundation
sacrifices. In Field 3, a remarkable ritual deposit associated
with the Middle Iron Age consisted of an upturned painted
krater placed atop a large red deer antler, likely belonging
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to a prime-aged ten-point stag. The antler’s symbolic power,
reinforced by its parallels in Hittite and Neo-Hittite
iconography, strongly links this deposit to the worship of
the Stag God (Runta or Runtiya). For the Hellenistic period,
several fragments of goddess figurines (Fig. 3) and terra-
cotta mould for their production were recovered from the
mound’s surface, and thus their precise contexts remain
limited. Together, these discoveries begin to trace a
diachronic record of ritual life at Tiirkmen-Karahdyiik,
ranging from household rites to more formalised religious
expressions.

Elite behaviour

The Late Hellenistic levels of Fields 1 and 6 provided
some of the richest indicators of elite activities yet
documented at the site. In Field 1, midden deposits
overlaying the last documented phase of occupation
yielded fragments of a finely crafted plastic-relief-
decorated ceramic bathtub, a rare and luxurious object in
inland Anatolia. Associated deposits also included
mouldmade bowls depicting symposium and theatrical
scenes, aligning with a lifestyle of cultivated sociability
and elite dining. Writing implements — specifically a stylus
in Field 1 and an inkwell in Field 6 — represent uncommon
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finds for central Anatolia and suggest literacy within elite
households. In Field 6, an elaborate building with a
frescoed central room, stucco columns and a floral cornice
demonstrates architectural sophistication previously
unknown at Tirkmen-Karahdyiik. This complex, which
maintained its plan over several generations, reveals a
localised expression of elite identity through interior
decoration and spatial organisation during the Late
Hellenistic (or perhaps very early Roman) period.

Trade

Finally, the 2025 results highlight a growing network of
interregional exchange. Perfume bottles of various periods,
ranging from Late Bronze Age spindle bottles to Hellenistic
unguentaria, attest to sustained Eastern Mediterranean
connections. Two stone alabastra discovered in Field 3 are
likely imports from Egypt, while the small but significant
presence of exotic botanical remains (including of
pomegranate, olive, almond and fig) hints at non-local food
products circulating from the Mediterranean coast.
Combined with other evidence of imported ceramics, these
finds position Tiirkmen-Karahdyiik as an active participant
in wide-ranging Bronze, Iron Age and Hellenistic exchange
networks.



