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THE ROMAN ROADS AT THE LOWER DANUBE AND 
THE MILESTONE DEDICATION

ADRIANA PANAITE*

Keywords: Roman roads, milestone, dedication, Moesia Inferior, Scythia
Abstract: Milestones are traditionally considered the clearest evidence of the construction and repair 
of Roman roads throughout the Empire. However, there are other interpretations, according to which 
the inscriptions on some ancient milestones represent only the expression of the loyalty of the local 
authorities to the emperor, the milestones losing their basic function in Late Antiquity, namely, to 
indicate the distance between two localities and to help the traveller during the journey. We are talking, 
above all, about the milestones dated to the second half of the 3rd century AD and the beginning of 
the next one. In the present paper, the information provided by the inscription texts on the late Roman 
milestones is analysed, in order to see to what extent this interpretation is valid or not for the Lower 
Danube area.

Cuvinte‑cheie: drumuri romane, stâlp miliar, dedicație, Moesia Inferior, Scythia
Rezumat: În mod tradițional stâlpii miliari sunt considerați cele mai clare dovezi ale construcției 
și reparației drumurilor romane pe tot cuprinsul Imperiului. Există însă și alte interpretări, potrivit 
cărora inscripțiile de pe unele borne antice reprezintă doar expresia loialității autorităților locale față 
de împărat, miliarii pierzându‑și în epoca antichității târzii funcția de bază, mai exact aceea de a 
indica distanța între două localități și de a‑l ajuta pe călător să se orienteze în spațiu. Este vorba, mai 
ales, despre miliarii datați în a doua jumătate a secolului al III‑lea și începutul celui următor. Autoarea 
analizează informațiile din sursele scrise și epigrafice avute la dispoziție, pentru a vedea în ce măsură 
această interpretare este valabilă sau nu pentru zona Dunării de Jos.

The construction of an extensive Roman road network was the first sign of Roman control over 
an area. Roads became one of the most visible landmarks of Roman occupation. 

In his book about the roads of Roman Italy, Laurence1 emphasizes the role of the infrastructure 
in the making of a province, writing “What made a province Roman was the road system”. 
Provincial roads were built by the army and, first of all, to ensure the rapid movement of military 

* “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology of the Romanian Academy, Bucharest; e‑mail: panaite_adriana92@yahoo.com.
1 Laurence 1999, p. 199.
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units and logistics, but also to improve trade as well as security and services sprung up along 
the major routes to provide infrastructural support. At the same time, roads are one of the main 
elements of the Roman landscape throughout the Empire, because “the road was a device of 
power that produced a distinctly Roman space across Europe and the Mediterranean”2. Moreover, 
Laurence emphasizes, elsewhere, that “it is land transport that characterizes the Roman Empire 
and creates a materiality that is distinctive”3. 

For the study of Roman roads, milestones are our main source of information, enabling the 
reconstruction of their course and direction and, presumably, of their chronology. 

Placed, by definition, every mile (approx. 1480 m) along the major Roman roads, the milestones4 
constitute an expression of general politics, whether it concerns the movements of emperors, 
economic or military programs. 

This is the traditional interpretation in a large part of the scientific literature, alongside which 
there is another one, according to which the milestones, especially those dated to Late Antiquity, 
do not at all ref lect construction, repair, or generally maintenance works of traffic routes, and are 
often mere dedications paying tribute to the reigning emperors.

Initially practical aids for travellers that provided useful information about distances, they 
gradually lose this function and become real political tools serving as symbols of Roman power.

The scholarly community, however, is divided between those who hold to the traditional view 
and those who do not.

The problems of interpretation of the evidence of milestones were discussed by many 
researchers, for different parts of the Roman Empire5. Analysing the pattern of the surviving 
milestones in the province of Palestine, Isaac and Roll6 suggested that the milestones were 
concentrated in areas of habitation, less in the desert areas, and assume that the milestones were 
set up for usage by the military7. 

Other researchers focused their attention on the texts of inscriptions from Late Antiquity. 
Starting from the analysis of two milestones in the province of Baetica, Sillières talks about the 
transition from the proper milestone to the dedication milestone, a gradual process, which is 
finalised in the era of Tetrarchy. He is of the opinion that the milestones are losing their original 
function, and because they are placed on the sides of the roads, this seems to prove that the road 
had gradually replaced the forum as a place of political expression8. At the same time, the author 
emphasises that it is the imperial power who decides the disposition of the milestones along the 
roads, and it is the latter’s officials who choose their texts and then effectively set up the stones9. 

The renewal and preservation of the milestones caused the viewpoint to be focused on the 
centralised power, because they no longer can be connected with works on roads or providing 

2 Laurence 1999, p. 199. For the transformation of the landscape of Moesia Inferior as a result of its inclusion into the 
Roman Empire, see Panaite 2023.
3 Laurence 2024, p. 19.
4 Kolb 2004; Kolb 2011.
5 Salama 1987; Banzi 1999; Basso 2008; Witschel 2002, etc.
6 Isaac, Roll 1982.
7 Isaac, Roll 1982, p. 91‑98; Isaac 1990, p. 304‑309.
8 Sillières 1976.
9 Sillières 1976, p. 358.
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practical information to the travellers. According to Laurence10, we should see the milestones 
as means of communication to the traveller by those with authority to set up the stones. As a 
consequence, we can look at the milestones as instruments of propaganda or means of asserting 
loyalty to an emperor.

Covering a large part of the Roman Empire and based on a very rich bibliography, Sauer’s 
survey of the milestones dated between the middle of the 3rd century and the period of Constantine 
the Great11 analyses particular situations in Britannia, Hispania, Gallia, Africa, Numidia, etc. 
At the end of his very comprehensive study, Sauer arrives to the conclusion that “the function of 
milestones changed over time and varied from province to province. Notably from the AD 230s 
onwards they served increasingly often as a medium to express political loyalty and less and 
less often will have been set up on the occasion of actual road maintenance. There are marked 
differences between provinces in the start and peak periods of honorific milestone production; 
while in some of them milestones had a strong tradition and gradually assumed a new role, in 
others, notably the British provinces, they only became popular after they had largely lost their 
original purpose”12. On the contrary, in Italy, milestones appear in periods of political stability and 
can be seen as indicators of the assertion of stability by central authorities13. A recent and thorough 
analysis of the late milestones of Asia Minor14 demonstrates that last preserved inscriptions mention 
no distance or destination. Hence, devoid of any practical utility, they merely displayed an isolated 
act of allegiance from a governor to an emperor. “But however anecdotal they may appear, these 
last milestones expressed once again the undisputed authority of Rome in Asia Minor”15. 

In conclusion, the milestones of that period provide thus (more) evidence for political instability 
rather than maintenance of traffic infrastructure. Similar to all the investigated regions is the decrease 
of milestones from the later 4th century and almost its disappearance in the 5th century AD16. 

The causes of the disappearance of the milestones were analysed in detail by Destephen17. This 
process was determined by the “progressive sedentarisation of imperial power”. The foundation 
of the new capital – Constantinople – put an end to the official journeys of the emperors; by the 
end of the 4th century AD, they were limited to the regions close to the capital and, after 450,  
to the vicinity of Constantinople.

The analysis of Roman roads in Moesia Inferior did not represent a clear research direction 
until recently. Articles and monographs published in recent years now give an overview of the 
Roman road network in the province of Moesia Inferior18. Despite the fact that few traces of the 
Roman roads have been discovered to date19, their routes can be reconstructed, especially on the 

10 Laurence 2004, p. 47.
11 Sauer 2014.
12 Sauer 2014, p. 295. 
13 Laurence 2004, p. 51.
14 Destephen 2018.
15 Destephen 2018, p. 180.
16 Laurence 2004, p. 51; Witschel 2023, p. 223, 226, 231.
17 Destephen 2016.
18 See e.g. Madžarov 2004; Madžarov 2009; Panaite 2015.
19 In the Romanian National Archaeological Repertory (https://ran.cimec.ro/drum=road) 15 segments of Roman roads 
are registered. For Bulgaria (the northern part of the country which was part of the province Moesia Inferior), see 
Madžarov 2004; Madžarov 2009; Torbatov 2000; Torbatov 2021.
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basis of milestone inscriptions20, itineraries and cartographical sources21, analyses of the aerial 
and satellite images22, comparing the data of them with information gathered from the field23, as 
well as from patterns of human settlement and necropolis24, identified through survey research25. 
We still have to rely on old descriptions of the roads, from the end of the 19th‑beginning of the  
20th centuries26, which might prove to be inaccurate, as a recent analysis, undertaken for a segment 
of the limes road between the rivers Osăm and Vit, has shown27.

The system of Roman roads in Moesia Inferior (Fig. 1) developed in stages, by incorporating 
and expanding existing connections, but also by establishing new routes, especially as part of the 
process of provincialization after the conquest of a new territory28, with the Roman army playing a 
decisive role29. The establishment of the road network was crucial to both the internal development 
of the province and the security of the frontier.

Most of the milestones discovered in the Lower Danube area belong to the road along the 
Danube (the so‑called limes road), but there are also inscriptions associated with the other main 
(Black Sea coast road, central Dobrudja road, northern Balkan road) or secondary roads (connecting 
Danube with the Black Sea or Moesia Inferior/Scythia with neighbouring provinces). It was noted 
that most of them come from the territory of the (future) province of Scythia30. 

On the basis of these inscriptions, we can date the completion of the construction of the limes 
road to Trajan’s time, the construction of the central Dobrudja route probably to Hadrian’s time, 
and the period of their heaviest use up to the end of the 4th or the beginning of the 5th century AD31. 

This chronological frame is based on the traditional assumption that the milestones actually 
demonstrate works of road construction or repair. In general, the scientific literature in our area 
of interest has not yet questioned the information provided by the milestones, no matter the period 
they are dated: in other words, these epigraphic monuments are indisputable evidence of road 
construction and maintenance activities until the end of Antiquity.

