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Summary

Although Predynastic and Early Dynastic rock art in Egypt and Nubia is scientifically addressed for almost a century, interpretative analysis 
of the thousands of engravings currently catalogued remains scarce and tentative. If important progress has been made in the past two deca-
des, recent approaches rarely take into account its great variety and often fail to address all its informative potential. Such studies are focusing 
on specific areas of the Nile Valley and the surrounding deserts, thus providing local or, at best, regional insights. 
This paper underlines the extent to which rock art can usefully complement archaeological data. Indeed, rock art has the potential to inform 
about the various communities that navigated the deserts and were in contact with dominant archaeological assemblages, namely the Naqa-
dan cultural facies in Upper Egypt and the “A-Group” ones in Lower Nubia. Moreover, data at hand are now consistent enough to attempt a 
reassessment of all the available corpora in the perspective of comparative analysis. Preliminary results highlight major disparities between 
the main concentrations of rock art which are, on the one hand, the Eastern and Western Deserts and, on the other hand, the Nile Valley and 
its hinterland. It notably appears that Predynastic engravings along the Nile cannot be easily compared with their Eastern Desert counterparts 
and sometimes share affinities with Lower Nubian rock art, while Protodynastic productions are well attested in the Valley but far less in the 
Eastern Desert. These observations allow suggesting new research perspectives.
Keywords: Egypt, Nubia, Deserts, Predynastic, Interculturality  
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1. IntroductIon

Studies dedicated to the rock art scattered in the Egyp-
tian and Nubian Nile Valley and deserts went through 
several phases of development in the span of almost a 
century (Huyge 2009a; Sukova 2017; PolkowSkI 2018). If 
one excludes isolated mentions in early Egyptological 
works and travelogues (PetrIe 1888, p. 15; 1893, p. 75; 
cHeSter 1892; green 1903a-b; weIgall 1909), three main 
phases can be highlighted: one of exploration, docu-
mentation and salvaging (wInkler 1938, 1939; dun-
bar 1941; engelmayer 1965; reScH 1967; baScH, gorbéa 
1968; HellStröm, langballe 1970), one of consolidation 
of the gathered knowledge (e.a. ČerviČek 1974, 1982, 
1986; Pitrovski 1983; vahalla, ČerviČek 1999; sukova 
2011a-b) and one shorter but crucial phase of rediscov-

ery of the Eastern Desert material (roHl 2000; morrow, 
morrow 2010; luft 2010). These main publications, 
which are overshadowing punctual works published 
throughout the 20th century (e.a. murray, myerS 1933; 
needler 1967; redford, redford 1989; fucHS 1989, 1991; 
Berger 1982, 1992; ČerviČek 1993), led to the develop-
ment of a new stage in rock art research which main-
ly consists of tentative interpretative works, but also 
takes advantage of new archaeological investigations 
and improved recording techniques (Huyge 2002; dar-
nell et al. 2002; darnell 2009; Storemyr 2009; rIemer 
2009; Huyge 2009b; HendrIckx et al. 2009; gatto et al. 
2009; Ikram 2009, 2018; JImenez-Serrano 2009; Judd 
2009, 2010; darnell 2011; lIPIello, gatto 2012; Huyge 
et al. 2012; graff et al. 2018; curcI et al. 2012; Hardtke 