20 Panaite 2012a.
21 Panaite 2012b; Fodorean 2014.
22 A.S. Ștefan 1971; A.S. Ștefan 1973; A.S. Ștefan 1974a; A.S. Ștefan 1974b; A.S. Ștefan 1975; A.S. Ștefan 1976;  
A.S. Ștefan 1977a; A.S. Ștefan 1977b; A.S. Ștefan 1977c; A.S. Ștefan 1983; A.S. Ștefan 1984; A.S. Ștefan 1986;  
Crăciun 2008.
23 Gugl, Panaite 2016; Madžarov 2004; Panaite, Miu (Bem) 2016.
24 Oltean 2013a; Oltean 2013b; Oltean, Hanson 2007; Oltean, Hanson 2013.
25 Suceveanu 1977; Bărbulescu 2001; Bâltâc 2011; Tomas 2016.
26 Škorpil 1905; Škorpil 1914; Jireček 1932; Jireček 1974.
27 Torbatov 2021.
28 Panaite 2016; Panaite 2023.
29 Duch 2015; Duch 2017. For the Roman army in Moesia Inferior, see Matei‑Popescu 2010.
30 It is still an unanswered question the problem regarding the large number of milestones discovered in Moesia Inferior 
and concentrated mainly in the territory of Dobrudja, in contrast to Dacia, for example, where only nine milestones 
are known. For the roman roads in Dacia, see Fodorean 2006.
31 The phasing of road repair and restoration clearly mirrors – with some minor discrepancies – the construction and 
use of fortifications in Moesia Inferior/Scythia. Cities peaked in development under Marcus Aurelius and Septimius 
Severus in the late 2nd and early 3rd centuries AD (Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 33‑34), with the roads following the 
same pattern (Panaite 2012a, p. 131‑143; Panaite 2015). The same phenomenon can be observed in Late Antiquity, 
specifically during the reigns of Diocletian and Constantine and later, during the reigns of Anastasius and Justinian 
(Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 205‑208).
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Usually bearing a preset text, the late milestones became more and more simplified by giving 
up the mention of the entire imperial titles; in most cases the inscriptions include the names of the 
emperors and, much less often, the distance.

The main characteristic of the texts of the early inscriptions on milestones from Moesia Inferior 
is, on the one hand, the presence of the imperial title, in full form, especially in the nominative 
case, and, on the other hand, in many cases, the indication of the distance. Other elements refer to 
the names of governors, settlements, military units, etc. The only verb used is restituo, restituit, 
they restored/repaired, and appears from the time of Septimius Severus32, being used later until 
the time of Gordian III. The milestones of the time of Severus Alexander and Maximinus Thrax 
refer specifically to the repair of roads and bridges (vias conlapsas et pontes derutos restituit)33.

To exemplify the change in the epigraphic habit of the texts on the milestones from the early 
to the late period, going through the crisis of the 3rd century, two case studies are presented and 
discussed in detail: the first is Decius, in the double capacity of governor of the province of Moesia 
Inferior and later emperor, and the second one is represented by Aurelian.

The future emperor Decius served as governor of the province of Moesia Inferior in the years 
233‑23434, and during this time he was in charge of repairing roads and building fortifications35. 
Two milestones belonging to Durostorum – Marcianopolis and Marcianopolis – Tropaeum 
Traiani roads, discovered at Štipsko36 and Paskalevo37, date from this period and have similar 
texts, mentioning the repair of roads and bridges. The military building activity is attested by an 
inscription, discovered not far from Montana38. All of them provide strong evidence on Decius’ 
involvement in the Severus Alexander’s program for the reinforcement of the province, as soon 
as information of possible barbarian attacks reached him. The emperor himself would personally 
come to the area to inspect the works, as evidenced by the altar erected by Decius in Montemno39 
in honour of the arrival of Severus Alexander and his mother40. Decius’s gained experience could 
be the reason why he was appointed – immediately after the governorship in Moesia Inferior on the 
same position in Germania Inferior41, and a few years later in Hispania Citerior42. In this province, 

32 A general change in the nature of the milestones it was noted after the Severan dynasty, cf. Laurence 2004, p. 45.
33 Panaite 2011. It is interesting to note that some milestones from Gaul, Germany and Hispania Citerior of Maximinus 
Thrax and his son, dated in 237, refer to the same action: repairs of roads and bridges, and they were set up in the latter 
province, through the agency of the governor C. Messius Q. Decius Valerianus, the future emperor, C. Messius Q. 
Decius Traianus cf. Sauer 2014, p. 291. 
34 All dates are AD.
35 Żelazowski 2009, p. 143; Kienast, Eck, Heil 2017, p. 195.
36 CIL III, 13758. The text was reconstructed based on the milestone from Paskalevo.
37 CIL III, 12519; Kalinka 1906, no. 48.
38 Sharankov 2020, p. 309‑314 (Čeljustnica).
39 Road station and a fortified military post (praesidium) on the road Oescus – Philippopolis, north of the Haemus 
Mountains, next to the Troyan Pass. Montemno is represented on the Peutinger Map, and according to Sharankov (2020, 
p. 316) this is a corruption of Monte (H)aemo. This mountain pass (presently called Beklemeto or Trojan Pass) provided 
the most important road connection between Thrace and Lower Moesia. For the road Oescus – Philippopolis, see 
Madžarov 2004.
40 Sharankov 2020, 315‑319.
41 Montana 2, no. 2: Imp(eratori) Caes(ari) ⟦Marco Aur(elio)⟧ / ⟦Severo Alexandro⟧ Pio / Felici Invicto Aug(usto) / pontifici 
maximo / patri patriae / C(aius) Quintus Decius leg(atus) Aug(usti) / pr(o) pr(aetore) provinciarum / Moesiae itemque / 
Germani(a)e inferiorum / candidatus Aug(usti) / devotissimus / dicatissimusque / Numini / maiestatique / eorum(!).
42 Kienast, Eck, Heil 2017, p. 195.
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24 milestones of Maximinus and Maximus dated to 238 and set‑up by Decius refer – like earlier 
in Moesia Inferior – to road and bridge repairs43. Very likely, we are dealing with texts (at least 
some of them) prepared under the supervision of the (same!) governor, appointed to the function 
by the emperor, and moving from one province to another. But it is still further evidence for the 
local establishment of the texts.  

Decius’ successful governorship and efforts towards the strengthening of Moesia Inferior 
were probably still remembered later, when he became emperor. All the milestones from Moesia 
Inferior dated to his time are dedications44. Among them, the one from Sostra is – by far – the 
most important, because the shape of the milestone and its text differ from the standard milestones 
discovered so far. Dated in 249, it was erected by the city of Nicopolis ad Istrum45. Since this 
is the only one on behalf of the city, the erection of such a monument must have been due to a 
special event, more precisely to an imperial visit, the route of which was known in advance46. As 
a consequence, the erection of a milestone in honour of Decius at Sostra, where it would have been 
seen by the passing emperor and his entourage, seems justified. In the same year, Decius was also 
praised in Oescus, important fortification and city on the Danube limes, located at the end of the 
road coming from Philippopolis and along which Decius very probably travelled, just like Severus 
Alexander once did in the past47.

The example of Decius is important because it demonstrates the importance of the governor as 
a decision‑making factor in establishing the texts engraved on the milestones, but also the spread of 
some formulas repeatedly copied (pontes derutos et vias conlapsas restituit) on pillars throughout 
the territory of the empire. On the other hand, even if they are dedications, the stones are set‑up 
as a result of some repair work carried out following the destruction caused by barbarian attacks 
or for the imperial visits to the province48. It also illustrates the special bond that exists between 
former governor emperors and the provinces they administered.

In the time of Aurelian, the texts in general, using the dative, mention the emperor as the 
restorer of peace or the world and this is why the milestones have been seen as dedications to 
the emperor49. The milestones and other types of inscriptions from his time strongly support 
the extensive military and building activity of Aurelian on the Lower Danube. He put an end to 
the military anarchy, by the successful military campaigns against the Carpi and the Goths50 
and the restoration of peace. On an inscription from Callatis, Aurelian is praised as restitutor 

43 Cf. Sauer 2014, p. 290‑291. 
44 Panaite 2011.
45 Sharankov, Hristov 2022.
46 For a special relationship between Decius and the authorities of Nicopolis ad Istrum, see Sharankov 2020, p. 318; 
Sharankov, Hristov 2022, p. 73. 
47 ILBR 7: reparator disciplinae militaris, firmator splendoris Romani, hostium terror and civium vindex.
48 There are 22 milestones erected during the reign of Gordian III in the provinces of Moesia Superior, Moesia Inferior 
and Thracia. If for the province of Moesia Superior (with only two attested milestones) the situation is difficult to 
assess, and in Thracia most of the milestones seem to have been mere dedications (13), the evidence from the province 
of Moesia Inferior (7) strongly suggests a program for the systematic repair of roads, the emperor presumably continuing 
measures initially taken by Maximinus Thrax (see Bartels 2014). Some of the milestones from Moesia Inferior dated 
during Maximinus’ reign use the phrase “miliaria nova et vias et pontes disrutas …”, which could be interpreted as 
another formula repeatedly copied. 
49 Sauer 2014, p. 275‑276.
50 Aurelian became Carpicus Maximus after he defeated the Carpi invaders inter Carsium et Sucidavam, as it appears 
from the inscription honouring him at Durostorum (CIL III, 12456 = ISM IV, 88).
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patriae, strong evidence to large‑scale rebuilding works51. The same may be also considered for 
Durostorum, and some other fortifications52. This large‑scale policy of rebuilding the fortifications 
after the devastating attack of the barbarians could not but include the roads of the province. What 
draws attention is the grouping of the milestones on the limes road in two points: Sexaginta Prista 
(Ruse) and Capidava. It is even possible that the latter to be the region where the actual battle 
took place, as suggests a recent study, resuming the discussion on all the milestones discovered at 
Capidava and its surroundings53.

Inscriptions honouring Aurelian at the Lower Danube convey the gratitude of the inhabitants 
for restoring the peace, the fortification and the roads after a very difficult period. His reign and 
that of Probus are the preparatory stage for the military and administrative transformations that 
will take place during the Tetrarchy and at the beginning of the 4th century AD54. 

Moesia Inferior/Scythia gained a special strategic importance from the mid‑3rd century onwards 
because of the increasing threats to the frontier of the Roman Empire and the need to maintain the 
road network and thus facilitate the circulation of troops and supplies.

The two great roads of the province, that of the Danube limes and that of the Black Sea coast 
can be easily reconstructed according to the Itinerarium Antonini and Tabula Peutingeriana, with 
usually verifiable distances between localities55, most of them identified on the ground. Adding 
the existing information in the Notitia Dignitatum (Pars Orientis), one can complete the picture 
of the two roads with a whole series of (other) stationes and with the military units accommodated 
in each fortification56.

The “relative novelty” from a strategic point of view is the central Dobrudja road, oriented 
north‑south and parallel to the Danube limes and the Black Sea shore; it was represented neither 
in the Tabula Peutingeriana, nor in the Itinerarium Antonini. Its reconstruction was made mainly 
by using late literary and epigraphic information57.

It can be observed that only 49 inscriptions on 41 milestones (Fig. 2 and Annex) date to 
the Late Roman period, compared to 83 inscriptions chronologically placed during the Early 
Roman period58.

More than half of the inscriptions on milestones dated to the Late Roman period59, 24 out of a 
total of 49, belong to the Tetrarchy, are dated between 293‑305, and were discovered at: Tegulicium/
Vetren (no. 2), Flaviana(?)/Rasova (no. 3a), Capidava (no. 4a), Carsium/Hârșova (no. 5b, 6b, 7a), 
Arrubium/Măcin (no. 9), Dinogetia/Garvăn (no. 10) – on the Danube road; Buteridava/Mihai 
Viteazu (no. 12a), Corbu (14, 15a), Callatis/Mangalia (no. 17b, 18), Albena (no. 21a) on the Black Sea 
coast road; vicus Hi.../Dorobanțu (no. 24b), Vicus Urb .../Medgidia (no. 25), Valea Dacilor (no. 26b), 
Tropaeum Traiani/Adamclisi (no. 27, the only one dated a little earlier, 286‑293), Zaldapa/Abrit 

51 CIL III, 7586 = ISM III, 96.
52 E.g. Histria, Tropaeum Traiani, Dinogetia, etc. (Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 121‑122).
53 Opriș 2021a.
54 Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, 154‑158.
55 Although they are seen mainly as documents without practical purpose for the Lower Danube area, they prove to be 
extremely accurate, contributing significantly to the reconstruction of Roman road routes. See, e.g. Fodorean 2014.
56 Ivanov 1999; Țentea et alii 2019.
57 A. Barnea 1997. 
58 Panaite 2011; Panaite 2015.
59 Panaite, Alexandrescu 2009.
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(no. 28) – on the central Dobrudja road; Štipsko (no. 32), Crângu (no. 35), vicus Clementianensis/
Mihail Kogălniceanu (no. 37, no. 38a) – on secondary roads and one with unknown discovery  
site (no. 41a).

Two inscriptions are fragmentarily preserved, so it is not possible to propose the completion 
and reading of the text: Tegulicium/Vetren (no. 2) and Callatis/Mangalia (no. 18). Except for the 
milestones from Callatis/Mangalia (no. 17b), Tropaeum Traiani/Adamclisi (no. 27) and Carsium/
Hârșova (no. 5b) which contain the dedicatory formula Imperatores Caesares in the nominative 
case, all other inscriptions are dedications, which means that the names of the emperors are in 
the dative case. Among them, from the point of view of the dedicatory formula, two groups of 
inscriptions can be identified: 

‑ Dominis nostris: Carsium/Hârșova (no. 7a); Corbu (no. 15a); vicus Hi…/Dorobanțu (no. 24); 
Zaldapa/Abrit (no. 28); Crângu (no. 35);

‑ Imperatoribus Caesaribus: Flaviana(?)/Rasova (no. 3); Capidava (no. 4a); Carsium/Hârșova 
(no. 6b); Arrubium/Măcin (no. 9); Dinogetia/Garvăn (no. 10); Buteridava/Mihai Viteazu (no. 12a); 
Corbu (no. 14); Vicus Urb.../Medgidia (no. 25); Valea Dacilor (no. 26); Štipsko (no. 32); vicus 
Clementianensis/Mihail Kogălniceanu (nos. 37, 38a), unknown place of discovery (no. 41a). 

The milestones from Albena (no. 21b) and Corbu (no. 15a) contain a compound dedication: 
imperatoribus dominis nostris, respectively dominis nostris imperatoribus.

The Constantinian period is represented by 16 inscriptions, of which three have an unknown 
place of discovery (nos. 39, 40, 41b). The Black sea coast road is best configured through the 
milestones discovered at: Buteridava/Mihai Viteazu (no. 12b), Histria/Istria (no. 13), Tomis/
Constanța (16b), Callatis/Mangalia (no. 19), Vama Veche (no. 20), Albena (no. 21a), along with 
discoveries from the other traffic arteries: Trimammium/Mečka (no. 1a), Capidava (no. 4b), 
Carsium/Hârșova (no. 7b), Troesmis/Turcoaia (no. 8) (on the Danube road), Tlačene (no. 22) (on the 
northern Balkan road), Bodenec (no. 30), Goren Čif lik (no. 34) (secondary roads). The dedicatory 
formulas encountered previously are preserved.

Most inscriptions represent dedications to emperors using the formula dominis nostris. On only 
one inscription it appears in the nominative case. Imperatores Caesares is used on the milestone 
from Capidava (no. 4b), while on the one from Trimammium/Mečka (no. 1a) the names of the 
emperors, mentioned separately, are in both the nominative and the dative case. For one of the 
milestones with an unknown place of discovery (no. 39), no completion proposal can be made, 
the inscription being extremely damaged. On the milestone from Albena (no. 21a) the dedicatory 
formula is salvis dominis nostris60.

After the reign of Constantine until the end of the 4th century AD, the number of milestones 
decreases significantly, only nine inscriptions having been preserved. Thus, there is an example  
of a milestone from Constantius II at Halmyris/Murighiol (no. 11), two milestones from the time of Julian 
at Corbu (no. 15b) and Niculițel (no. 23), four inscriptions from the joint reign of Valentinian, Gratian 
and Valens at Flaviana(?)/Rasova (no. 3b), Mezdra (no. 31a‑b) and Miriştea (no. 36), one from the joint 
reign of Valentinian, Theodosius and Arcadius at Zaldapa/Abrit (no. 29b), the last one coming from  

60 The formula is used also on other types of inscriptions in the area. E.g. building inscriptions from Iatrus (EDCS‑ID: 
EDCS‑16100204: Salvis [dd(ominis) nn(ostris)] / Constantio et [Constanti] / Augg(ustis) bo[no] rei [publicae natis] / 
[...; date: 340‑350) and Berkovica (EDCS‑ID: EDCS‑07000848: Salvis dd(ominis) nn(ostris) H[onorio et Theodosio] / 
iun(iore) perpetuis Au[g(ustis) 3] / [3] v(ir) inl(ustris) pr(a)ef(ectus) pr[aet(orio) Illyrici] / [6]; date: 408‑423).
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Kipra (no. 33) and being dated to the time of the emperors Theodosius and Arcadius (383‑393). All 
the inscriptions are dedications to the emperors, except those from Halmyris/Murighiol (no. 11) and 
Mezdra (no. 31a‑b). The dedicatory formula used is Dominis nostris: Halmyris/Murighiol (no. 11), 
the only one in nominative; Corbu (no. 15b); Niculițel (no. 23); Mezdra (nos. 31a‑b); Zaldapa/Abrit 
(no. 29b) or salvis sominis nostris: Flaviana(?)/Rasova (no. 3b); Miriștea (no. 36); Kipra (no. 33).

There are 17 reused pieces (palimpsests), among which eight are Early Roman (no. 1 
Trimammium/Mečka; no. 5 Carsium/Hârșova; no. 6 Carsium/Hârșova; no. 16 Tomis/Constanța;  
no. 17 Callatis/Mangalia; no. 24 vicus Hi…./Dorobanțu; no. 26 Valea Dacilor; no. 29 Zaldapa/Abrit), 
and nine are re-carved again during the Late Roman time (no. 3 Flaviana(?)/Rasova; no. 4 Capidava; 
no. 7 Carsium/Hârșova; no. 12 Buteridava/Mihai Viteazu; no. 15 Corbu; no. 21 Albena; no. 31 
Mezdra; no. 38 vicus Clementianensis/Mihail Kogălniceanu; no. 41 unknown place of discovery).

F i g .   3 .  T h e  m i l e s t o n e  f r o m  M e d g i d i a : 
EDCS‑ID:  EDCS‑10400125 MEDGIDIA ht tps:// 
db.edcs.eu/epigr/bilder.php?s_language=en&bild= 
$IScM‑06‑02_00620_1.jpg (accessed on 1.08.2024).

Fig. 4. The milestone from Mihai Viteazu: MIHAI 
VITEAZU EDCS‑ID:  EDCS‑30200685 ht tps:// 
db.edcs.eu/epigr/bilder.php?s_language=en&bild= 

$IIFDR_00167.jpg (accessed on 1.08.2024).
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With few exceptions, all the inscriptions use the dative case, so they are dedications, and no 
milestone contains any verb. It has long been recognised that, as time passed, the initial nominative 
forms of imperial names and titles, used to portray the emperor as active road builder, were 
increasingly superseded by the dative, implying that the monument was dedicated to the emperor, 
rather than having been set up on orders by the emperor. 

It can be said that, in general, the texts are very simple and similar, and having the same 
structure as those of the previous period: names of the emperors and the distances. Some imperial 
epithets (invictissimi61; piis felicibus62; patres patriae63; victores64) or formulas65 can be noticed 
on some monuments; there is also an alternative use of the term principes for the Augusti66; there 
are some mistakes67 or other type of errors68; on the milestone from Capidava (no. 4a) Constantius 
and Galerius are designated as holding the consulate for the 4th time69, and the milestone no. 8 
in Troesmis mention the name of a military unit: legio I Iovia Scythica. These observations lead 
to the conclusion that the decision on wording was left to local authorities and this could ref lect 
evolving fashions and traditions on a regional level. On the other hand, attention is drawn more 
to the monuments themselves than to the content of the inscriptions. In other words, mistakes, 
wording etc. matter less, what is important is the monument, which must be as visible as possible.

There are four settlements where more than one milestone was discovered, the monuments 
belonging especially to the Tetrarchy period: Carsium, Corbu, Callatis and vicus Clementianensis. 
What draws attention is the use of both the dedicatory formulas Imperatores Caesares and domini 
nostri in the same place. Beyond their belonging to one of the main roads, no further observations 
can be made, because the pieces were not discovered in situ. Their presence indirectly proves 
the importance of these settlements, where civilian population or military units can display  
a loyal attitude towards the emperors; this is their public declaration of allegiance. Moreover, 
Carsium could be considered a milestone cluster, pointing to the strategic position of the 
fortification, not only for the limes system, but also for the connections with the area beyond the 
Danube. This concentration of milestones cannot be a coincidence, if we take into account that 
this particular spot is where most of the milestones in the area come from and comprises a quite 
complete set of emperors in power70.