rIaSSunto (nuove ProSPettIve Sull’arte ruPeStre Pre e ProtodInaStIca In egItto. c. 4500-2600 ac)
Sebbene l’arte rupestre predinastica e protodinastica in Egitto e in Nubia sia scientificamente studiata da quasi un secolo, l’analisi interpre-
tativa delle migliaia di incisioni attualmente catalogate rimane scarsa e incerta. Se importanti progressi sono stati compiuti negli ultimi due 
decenni, gli approcci recenti raramente tengono conto della grande varietà di questa arte rupestre e spesso non riescono ad affrontare tutto il 
suo potenziale informativo. Tali studi si concentrano su aree specifiche della Valle del Nilo e dei deserti circostanti, fornendo così approfon-
dimenti locali o, nella migliore delle ipotesi, regionali. 
Questo documento sottolinea quanto l’arte rupestre possa utilmente integrare i dati archeologici. Infatti, l’arte rupestre ha il potenziale per 
informare sulle varie comunità che hanno attraversato i deserti e che sono entrate in contatto con gruppi archeologici dominanti, come quelli 
della cultura di Naqada nell’Alto Egitto e quelli della cosiddetta cultura “Gruppo A” nella Nubia settentrionale. Inoltre, i dati a nostra dispo-
sizione sono ora abbastanza consistenti da tentare una revisione di tutti i corpora disponibili nella prospettiva di un’analisi comparativa. I 
risultati preliminari evidenziano grandi disparità tra le aree con le principali concentrazioni di arte rupestre che sono, da un lato, il Deserto 
Orientale e quello Occidentale e, dall’altro, la Valle del Nilo e il suo entroterra. In particolare, sembra che le incisioni predinastiche lungo il 
Nilo non possano essere facilmente paragonate alle loro controparte nel Deserto Orientale e talvolta condividano affinità con l’arte rupestre 
della Nubia settentrionale, mentre le produzioni protodinastiche sono ben attestate nella Valle del Nilo ma molto meno nel Deserto Orientale. 
Queste osservazioni consentono di aprire nuove prospettive di ricerca.
Parole chiave: Egitto, Nubia, Deserti, Predinastico, Interculturalità
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2012, 2013; lankeSter 2013; lucarInI, marIottI 2014; 
darnell 2013, 2015; Hameeuw et al. 2016; gatto 2016; 
HendrIckx, darnell, gatto, eyckerman 2016; Hardtke 
2016, 2017; urcIa et al. 2018; evanS et al. 2020; PolkowS-
kI 2020; davIS, welSby eds. 2020)1. Hopefully, the next 
phase will consist of new discoveries (vanHulle et al., 
in prep.) coupled with the reconsideration of past in-
terpretations thanks to the adoption of new research 
paradigms.       
Although rock art was practised in Egypt since the Pal-
aeolithic (Storemyr 2009; Huyge, Storemyr 2012; Huyge, 
claeS 2013-2015), the bulk of documented figurative 
engravings belong to the Predynastic period (c. 4500-
3100 BC). These compositions, which combine boats 
with desert and Nilotic fauna, but also male figures of-
ten armed with bows, display an iconography reminis-
cent of what archaeological material belonging to the 
so-called “Naqadan culture” has offered (graff 2009; 
HendrIckx, eyckerman 2010, 2012). Recent contribu-
tions focusing on the way the authors of these produc-
tions conceived and used their environment through 
rock art are probably the most convincing and endur-
ing results of the past twenty years. They hypothesise 
that rock images dispersed in the deserts testify to the 
desire of Upper Egyptian populations to “niloticize” 
these barren territories (darnell 2021: 2). The superpo-
sitions of petroglyphs also suggest that many of these 
engraved spaces were “reactivated” and updated dur-
ing several generations following a process of icono-
graphic attraction (darnell 2009, 2021, p. 64). Based 
on stylistic and technical observations, it can also be 
suggested that engravings in the Eastern Desert pro-
gressively diminish during the Early Dynastic period 
(c. 3100-2600 BC) and give way to strategically located 
productions progressively restricted to the Nile Valley 
and its hinterland; commissioned by local authorities, 
these “tableaux of royal ritual power come to replace 
earlier images, suggesting an attempt to bring activi-
ties in the deserts directly under royal control” (dar-
nell 2013, p. 787). 
This paper aims to bring some clarity to the current sit-
uation of rock art studies in Egypt and Nubia, consid-
ering that they are at a crossroads as a sub-discipline of 
Egyptology and that a change of paradigm is needed 
to overcome enduring obstacles. 

2. tHe InterPretatIve QueSt

Three interpretative schemes had some lasting impact 
on research (Huyge 2002, pp. 192-196; Judd 2009, pp. 
89-100): Egyptian rock art has been considered as the 
expression of religious, cosmological, ideological, or 
else funerary considerations. Not exclusive to each 
other, none of these manage to satisfactorily explain 
all the available data. As stipulated by D. Huyge, “the 
existence of religious ideas and pious practices in the 
later sense cannot be demonstrated directly with re-
gard to the Predynastic period (…) However, it can be 