Another aspect that we must refer to in our analysis concerns the material from which these 
monuments are made. Most of the columns are made of limestone, but there are two milestones 
made of marble71, an expensive raw material, which was not easy to find in this area, being 

61 No. 3a Flaviana(?); no. 4b Capidava; nos. 5b, 6b, 7a Carsium; no. 14 Corbu; no. 17b Callatis; no. 21 Albena; no. 25 
vicus Urb ...; no. 26 Valea Dacilor; no. 28 Zaldapa; no. 35 Crângu; no. 38a vicus Clementianensis.
62 No. 15 Corbu; no. 19 Callatis; no. 21 Albena; no. 25 vicus Urb...; no. 28 Zaldapa; no. 36 Miriștea (only piis).
63 No. 28 Zaldapa.
64 No. 31 Mezdra.
65 Constantine the Great is named filio Augg(ustorum) on two inscriptions: no. 8 Troesmis and no. 20 Vama Veche. 
66 No. 7a Carsium; no. 32 Štipsko.
67 No. 1 Trimammium: the use of both nominative and dative cases.
68 No. 9 Arrubium and no. 24 vicus Hi… mention only the name of the emperors without any imperial title; on no. 32 
Štipsko all emperors are caesarribus (!).
69 Which could date the inscription more precisely to 302, cf. Bărbulescu, Buzoianu, Covacef 2008, p. 173‑177.
70 According to Panaite 2011, there are 10 milestones discovered so far.
71 No. 25 vicus Urb... (Fig. 3) and no. 12 Buteridava (Fig. 4).
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therefore imported72. Inscriptions are carved on re‑used column spindles. It is difficult to say what 
was at the basis of the decision to reuse these pieces: the material itself, which is precious and 
suitable for an imperial dedication (and which was also identical in shape to a pillar) or the need 
to quickly find a “support” for the inscription.

The shape of the discussed monuments is also important. Milestones have in an overwhelming 
proportion the form of a column, but there is also a small number of pieces that are in the form of 
slabs. The latter is due to its reuse as a construction material during the 6th century, as is the case 
with the milestones from Halmyris (Fig. 5), reused at the gate of the fortress73 or Capidava, reused 
in a wall belonging to edifice C 1074. There is also a third one, about which in CIL it says: “pilae 
formam habere”. It is possible that the monument had the form of a slab from the very beginning75, 
hence, another interpretation of it as a simple dedication to the ruling emperor (Fig. 6). 

Fig. 5. The milestone from Halmyris: EDCS‑ID: EDCS‑59600037 HALMYRIS https://
db.edcs.eu/epigr/bilder.php?s_language=en&bild=$GLIHalmyris_00004.jpg (accessed on 

1.08.2024).

An additional limestone slab, belonging to the Oescus – Serdica road and discovered at Riben 
Vir (Bulgaria) (Fig. 7), also contains a dedication, but has been interpreted as evidence of the 
functioning of the Roman road towards the end of the 4th century AD76. 

The reuse of these pieces already in the 6th century AD and the changing of shape is a proof 
for the milestones already having lost their significance towards the end of Late Antiquity.

72 Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 250.
73 No. 11.
74 No. 4.
75 No. 23. 
76 ILBR 187; Vladimirov 1963.
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I f  the  mi lestones  do not  ment ion 
any actual form of work undertaken by a 
specific emperor, they still, however, contain 
information on the distances77:

1. Tegulicium, no. 2 – m(ilia) p(assuum) 
XII  – the milestone was most probably 
discovered in situ, because it indicates 
exactly the distance between Durostorum and 
Tegulicium, which is of approx. 15.5 km;

2. Flaviana(?), no. 3b – m(ilia) p(assuum) / 
I L / XIIII – repaired road segment, 14000 
steps long (14 MP) on the Rasova – Axiopolis/
Cernavodă section; according to Opriș78 this 
must have been precisely the distance from 
Tropaeum Traiani to the limes road;

3. Carsium, no. 6b – m(ilia passuum) 
II – 2000 paces long (2 MP) road segment 
repaired, very likely north of Carsium;

4. Arrubium, no. 9 – m(ilia) p(assuum) / 
IIII  – cer tif ies the restoration of a road 
segment 4000 steps long in the Arrubium – 
Dinogetia – Noviodunum area;

5. Corbu, no. 15b – m(ilia) [p(assuum)] / 
XI – the inscription includes a locality name 
in line 8, probably Celeris, but it is too 
damaged to allow a certain reading. It is 
very possible that this is the town mentioned 
(and located most often in Vadu), especially 
since the distance between Corbu and Vadu is 
approx. 16 km. But only if vicus Celeris was 
indeed localized at Vadu!; 

6. Tomis, no. 16b – m(ilia) p(assuum) / IIII – probably indicates a repaired road segment of 
4 MP, in the immediate vicinity of the fortress;

7. Callatis, no. 19 – m(ilia) p(assuum) / II (?) – the pillar can come either from Mangalia, 
or from the secondary road that connected Callatis with Tropaeum Traiani, a fortress whose 
reconstruction certainly increased the significance of the connecting road between the two, or it 
was put on the Callatis – Zaldapa road;

8. Tlačene, no. 22 – m(ilia) p(assuum) I – the locality is located west of Čomakovci and north 
of the supposed route of the northern Balkan road, on the Montana – Čomakovci segment. The 
distance shown probably represents a 1 MP segment of road that has been repaired;

77 Some of those milestones were previously discussed; see Panaite 2013. 
78 Opriș 2021b, p. 56. There was almost certain a road connecting Tropaeum Traiani (Adamclisi) with Flaviana(?) 
(Rasova), Panaite 2006, 57‑80.

Fig.   6 .  T he m i les tone f rom Nicu l i ț el :  EDCS ‑I D: 
EDCS‑28500154 NICULIȚEL https://db.edcs.eu/epigr/
bi lder.php?s_lang uage=en&bi ld=$I IFDR _00269.jpg 

(accessed on 1.08.2024).
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9. Vicus Urb.../Medgidia, no. 25 – 
m(ilia) p(assuum) / XX? – the distance of 
XX or XXI MP (approximately 30 km) 
represents the distance in a straight line 
between Medgidia and Tropaeum Traiani/
Adamclisi;

10. Valea Dacilor, no. 26b – m(ilia) 
p(assuum) / III(?)  – the distance was 
either I MP or III MP. It must be put in 
relation with the one discovered in vicus 
Urb.../Medgidia and both with the central 
Dobrudja road, because in straight line 
there are about 5 km between them;

11.  Bodenec,  no.  30  –  m(il ia) 
p(assuum) I‑‑‑   – very likely it was 
discovered in situ, because the distance 
corresponds to the distance on the ground 
between Bodenec and Mezdra, both 
being placed on the road from Oescus to 
Serdica;

12. Mezdra, no. 31a‑b  – XXVII 
m(ilia) p(assuum) – probably the indicated 
distance is to Serdica (Sofia); in a straight 
line between Mezdra and Sofia there are 
approx. 52 km. On the other hand, it could 
also indicate the distance to Čomakovci, 
which is approx. 36 km;

13. Štipsko, no. 32 – m(ilia) p(assuum) 
XI  – the locality is on the road going 
up from Marcianopolis to Durostorum, 
north of Kipra, where a milestone was 
also discovered. Between the two points 
there are about 16 km in the field. It follows, therefore, that the distance on the Štipsko milestone 
indicates the distance between the two localities and, also, that both milestones were discovered 
in situ;

14. Crângu, no. 35 – m(ilia) p(assuum) III – very probably, the milestone belongs to the road 
that went from Durostorum, through Tropaeum Traiani to Callatis; 

15. Miriștea79, no. 36 – m(ilia) p(assuum) / VI – it could mark an inland road from Tomis to 
Zaldapa, used in the time of Valens, confirmed as such also by the order of localities, as it appears 
in Synecdemos, the travel guide compiled by Hierocles80.

79 Bărbulescu and Câteia (1997, p. 196‑197) consider that the milestone was certainly transported here from the Black 
Sea coast road, because the approximate distance between Callatis and Miriştea is 25 km much greater than the  
VI MP mentioned in the text of the inscription.
80 A. Barnea 1997, p. 31.

Fig. 7. The milestone from Riben Vir: EDCS‑ID: EDCS‑09701193 
R I BE N  V I R  h t t p s : / /d b . e d c s . e u /e p i g r / b i l d e r . p h p?s _
language=en&bild=$ILBulg_00187.jpg;$ILBulg_00187_1.jpg  

(accessed on 1.08.2024).
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The pieces that indicate distances could attest – in our opinion – to road repairs, an activity that 
can be linked to the presence of the emperors in the area, either due to military confrontations with 
the barbarian populations, who cross the border and attack the empire, or for repair of fortifications. 
Especially important are those “new monuments” which are not palimpsests, and were set up along 
the main roads in the area. They may attest road renewal along imperial travel routes in anticipation 
of imperial visits. 

Alongside military action, legislative production constitutes one of the essential prerogatives of 
the emperors of the Late Empire and this activity provided precious data concerning their location 
at a certain moment. The concentration of the laws in particular cities attests to the frequency 
of the imperial stay, but the chronological and geographical distance between the laws does not 
allow us to know the stages of a journey. The collection of data provided by these sources makes 
possible to partially reconstruct the itineraries of the sovereigns between 330, the date of the 
foundation of Constantinople, and 450, the year of the emperors’ abandonment of travels of any 
kind. The distribution of laws confirms not only the preponderance of legislative documentation 
in the knowledge of imperial journeys during Late Antiquity but also the existence of a strategic 
axis that, crossing Anatolia and the Balkans, unites the Euphrates with the Danube, having the 
region of the Bosporus and of the Dardanelles Straits as a junction point81.

In this respect, it is worth mentioning the presence of Diocletian in Durostorum and 
Transmarisca82, which contributed, between the years 294‑303, to the stabilisation of the military 
and political situation in the Lower Danube83. Moreover, the defensive effort manifested through 
a remarkable constructive activity, mentioned by the ancient authors and confirmed by the 
archaeology, could only work together with the restoration of the roads in the region, mandatory 
components of the limes system84.

Constantine was also present in the region, in 322 at Sirmium and Bononia, in 328 at Oescus, 
probably also for the inauguration of the Oescus – Sucidava bridge85, and then in 331 in pursuit 
of the Goths north of the Lower Danube86. The emperor’s presence at Oescus – Sucidava is also 
confirmed by a bronze medal that includes the image of the bridge and that of Constantine preceded 
by the goddess Victoria87.

Later on, other imperial presences at the Lower Danube attested by written sources are those of 
Julian, Valens and Theodosius I. During the conflict with the Goths, Valens makes particular use  

81 Destephen 2016, p. 160‑163.
82 Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 157. Both fortifications were repaired, inscriptions attesting this fact, during the reign 
of Diocletian, date to the same year – 297, and have similar text, cf. Vulpe, Barnea 1968, p. 375‑376. For Transmarisca, 
see CIL III, 6151= ILS 641 and for Durostorum, ISM IV, 89. Next to them, there are also two other similar inscriptions 
coming from Halmyris and Donje Butorke, see Zahariade 1994.
83 Barnes 1976; Torbatov 2000, p. 61; Panaite, Alexandrescu 2009, p. 443‑444.
84 Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 156‑157, 205‑206, 252‑257.
85 I. Barnea, Iliescu 1982, p. 106. IGLR 278, milestone from Sucidava/Celei, on the right shore of the Danube, in front 
of Oescus; the milestone is very important because it attests to the restoration of the road between Sucidava and Romula 
after the reconquest of Dacia by Constantine the Great; the milestone was found in situ, the distance of 1,000 steps 
corresponds to the distance from the end of the bridge and the place of discovery. For a critical review of all historical 
and archaeological data available up to day for the bridge of Constantine the Great at Oescus – Sucidava, see recently 
Opriș et alii 2022, including the results of the bathymetry carried out in 2017 through the Danube bed and those of the 
magnetometric survey carried out in October 2022.  
86 Barnes 1982, p. 78‑80.
87 Tudor 1974, p. 152‑158; I. Barnea, Iliescu 1982, p. 107 and fig. 42/1.  
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of the inner roads in the province and establishes his headquarters at Marcianopolis88. Determined 
by military or political‑administrative reasons, the journeys of the emperors in the area of the 
Lower Danube presuppose the existence of practicable, well‑maintained roads that allowed the 
movement of soldiers or of the entourage they were travelling with89.

The last milestone discovered in the area of the Lower Danube dates from 383‑39390, but this 
does not mean that after this date the roads were no longer repaired. “There is no such thing as 
a durable maintenance‑free road. Roads cannot continue without maintenance”91. This is clearly 
demonstrated by a law enacted in 423 by Honorius and Theodosius II, according to which every 
subject of the emperors, whatever his condition or privilege, was expected to contribute to the 
maintenance of public roads under the supervision of governors92. What is important to add is 
instead the fact that the emperors no longer travel93, they no longer go beyond the outskirts of 
Constantinople, the capital of the Empire. It follows from here, that it is no longer necessary for 
milestones to be placed along the roads.

Since Late Antiquity, Scythia occupies a strategic position in the politics of the empire, due 
to its proximity to Constantinople and the constant f low of barbarian populations that threaten 
the borders of the Roman state. The milestones of this period represent a new form of imperial 
worship – the road becomes the new space of imperial propaganda. Milestones could attest road 
maintenance at a local level, perhaps necessary even in the worst of times. Milestones, especially 
those omitting any indication of distance, were not a necessary element of any efforts to keep 
roads in usable conditions, but they were more important as means of political allegiance during 
the turbulent period started in the mid‑3rd century AD. 

SVPPLEMENTVM EPIGRAPHICVM

Late Roman milestones from the Lower Danube

88 Vulpe, Barnea 1968, p. 392‑399; Suceveanu, A. Barnea 1991, p. 163‑168; A. Barnea 1997, p. 32, 34, 35.
89 For a typology of the imperial journeys, see Destephen 2016.
90 No. 33 Kipra.
91 Laurence 2004, p. 44.
92 After Destephen 2018, p. 179.
93 Destephen 2016, p. 159.

1. Trimammium (Mečka/Stâlpiște – former 
Dikilitaš), Ruse County, Bulgaria) 

(a) 
Imp(erator) Ca[es(ar) Fl(avius) Constantinus)
……………………………in]vic(tus)  [Aug(ustus)
Imp(eratori) Caes(ari) Val(erio) Liciniano….
Licinio p(io) f(elici) inv(cti) aug(usti )………

(b)
[Imp(eratori) Caes(ari) C(aio) Iulio Vero] / 
[Maximino Pio Fel(ici) In]/

[victo Aug(usto) Germ(anico)] max(imo) 
Dac(ico) / 
[max(imo) et C(aio) Iul(io) Vero] Max(i)mo / 
[no]biliss(imo) Caesar(i) c[ur]/
[ante(?)] Fl(avio) Luciliano / 
leg(ato) Aug(usti) pr(o) pr(aetore)

Date: (a) 308‑324; (b) 236‑238. 
Bibliography: Škorpil 1914, p. 91 and notes 
3 and 4; Hollenstein 1975, no. 34, 69; Velkov 
1968, p. 6.
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2. Tegulicium (Vetren, Silistra County, 
Bulgaria)

M(illia) P(assuum) XII
Maximiano

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: Teodorescu, Mateescu 1915; 
Hollenstein 1975, no. 56.

3. a‑b. Flaviana (?) (Rasova, Constanța 
County, Romania)

(a)
	 Imp(eratoribus) Caes(aribus) C(aio)
	 Aur(elio) Val(erio) Diocletiano
	 [et M(arco) Aur(elio) Val(erio) 

Maximiano] p(iis) f(elicibus) [Aug(ustis)]
	 [invictissimis principibus et Fl(avio) 

Val(erio) Constantio] et
5	 [Gal(erio) Val(erio) Maximiano nobi]l[is‑
	 simis Caesarib]us.

(b) 
	 Salvis
	 D(ominis) n(ostris)
	 Valentin[ia]no
	 Valenti et
5 	 Gratiano
	 piisimis Augustis
	 M(ilia) p(assuum)
	 I L
	 XIIII.

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 367‑375.
Bibliography: CIL III, 13755; IGLR 190; ISM 
IV, 212.

4. a‑b. Capidava (Capidava, Constanța 
County, Romania)

(a)
	 Imp(eratoribus) C[aes(aribus) C(aio) Au]‑
	 [re]l(io) Val[(erio) Diocletiano]
	 e[t  M(arco)  Aur(elio) Val(erio) Maximiano]

	 P(iis) F(elicibus) inv[ic(tis) Aug(ustis)]
5	 [et M(arco) Fl(avio) Valerio]                           
	 [Constantio et C(aio)]
	 [G]a[le]ri[o Val(erio) Maximiano]
	 IIII con(n)s(ulibus) [nob(ilissimis)]
	 Caes(aribus).

(b)
Imp(eratores) C[aes(ares)]
C(aius) Fl(avius) Val[(erius) Constantinus]   
e[t Val(erius) Licin(ianus) Licinius]
P(ii) F(elices) inv[ic(ti) Aug(usti) et Fl(avius)]
[Val(erius) Crispus et Lici]‑                       
[nia]nus [Licinius Iun(ior) et
Fl(avius) C[l(audius) Constantinus]
[nob(ilissimi)]
Caes[(ares)].

Date: (a) 302 or 293‑305; (b) 313‑323.
Bibliography: Bărbulescu, Buzoianu, Covacef 
2008, p. 173‑177, 185, no. 3, Fig. 3 a‑b; AÉ 2008, 
1193.

5. b. Carsium (Hârșova, Constanța County, 
Romania)

(a)
	 Imp(erator) C[aes(ar) L. Sep]‑
	 timiu[s Severus]
	 P(ius) Per[tinax Aug(ustus)]
	 Arab(icus) [Adiab(enicus)]
5 	 Part(hicus) m(aximus) [co(n)s(ul) II 
	 trib(unicia) po]‑
	 tes(tate) VI [II imp(erator) XI]
	 pon[t(ifex) max(imus) proco(n)s(ul)]
	 p(ater) p(atriae) et Im[p(erator)] Ca[e]s(ar)
	 M. Au[r]el(ius) [A]nto‑
10	 [nin]us A[u]g(ustus) tri[b(unicia)]
	 pot(estate) II et [P.] Septi‑
	 mi[us Geta] Ca[es(ar) Aug(ustus)]
	 restit[u]erun(t)
	 per C. Ovinium
15	 Tertullum leg(atum)
	 Aug(usti) pr(o) pr(aetore)
	 <Ala II Arav(acorum)>
…………<IC>…………………
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(b)
Text after CIL, also published in IGLR:

[I]m[p(eratores) Caes(ares) C(aius) Aur(elius) 
Val(erius) Di]ocle‑
[tian]us [et M(arcus) Aur(elius) Val(erius)]
[Maximianus] Aug[(usti) in]v[ictissi‑]
[mi principes et Fl(avius) Val(erius)] Co[n]
st[an‑]
tius et Gal[erius Val(erius) Maximianus]
nob(ilissimi) caess(ares)
       C

Date: (a) 200; (b) 293‑305.
Bibliography: CIL III, 7603; IGLR 230 b; ISM 
V, 95.

6. b. Carsium (Hârșova, Constanța County, 
Romania)

(a) 
	 Imp(eratori Cae[s(ari)] M.
	 Antonio
	 Gordi[ano]
	 Pio Fel[ici in]‑
5 	 victo A[ug(usto) p(ontifici) m(aximo)]
	 trib(unicia) p[ot(estate) p(atri) p(atriae)]
	 pr[o co(n)s(uli) pontes]
	 et vi[as restituit pe]‑
	 r C. P[e ………………]
10	 leg(atum) A[ug(usti)]
	 pr(o) [pr(aetore)]

(b) 
	 Imp(eratoribus) Caes(aribus) C(aio) 
	 Aur(elio)
	 Val(erio) Diocletian[o]
	 [et M(arco) Aur(elio) Val(erio) Maxi‑
	 miano Aug(ustis) invictissi‑
5 	 mis principibus et Fl(avio) Val(erio)
	 Con]stant[io
	 et Galerio] Val(erio) Maxi‑
	 miano no‑
	 b(ilissimis) C(aesaribus)
10	 m(ilia passuum) II

Date: (a) 238‑241; (b) 293‑305.
Bibliography: CIL II I,  7606; IGLR 231;  
ISM V, 98.

7. a‑b. Carsium (Hârșova, Constanța County, 
Romania)

(a)
[D(ominis) n(ostris) C(aio) A]ur(elio) Val(erio)
[Diocletiano] et M(arco)
[Aur(elio) Val(erio) Ma]ximi‑
[ano Aug(ustis) in]victis‑
[simis pr]incipi‑
[bus et] Fl(avio) Val(erio)
[Constantio et] G(alerio) Val(erio)
[Maximiano] n(o)b(ilissimis)
C(aesaribus)

(b)
D(ominis) n(ostris)
Constanti‑
[no m]ax(imo) et
Constanti[no]

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 323‑337.
Bibliography: CIL III, 7609; IGLR 232.