conjectured with confidence that (at least) substantial 
seeds of religiousness must have been present in the 
Predynastic” (Huyge 2002, p. 193). Twenty years later, 
this statement remains all the more true that figures 
with raised arms and feather headdresses are not con-
sidered to be gods anymore (contra ČerviČek 1986, p. 
90), but rather depictions of Naqadan elites (lankeSter 
2013). Cultic deposits and temples (buSSmann 2010) are 
not attested before the Early Dynastic period and only 
communal, ceremonial, and ritual activities can be in-
ferred from Predynastic archaeological material.
Naqadan iconography is currently considered to con-
vey ideological considerations linked with the exal-
tation of the elite’s wealth and power, and with the 
concept of the primacy of a cosmic order over a per-
manent chaos (aSSelbergHS 1961; HendrIckx 2006; for a 
reassessment of this concept: brémont 2018). Because 
of the familiarity between Naqadan iconography and 
rock art, it is generally considered that both convey 
similar, if not identical, concepts which are abbrevi-
ated in rock art through the sole depictions of hunting 
scenes, boats, and arms-raised figures. This approach 
led to other suggestions such as the hypothetical asso-
ciation of rock art with the accomplishment of rites of 
passage by these elites (lankeSter 2016). The hypoth-
esis of a funerary nature of rock art is strongly criti-
cised: “the very specific elements and combinations on 
the “classic” D-ware vessels, including women, boats, 
the “Naqada plant” and the “skin on a pole”, are com-
pletely lacking in rock art. These elements are accepted 
as being related to the afterlife and to regeneration, 
meanings that were not expressed in the rock art of the 
Eastern Desert, thus explaining their absence from that 
corpus of representations” (HendrIckx 2018, pp. 438). 
Cemeteries and necropolises were located at the mar-
gin of settlements, near the River or, as in Abydos and 
Hierakonpolis, in the low desert. The only Predynastic 
installations in the Eastern Desert found to date be-
long to the Badarian period (c. 4500-3900 BC) (debono 
1950, 1951) while the very few tombs documented are 
attributed to the “Tasian culture”, a Nubian related ar-
chaeological assemblage which was roughly contem-
porary with the Badarian (murray, derry 1923; frIed-
man, HobbeS 2002). Moreover, the fact that Naqadan 
iconography mainly appears on artefacts coming from 
funerary contexts does not necessarily mean that this 
iconography is primarily funerary in nature. Finally, 
the boat was an important symbol inside Naqadan 
iconographic repertoire, expressing fundamental con-
cepts such as order, control and social cohesion (van-
Hulle 2018). It was used in activities involving proces-
sional events of political and ritual nature (wIllIamS 
et al. 1987). This is most probably these concepts that 
the boat was conveying when inserted into Predynas-
tic funerary assemblages thanks to models (merrIman 
2011) or depictions on ceramics (graff 2009), so on 
objects that had non-funerary functions before being 

1 We voluntarily omit to discuss Saharan rock art, which constitutes a distinct problematic (le Quellec 2010; rIemer, kröPelIn, zboray 
2017; PolkowSkI 2018, pp. 7-11); about the contested attempts to weave a filiation between Saharan rock art and that of Egypt: e.a. barta 
2010, 2018).
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deposited into a grave.   
The possibility that rock art, and more particularly boat 
depictions, “were some sort of memorial or cenotaph” 
(Judd 2009, p. 93) that commemorate deceased mem-
bers of the Naqadan elite (lankeSter 2013, pp. 120-121) 
does not seem likely either since such practice, which 
would supposedly be supervised by the elite and per-
formed by commissioned artists in specifically chosen 
places, would require a certain amount of aesthetical 
and, supposedly, geographical consistency; such con-
sistency is precisely what is lacking in rock art. 
Because the solar/cosmological symbolism identified 
by D. Huyge at Elkab could not be extrapolated else-
where than in the direct vicinity of this site so far, one 
is left with only one major interpretative scheme: rock 
art consists of the accumulation of the main Naqadan 
symbols to express complex socio-political and ideo-
logical concepts through iconography. If the “icono-
graphic syntax” probably at play on valuable objects 
produced in Nile Valley workshops (graff 2009; dar-
nell 2009) cannot be observed on rock panels, the pres-
ence of ubiquitous motifs which were intrinsically elo-
quent (such as the boat) was probably sufficient for the 
image to perform on rock.  
If this brings an acceptable explanation for a certain 
amount of rock panels, most of them dating from the 
final Predynastic (Naqada IIC-D, c. 3500-3300 BC) and 
Protodynastic (Naqada IIIA-B, c. 3300-3100 BC) peri-
ods (e.a. HendrIck et al. 2016; darnell 2018), the bulk 
of those generally attributed to the Early Predynastic 
period (Badarian to Naqada IA-IIB, c. 4500-3500 BC), 
remain difficult to grasp for various reasons and rarely 
appear outside of the old catalogues into which they 
have been published once. This difficulty could poten-
tially be overcome if we consider that the Naqadans 
were not the only ones that have drawn on rock2 and 
that means and goals regarding rock art practice di-
verged depending on geographical and socio-political 
contexts. 