8. Troesmis (Turcoaia, Tulcea County, 
Romania)

[Dd(ominis) nn(ostris) [[Val(erio)]]]
[[[Licin]]]iano
[[[Lic]]]inio
P(io) F(elici) Invic(to) Augusto
et Fl(avio) Val(erio)
Constantino
P(io) F(elici) Invic(to) Aug(usto)	
filio Augg(ustorum)
leg(io) [I I]o[v(ia) Scyt(hica)]

Date: 308‑323.
Bibliography: CIL III, 6174; IGLR 237.
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9. Arrubium (Măcin, Tulcea County, 
Romania)

	 Imp(eratoribus)
	 [C]aes(aribus) Ca[i]‑
	 o Aur(elio) Val(erio)
	 Diocleti‑
5 	 ano et M‑
	 arc(o) Aur(elio)
	 [Va]l(erio) Maxi‑
	 [m]iano e[t]
	 [F]l(avio) Val(erio) Co[n]‑
10 	 [st]antio e[t]
	 Gal(erio) Val(erio)
	 [M]aximi‑
	 ano
	 m(ilia) p(assuum)
	 IIII

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: CIL III, 7610; IGLR 239.

10. Dinogetia (Garvăn, Tulcea County, 
Romania)

	 Impp(eratoribus) [Cae‑]
	 ss(aribus) C[aio   
	 A]ur(elio) [Val(erio)
	 Diocle‑
5 	 t]iano [et
	 M]arc[o] A[ur(elio)]
	 [V]al(erio)  Max[i     
	 m]ia[n]o A[ugg(ustis)]
	 [et] F[l(avio) Val(erio) Con]‑
10 	 [stantio et C(aio) Val(erio)]
	 [Maximiano nn(o)bb(ilissimis)]
	 [C(ae)ss(aribus).........

Date: 293‑305 (297‑303 after Gh. Ștefan).
Bibliography: Gh. Ştefan 1957; Hollenstein 
1975, no. 57; IGLR 240.

11. Halmyris (Murighiol, Tulcea County, 
Romania)

[DD(omini)] NN(ostri)
Constan‑

tius Au[g(ustus)]
et Consta‑
nt[inus]
[Augustus]
[………….]

Date: 337‑340.
Bibliography: GLIHalmyris, p. 26‑27, no. 4, 
Fig. 19.

12. a‑b. Buteridava/vicus Buteridavensis 
(Mihai Viteazu, Constanța County, Romania)

(a) 
Imp(eratoribus) Caes(aribus duobus)
C(aio) Aurel(io) Val(erio)
[Diocletia‑
no et M(arco) Aurel(io) 
Val(erio) Maximia‑
no et F]l(avio) Val(erio)
[Con]stantio
et [G]alerio
[M]aximi[ano]
………………………………………

(b)
Dd(ominis) nn(ostris) Constan‑
tino max(imo) victori
[s]emper Aug(usto) et Iul(io)
[Crisp]o? et Fl(avio) Iul(io) Con‑
[stan]tino et Fl(avio) Iul(io)
[Cons]tanti<n>o
[n(o)]b(ilissimis) Caes(aribus)

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 324‑326.
Bibliography: CIL III, 14463; Tocilescu 1900, 
p. 212, no. 41; Doruțiu-Boilă 1964, p. 133,  
no. 1; IGLR 167.

13. Histria (Istria, Constanța County, 
Romania)

D(ominis) [n(ostris)]
Fl(avio) Con[st]an‑
tino m[ax(imo)] vic(tori) ac trionfator
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Semp(er) f(elici) aug(usto), F[l(avio) C]
onstantio,
Fl(avio) Con[sta]nti‑
no et C[ons]tanti s(emper)
Nob(ilissimis)
Caes(aribus).

Date: 333‑337.
Bibliography: Mirčev 1953, p. 72‑73, no. 4, 
Fig. 88; Hollenstein 1975, no. 71.

14. Corbu, Constanța County, Romania

Imp(eratoribus) [Caes(aribus) C(aio) A]ur[(elio) 
Val(erio)]
Di[ocletia]no et
[M(arco) Aurel(io) Val(erio)
Maximiliano
invict(is) Aug(ustis) et
Fl(avio) Val(erio) Constantio
et Galerio Val(erio) Maximiano
nob(ilissimis Caes(aribus)]
M(ilia) P(assuum)

Date: 293‑305.
Bibl iog raphy: Bărbulescu ,  Câteia 1997,  
p. 190‑193, no. 3, Fig. 6 a‑c, 7.

15. a‑b. Corbu, Constanța County, Romania

(a)
	 [D(ominis) n(ostris) imp(eratoribus)
	 C(aio) Aur(elio)] Val(erio)
	 Dioc[letiano p(io)
	 f(elici) Aug(usto) et M(arco)
5 	 Aur(elio) Val(erio) Maximiano
	 p(io) f(elici) Au]g(usto) et
	 [Fl(avio) Val(erio) Consta]ntio
	 [et Galerio Val(erio) Maximian]o
	 nobil(issimis)
10 	 c[aes(aribus)]

(b) 
	 D(omino) n(ostro)
	 Iuliano

	 victor[i]
	 se[m]p‑
5 	 er A[ug](usto)
	 ACEL.E
	 M(ilia) [p(assuum)]
	       XI

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 360‑363.
Bibl iog raphy:  CIL I I I ,  7614;  IGLR 82; 
Bărbulescu, Câteia 1997, p. 193; Conti 2004,  
p. 93, no. 50, pl. III, 50.

16. b. Tomis (Constanța, Constanța County, 
Romania)

(a)
	 P E R T C ….C
	 AVRELIO
	 OV…………….
	 ………………..
5 	 T ……………

(b)
	 D(ominis) n(ostris) Fl(avio) Constantin[o]
	 Max(imo) Vict(ori) semp(er) August[o et]
	 Fl(avio) Cl(audio) Constantino et
	 Fl(avio) Iul(io) Constant[io]
5 	 nobi(lis)s(imis) Caes(aribus)
	 B
	 SS
	 m(ilia) p(assuum)
	 IIII 

Date: (a) 2nd‑3rd centuries; (b) 324‑337.
Bibliography: Hollenstein 1975, no. 70; IGLR 6; 
ISM II, 112(78).

17. b. Callatis (Mangalia, Constanța County, 
Romania)

(a)
	 Imp(erator) [C]aesar M(arcus)
	 Aureliu[s A]ntonin‑
	 us II Imp(erator) Aug(ustus) ponti‑
	 fe[x maxim]us tribu‑
5 	 niciae pot[e]statis
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	 XVI [c]o(n)s(ul) III et imp(erator) Cae‑
	 sa[r L(ucius) Aur]elius Verus Ar‑
	 meniacus Aug(ustus) tribu‑
	 n[i]c[i]ae [p]ote[stat]i[s II co(n)s(ul) II]
10 	 [divi Hadriani nepotes]
	 [divi Traiani Parthici]
	 [pronepotes divi Ner]‑
	 [vae abnepotes. A Calla]‑
	 [tide ‑‑‑ m(ilia) p(assuum)]

(b)
	 Imp(eratores) C[aes(ares)] C(aius)
	 Aur[el(ius)] Diocle‑
	 tianus et M(arcus) Aur‑
	 e[l(ius) Maximianus]
5 	 invicti Aug(usti) et M(arcus)
	 [Fl(avius) Val(erius) Constant]iu[s]
	 [et C(aius) Galerius Valerius]
	 [Maximianus etc].

Date: (a) 163; (b) 293‑305.
Bibl iog raphy:  AÉ 1963,  178;  IGLR 84; 
Hollenstein 1975, nos. 26, 58; AÉ 1976, 620;  
A. Ștefan 1984, p. 95‑100, no. 1, Fig.  1‑5;  
AÉ 1985, 757; ISM III, 196.

18. Callatis (Mangalia, Constanța County, 
Romania)

..........................
Ma[ximiano]
Piis Felici[(bus)]
invictis Aug(ustis)
[e]t M(arco) [Fl(avio) Val(erio)]
[C]ons[tantio]
et Ga[lerio Val(erio)]
[Maximiano]
[nob(ilissimis) Caes(aribus).

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: Bărbulescu, Buzoianu, Covacef 
2008, p. 177‑179, 186‑187, no. 4, Fig. 4 a‑c.

19. Callatis (Mangalia, Constanța County, 
Romania)

	 Ddd(ominis) nnn(ostris) Fl(avio) Va[l(erio)]
	 Constantin[o]
	 et Val(erio)[Lic(iniano)Li]c[inio]
	 Pp(iis) f(elicibus) Augg(ustis) et Fl(avio)
5 	 Val(erio) Crispo et [Lic(iniano)]
	 [Licinio iun(iori)] et [Fl(avio) Cl(audio)]
	 Constantino
	 nobiliss[i]mis Caes(aribus)
	 m(ilia) p(assuum)
	 II (?)

Date: 317‑324.
Bibliography: Bărbulescu‑Munteanu, Rădulescu 
1980, p. 151‑155, no. 5, Fig. 5 a‑c.

20. Vama Veche, Constanța County, Romania

Dd(ominis) nn(ostris) Va‑
l(erio) [Licinio]
Aug(usto) et F‑
la(vio) Val(erio) Con‑
stantino
filio Augg(ustorum).

Date: 307‑323.
Bibliography: CIL III, 142152; IGLR 108.

21. a‑b. Albena, Dobrič County, Bulgaria

(a)
	 S(alvis) d(ominis) n(ostris)
	 L
	 O

(b)
	 Imp(eratoribus) [d(ominis)] 
	 n(ostris) C(aio)[Aur(elio) Val(erio)]
	 D[iocletiano]
	 et [M(arco) Aur(elio) Val(erio)
5 	 Max[imiano
	 pii]s f[elicibus 
	 invictis Aug(ustis)] et 
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	 Fla[v(io) Val(erio)]
	 Cons[tantio]
10 	 et [Gal(erio) Val(erio)
	 Maximiano
	 nob(ilissimis) Caes(aribus)].

Datare: (a) 323‑337; (b) 293‑305.
Bibliography: Bošnakov 1975; Hollenstein 1979; 
AÉ 1979, 544.

22. Tlačene, Vraca County, Bulgaria

	 DD(ominis) nn(ostris) Con‑
	 stantino
	 Aug<g>(usto), Crispo,
	 Constanti‑
5 	 no et Const‑
	 antio nn(o)bb(ilissimis)
	 Caess(aribus) m(ilia) p(assuum) I.

Date: 324‑326 (after Gerov); 323‑326 (after 
Kalinka).
Bibliografie: CIL III, 12520 (= CIL III, 14215); 
Kalinka 1906, no. 74; SGLI 45; ILB 159.

23. Niculițel, Tulcea County, Romania

D(omino) n(ostro) Iulian‑
o victori ac 
triumfato‑
[ri] semper
August[o]

Datare: 361‑362.
Bibliografie: CIL III, 7611; IGLR 269; Conti 
2004, p. 93, no. 49, pl. III/49.

24. b. vicus Hi…. (Dorobanțu, Constanța 
County, Romania)

Text according to CIL:
///SAR
//RIAN PL • VAL
///////ERIO
///////////////

Text in IGLR:
D(ominis) n(ostris ) …
Cai(o) Aurel(io) Val(erio)
[Diocletiano]
[et M(arco) Aurel(io) Val]eri[o]
[Maximia]n[o et
Fl(avio) Val(erio) Constan‑
tio et Galerio Valerio
Maximiano …]

Date: (a) 2nd century, probably during Hadrian’s 
reign (117‑138); (b) 293‑305.
Bibl iography: CIL I I I ,  12516; IGLR 83; 
ISM V, 5.

25. vicus Urb .../Medgidia, Constanța County, 
Romania

Imp(eratoribus) Cae[s(aribus duobus)] C(aio) 
Aur(elio) Val(erio)
Diocle[tiano e]t [Marc]o
[Aur(elio)] Va[l(erio) Maximi]ano
P(iis) F[(elicibus) invict(is) Aug(ustis) e]t
F[l(avio) Val(erio) Constant]io
et Gal[erio Val(erio) Ma‑‑]
ximi[ano]
nob(ilissimis)
Caes(aribus)
MP
XX?

Date: 293‑305.
Bibl iog raphy: Bărbulescu ,  Câteia 1997,  
p. 183‑187, Fig. 1‑3; Bărbulescu, Câteia 1998, 
p. 195‑196, no. 1; AÉ 1997, 1326; ISM IV, 244; 
ISM VI.2, 620, pl. CCIII.

26. b. Valea Dacilor, Constanța County, 
Romania

(a) 
AUR CA
ANT O
O SEVE     O
REL   SE
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   IN
ET
OBB
ARE
IV
A
L
MP

(b) 
	 Imp(eratoribus) Ca[es(aribus)]
	 [C](aio) Val(erio) Dioclet[iano]
	 et Marco [Aur(elio)]
	 Max[imiano]
5 	 [in]vict(is) A[ug(ustis) et]
	 [Fl(avio)] Val(erio) Co[nstantio]
	 [et] Galerio [Val(erio)]
	 [Ma]xi[miano]
	 [nob(ilissimis)] Caes(aribus)
10 	 MP
	 III(?)

Date: (a) 193‑235 or 285 (?); (b) 293‑305.
Bibl iog raphy: Bărbulescu ,  Câteia 1997,  
p. 184‑190, no. 2, Fig. 4 a‑b, 5; AÉ 1997, 1327; 
Bărbulescu, Câteia 1998, p. 196‑197, no. 2; ISM 
IV, 245; ISM VI.2, 621, pl. CCIV.

27. Tropaeum Traiani (Adamclisi, Constanța 
County, Romania)

….rel (?)..
…Avgg…
…fici….

Date: 286‑293.
Bibliography: Panaite 2006, p. 67‑68; Petolescu 
2007, p. 386‑387, no. 1227; ISM IV, 17; AÉ 
2006, 1212.

28. Zaldapa (Abrit, former Abtaat, Dobrič 
County, Bulgaria)

	 [D(ominis) n(ostris) C(aio) Val(erio) 		
	 Diocleti‑]

	 [a]no[ et C(aio) Aur(elio)]
	 Val(erio) Maximiano p(atribus) p(atriae)
	 P(iis) f(elicibus) invi(ctis) Aug(ustis) et Fl[a‑
5 	 vi]o Val(erio) Constantio
	 et C(aio) Val(erio) Maximia‑
	 no nob(ilissimis) ces(aribus) (sic!)

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: Mirčev 1953, p. 71‑72, no. 3, 
Fig. 87; Hollenstein 1975, no. 59.

29. b. Zaldapa (Abrit, former Abtaat, Dobrič 
County, Bulgaria)

(a)
[I]mp(eratori) Caesari Divi Trai‑
ani Parthici filio divi
Nervae nepoti Trai‑
ano Hadriano Aug(usto)
[p]ontif(ici) maximo trib(unicia)
[p]ot(estate) co(n)s(uli) III p(ater) p(atriae)

(b)
Ddd(omini) Nnn(ostris) 
Valentiniano
Thodosio
[et Arc]adio
[‑‑‑‑

Date: (a) 128‑138; (b) 383‑392.
Bibliography: CIL III, 14464; Kalinka 1906,  
no. 23; SGLI 80.

30. Bodenec, Vraca County, Bulgaria 

[D(ominis) N(ostris) (duobus) Con]stantino<et 
Licinio>
Aug(ustis), Crispo, Constanti/no et Cons(antio) 
n(o)b(ilissimis)
Caes(aribus) m(ilia) p(assuum) I‑‑‑

Date: 324‑326.
Bibliography: CIL III, 12521; ILB 158.
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31. a‑b. Mezdra, Vraca County, Bulgaria

Text after Luka 2004:
DOMINORVM (NOS)
TRORVMVALENT
GRASTIANI.VALEN
TINIANI.FOTURDE?

DD NN VALENTI
VALENTIS GRATIANI
PIIS FELICIBVS SEMPER
AVGVSTIS
KM XXVII

Text after N. Sharankov:

(a)
Dd(ominis) nn(ostris) Va[lentiniano]
Valenti(s) [Gratiano]
Piis Fe(li)cibus [semper]
Augustis [‑‑‑‑?]
RM? [XXVII]

(b) 
Dominorum n[os]‑
trorum Valenti[s]
Gratiani Valen‑
tiniani tot(o) urbe (!)
victorum.  

Date: (a) 367‑375; (b) 375‑378 (after Sharankov).
Bibliography: Mašov, Ganecovski, Todorova 
2004, p. 42; Luka 2004, p. 37; N. Sharankov, 
personal communication.

32. Štipsko (former Asardžik or Hasardžik), 
Varna County, Bulgaria

	 [Impp(eratoribus)
	 Cc(aesaribus) C(aio)
	 Aur(elio) Val(erio) 
	 Diocletiano et M(arco)
5 	 Aur(elio) Val(erio)
	 Maximiano 
	 Augg(ustis) invictissimis principibus et

	 Fl(avio) Val(erio)
	 Const]an[tio et G](alerio)
10 	 Va[l(erio) Ma]ximi[ano] 
	 no[b]b(ilissimis) 
	 C[a]essaribus m(ilia) 
	 p(assuum) XI

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: CIL III, 142151; AÉ 2001, 01736.

33. Kipra, Varna County, Bulgaria

Salvis D(ominis) n(ostris)
Theodosio et
Arcadio Au{u}g(ustalis).

Date: 383‑393.
Bibliography: SGLI 149; Mirčev 1953, p. 70‑71, 
no. 2, Fig. 86.

34. Goren Čiflik, Varna County, Bulgaria

D(omini) n(ostri) Fl(avius) 
[Val(erius) Consta]ntinus Aug(ustus)  
[et Fl(avius)
C]onstantin{us, Consta‑   
n]tius, Con[stans]
[nob(ilissimi) Caes(ares)].

Date: 333‑335.
Bibliography: SGLI 150; Mirčev 1953, p. 73,  
no. 5, Fig. 89.

35. Crângu, Constanța County, Romania

	 [DD(ominis)]NN(ostris) Dioclet[iano]
	 et Maximi[ano]
	 Invictis A[VG(ustis) et FL(avio) VAL(erio)]
	 [Co]nstan[tio et Galerio Val(erio)]
5 	 [Maxi]miano[n]
	 N(o)bb(ilissimis) Caes[s(aribus)]
	 Milia pass[uum]
	 M(ilia) P(assuum) III

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: Panaite, Alexandrescu 2009,  
p. 432‑433; ISM IV, 83; AÉ 2009, 1209.
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36. Miriștea, Constanța County, Romania

	 Salvis
	 DDD(ominis) nnn(ostris)
	 Valentiniano
	 Valenti et
5 	 Gratiano
	 PPP(iis) Auggg(ustis)
	 / / / / / / / / /A
	 / / / / / / / / / /
	 a Ca‑
10 	 l[l]atide
	 m(ilia) p(assuum)
	      VI

Date: 367‑369.
Bibliography: CIL III, 12518 = CIL III, 13756; 
IGLR 81; ISM II, 114(80).

37. vicus Clementianensis (Mihail 
Kogălniceanu, Constanța County, Romania)

[Imp(peratoribus) C(aesaribus) C(aio) Aurel(io) 
Val(erio)]
[Diocleti]a[no et] 
[M(arco) Aurel(io)] Val(erio)
[Maximia]n[o]
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Date: 293‑305.
Bibliography: Bărbulescu, Câteia, Wisoșenschi 
2009, p. 415‑417, 425, no. II.2, Fig. 3 a‑c; ISM 
VI.2, 619, pl. CCII.

38. a‑b. vicus Clementianensis (Mihail 
Kogălniceanu, Constanța County, Romania)

(a)
	 Imp(eratoribus) C(aesaribus) C(aio)  
	 [A]urel(io) Val(erio)
	 Diocletiano [et]
	 M(arco) Aurel(io) Val(erio)
	 Maximi[ano]
5 	 invict(is) Au[g(ustis) et]
	 Fl(avio) Val(erio) Constantio

	 et G[al]erio Val(erio) [Maxi‑]
	 [miano nob(ilissmis) C(aesaribus)]
	 [m(ilia) p(assuum)]

(b)
From the inscription b, placed at the top of the 
pillar, only a few letters can be read:
C FL CAE

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 4th century AD.
Bibliography: Bărbulescu, Câteia, Wisoșenschi 
2009, p. 414‑415, 423‑424, no. II.1, Fig. 2 a‑c; 
AÉ 2009, 1218 a‑b; ISM VI.2, 618, pl. CCII.

39. Unknown place of discovery, Dobrudja, 
Romania

Text after IGLR 274:
D P B I M 
[Lic]INIV[s]
CONST[antinus]
  C O

Text after Tudor 1956:
……………………………..
……… S………..C……….
…………………………….
………..E……….RM……
………[Lic]iniu[s]………..
………Const[antinus]…..
…………..O………………
…………………………….
……..S…………II………..
……………………………..

Date: 313‑323 (IGLR 274); maybe 317‑324 
(Tudor 1956).
Bibliography: Tudor 1956, p. 622‑623, no. 163; 
IGLR 274.

40. Unknown place of discovery, Dobrudja, 
Romania

Text after Tudor 1956:
D(ominis) N(ostris) Aug(ustis) (duobus) Fl(avio) 
Co[nsta]‑
ntino Maximo ac [tri‑]
umfator(i) sempe[r Aug(usto)]
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[e]t Fl(avio) Con[stanti]n[o]
[et] Fl[avi]o Cons[tanti]o e[t]
………ER N…………PE PPPAI 
(?)………….C……………
………O FL 
VAL………………………………………………
…………………………

Text after IGLR 275:
D(ominis) n(ostris) [Au]g(ustis tribus) Fl(avio) 
Co[n 
sta]ntino max(imo) semp[er]
triu]umfatori C M E 
et Fl(avio) Constanti‑
[n]o et Fl(avio) Constan[tio]
V R O C O N S T
O F  L A V

Date: after 326 (Tudor 1956) or 337 (IGLR 275).
Bibliography: Tudor 1956, p. 620, no. 161, 
Fig. 35; IGLR 275.

41. a‑b. Unknown place of discovery, 
Dobrudja, Romania

Text after Tudor 1956:
Impp(eratoribus) (duobus) C[aess(aribus) 
Fl(avio)] Val[e]ri[o]
[Con]st[antino] m[a]x(imo) vict‑

[or] i semper Augus‑
to et Fl(avio) Iu[l(io) Crispo]
[et] Fl(avio) Cl(audio) Constan‑
[tin]o et Fl(avio) Iul(io) Con‑
[sta]nti[o]…………………………
………………………………………

Text after IGLR 276:

(a)
Imp(eratoribus) C[aes(aribus
duobus)]
[C(aio) Aur(elio) Dio]cl[e‑
tiano ….. etc

(b)
D(ominis) n(ostris duobus)
[Fl(avio)]
Constanti‑
[n]o max(imo) victo‑
[r]i semper Augus‑
to et Fl(avio) Cl(audio) Constan‑
[tin]o et Fl(avio) Iul(io) Con‑
[stan]t[io]

Date: (a) 293‑305; (b) 324‑326.
Bibliography: Tudor 1956, p. 620, no. 160, 
Fig. 34; IGLR 276.
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Eco-Muzeale „Gavrilă Simion”, Tulcea

Phoenix – Phoenix. Journal of the Classical Association of Canada, Toronto
Pliska – Preslav – Pliska – Preslav. Nacionalen arheologičeski institut s muzej, Bălgarskata 

Akademija na Naukite, Sofia
Plural – Plural. History, Culture, Society. Journal of the History and Geography Department, “Ion 

Creangă” Pedagogical State University, Chișinău
PNAS – Proceedings of the National Academy of Science of the United States of America
Pontica – Pontica. Muzeul de Istorie Naţională şi Arheologie, Constanţa
PPS – Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society, Cambridge University Press
Preslav – Preslav. Arheologičeski institut s muzej pri Bălgarskata Akademija na Naukite – filial 

Šumen, Sofia
Przegląd Archeologiczny – Przegląd Archeologiczny. Instytut Archeologii i Etnologii Polskiej 

Akademii Nauk, Warszawa
PSI – Papiri della Società Italiana, Firenze
PZ – Praehistorische Zeitschrift. Institut für Prähistorische Archäologie, Berlin
Quartärpaläontologie – Quartärpaläontologie. Abhandlungen und Berichte des Instituts für 

Quartärpaläontologie, Weimar
Quaternaire – Quaternaire. Revue de l’Association Française pour l’étude du Quaternaire
Quaternary International – Quaternary International. International Union for Quaternary Research, 

Elsevier
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Quaternary Science Reviews – Quaternary Science Reviews. International Journal of Earth, 
Climate and Life Interactions, Elsevier

Radiocarbon – Radiocarbon. An International Journal of Cosmogenic Isotope Research, Cambridge 
University Press

RCAN – Revista de cercetări arheologice și numismatice. Muzeul Municipiului București
RE – Realencyclopädie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft, Stuttgart, 1893-
REA – Revue des Études Anciennes. Maison de l’Archéologie, Université Bordeaux Montaigne, 

Pessac
RecMusAlcoi – Recercues de Museu d’Alcoi. Museu Arqueòlogic Municipal d’Alcoi
REG – Revue des Études Grecques. L’associations pour l’Encouragement des Études grecques en 

France, Paris
Revista Arheologică – Revista Arheologică. Academia de Științe a Moldovei, Institutul 

Patrimoniului Cultural, Chișinău
RevBistr – Revista Bistriței. Complexul Muzeal Bistriţa-Năsăud, Bistriţa
RMM-MIA – Revista muzeelor şi monumentelor – Monumente istorice şi de artă, Bucureşti
RMV – Rad Мuzеја Vojvodine, Novi Sad
RossArh – Rossijskaja Arheologija. Rossijskoj Akademii Nauk, Institut arheologii, Moskva
SA – Sovetskaja Arheologija. Akademija Nauk SSSR, Institut arheologii, Moskva
SAA – Studia Antiqua et Archaeologica. Universitatea „Alexandru Ioan Cuza”, Iaşi
Saalburg Jahrbuch – Saalburg Jahrbuch. Bericht des Saalburg Museums, Bad Homburg
Sargetia – Sargetia. Acta Musei Devensis. Muzeul Civilizației Dacice şi Romane, Deva
SCIV(A) – Studii şi Cercetări de Istorie Veche (şi Arheologie). Academia Română, Institutul de 

Arheologie „Vasile Pârvan”, Bucureşti
Science – Science. American Association for the Advancement of Science, Washington
SEG – Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum, Leiden 1923-1971, Amsterdam 1979-
SGLI – V. Beševliev, Spätgriechische und spätlateinische Inschriften aus Bulgarien, Berlin, 1964
SlovArch – Slovenská Archeológia. Archeologický ústav SAV, Nitra
SMMIM – Studii și Materiale de Muzeografie și Istorie Militară. Muzeul Militar Central, București
SNG Blackburn Museum – K.F. Sugden, Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum, vol. VIII. The Hart 

Collection Blackburn Museum, Oxford, 1989
SNG Sweden II – Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum. Sweden II. The Collection of The Royal Coin 

Cabinet National Museum of Monetary History Stockholm, Part 2. Thrace – Euboia, 
Stockholm, 1980

Social Research – Social Research. An International Quarterly. The New School for Social 
Research, New York

SP – Studii de Preistorie. Asociația Română de Arheologie, Bucureşti
Specimina Nova – Specimina Nova. Dissertationes ex Instituto Historico Universitatis 

Quinqueecclesiensis de Ianno Pannonio nominatae, Pécs
SprawArchKraków – Sprawozdania Archeologiczne, Kraków
SprawArchWarsaw – Sprawozdania Archeologiczne. Institute of Archaeology and Ethnology of 

the Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw
Starinar – Starinar. Naučni časopis Arheološkog instituta u Beogradu, Beograd
StCl – Studii Clasice. Societatea de Studii Clasice din România, Bucureşti
StComSfGheorghe – Studii și Comunicări. Muzeul Sfântu Gheorghe
StComSatuMare – Satu Mare. Studii şi Comunicări. Muzeul Judeţean Satu Mare, Satu Mare
StComSibiu – Studii şi Comunicǎri. Muzeul Brukenthal, Sibiu



9	 ABRÉVIATIONS	 499

Strabon – Strabon. Bulletin d’information historique, Iași
Stratum plus – Stratum plus. Arheologija i kulturnaja antropologija. Vysšaja Antropologičeskaja 

Škola, St. Peterburg-Chișinău-Odessa-București
Studi di Antichità – Studi di Antichità. Rivista del Dipartimento di Beni Culturali dell’Università 

di Salento
Studia Academica Šumenensia – Studia Academica Šumenensia. History and Archaeology of the 

Balkans and South Eastern Europe. „Episkop Konstantin Preslavski” University of Šumen
Studia Balcanica – Studia Balcanica. Institut za balkanistika s centăr po trakologija. Bălgarska 

Akademija na Naukite
Studia Europaea Gnesnesia – Studia Europaea Gnesnesia. Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w 

Poznaniu
Studia Hercynia – Studia Hercynia. Ústav pro klasickou archeologii, Filozofická fakulta Univerzity 

Karlovy, Praha
Studii – Studii. Revistă de istorie, București
Studii și Cercetări de Istorie – Studii și Cercetări de Istorie. Institutul de Istorie „George Barițiu”, 

Cluj
Studii și Cercetări Științifice Iași – Studii și Cercetări Științifice. Filiala Iași, Academia R.P.R.
SUCSH – Studia Universitatis Cibiniensis Series Historica. Universitatea „Lucian Blaga”, Sibiu
Śląskie Sprawozdania Archeologiczne – Śląskie Sprawozdania Archeologiczne. Universytet 

Wrocławski, Instytut Arheologii
SympThrac – Symposia Thracologica
Székelyföld – Székelyföld. Kulturális folyöirat
Terra Sebus – Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis. Muzeul Municipal „Ioan Raica”,Sebeș
TGIM – Trudy Gosudarstvennogo Istoričeskogo Muzeja, Moskva
Thraco-Dacica – Thraco-Dacica. Academia Română, Institutul de Arheologie „Vasile Pârvan”, 

Bucureşti
Tisicum – Tisicum. A Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok Megyei Múzeumok Évkönyvei, Szolnok
Transilvania – Transilvania. Complexul Muzeal Național Astra, Sibiu
Trav.Inst.Spéol. – Travaux de l’Institut de spéologie « Émile Racovitza », București
Tyragetia – Tyragetia. Anuarul Muzeului Naţional de Istorie a Moldovei, Chişinău
UPA – Universitätsforschungen zur prähistorischen Archäologie, Bonn
VAMZ – Vjesnik Arheološkog muzeja u Zagrebu, Zagreb
Vekove – Vekove. Bălgarsko istoričesko družestvo, Sofia
Východoslovenský Pravek – Východoslovenský Pravek. Archeologický ústav SAV, Nitra
WA – Wiadomości Archeologiczne, Warszawa
Wosinsky Mór Múzeum évkönyve – A Wosynski Mór Múzeum évkönyve, Szeksárd
Zeitschrift für Tierzüchtung und Züchtungsbiologie – Zeitschrift für Tierzüchtung und 

Züchtungsbiologie = Journal of animal breeding and genetics, Berlin – Hamburg
Zephyrus – Zephyrus. Revista de Preistoria i Arqueología. Universidad de Salamanca
Zeszyty Naukowe Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego – Zeszyty Naukowe Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego, 

Seria Socjologiczno-Historyczna, Rzeszów
ZfA – Zeitschrift für Archäologie, Berlin
ZfE – Zeitschrift für Ethnologie. German Association for Social and Cultural Anthropology, Berlin 

Society for Anthropology, Ethnology and Prehistory, Berlin
Ziridava – Ziridava. Studia Archaeologica. Complexul Muzeal Arad
ZPE – Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik, Bonn