3. tHe nIle valley and tHe deSertS: two worldS, one 
unIverSe

Available data testify to the divergence, both in nature 
and composition, between the rock art scattered in the 
Nile Valley (understood as the regions comprising 
the riverbanks and desert hinterlands) and the deep 
desert (subjectively understood as areas beyond a 
few hours’ walk and from where returning to the Val-
ley is not feasible on the same day). Nile Valley rock 
art remains quite poorly apprehended: most of what 
is available lies in decades old catalogues (wInkler 
1938; resch 1967; ČerviČek 1974; huyge 1995) and can 
hardly be used for comparative analysis. Documented 
petroglyphs are scattered between el-Hosh and Aswan 
(Huyge 2002; darnell 2002; gatto et al. 2009; JImenez-
Serrano 2009; Hardtke 2012, 2013, 2016, 2017, 2020; 
HendrIckx et al. 2012, 2016; darnell 2013, 2018; graff 

et al. 2018; evanS et al. 2020; gatto, curcI, forthcom-
ing; nIlSSon forthcoming), which is consistent with the 
original core area of the Naqadan culture (fig. 1). 
Although these catalogues only offer a selection of 
isolated engravings, it nevertheless seems that com-
plex compositions in the Valley cannot be equated to 
those of the Eastern Desert: the former mainly consist 
of the accumulation and superposition of Badarian-
Early Predynastic animals, among them giraffes and 
elephants, along with human figures (fig. 2); Early to 
Middle Predynastic panels saturated with boats, mem-
bers of the elite and lassoed animals like those of the 
Eastern Desert (fig. 3) are less common. Currently, no 
pre-Pharaonic rock art is known in Lower or Middle 
Egypt, nor, and this is quite striking, in the Abydos 
region where First Dynasty kings were buried. This 
tends to confirm that figurative rock art is indeed nar-
rowly linked with Predynastic occupations in Upper 
Egypt. As far as the Western Desert is concerned, Pre-
dynastic rock art is less numerous (PolkwoSkI 2018, p. 
7) and has mainly been documented near the Oasis of 
Dakhla (PolkowSkI 2019), Kharga (Ikram 2009) and Far-
afra (lucarInI marIottI 2014). It offers stylistic and ty-
pological peculiarities when compared with what the 
Valley and the Eastern Desert have offered (e.a. Ikram 
2018, pp. 356-357). This divergence must be better ac-
knowledged since it has the potential to inform further 
on how rock art was practised and why. Pre-pharaonic 
engravings in the Nile Valley are closely related to im-
portant sites and strategic gateways to the deserts. It 
is thus not particularly surprising to denote political 
and, potentially, religious (Huyge 2002) messages in 
such locations. 
Nile Valley rock art offers several “formal” commis-
sioned productions (e.a. HendrIckx et al. 2016; darnell 
2018; fig. 4) while Proto- and Early Dynastic rock art 
is relatively rare in the Eastern Desert. Indeed, with 
the exceptions of rare serekh (bégon 2018; PolkowSkI 
2018, pp. 11-12), no Protodynastic and Early Dynastic 
official productions are attested in the deserts. This 
observation is particularly important since it allows 
discussing how these territories were perceived, used 
and controlled by the nascent state. It is also in con-
nection with the Valley that rock art is for the first 
time associated with proto-hieroglyphic inscriptions 
(darnell 2017; darnell et al. 2017). A possible liminal 
nature has been postulated for some specific localities 
associated with regular human activities, such as hunt-
ing grounds or sacred spaces (lIPPIello 2012; gatto et 
al. 2009). Such sites are difficult to identify and future 
research will have to address their true nature. In that 
vein, an unpublished panel recently discovered in the 
direct vicinity of Elkab shows a flotilla of numerous 
“frond boats”, the Predynastic ceremonial barque, on 
a rock that was “lapped if not occasionally covered by 
the water of the inundating Nile (…) [The boats] “may 
have appeared to sail out on the waters of the Nile” 

2 D. Huyge postulated that some of the rock art might have been produced by what he provisionary called “proto-bedouins” (2003; 2004), 
that is to say, “nomads who resided in the desert on a semi-permanent basis, but were in regular contact with Nile Valley dwellers and had 
an intimate knowledge of the natural and cultural Nilotic environment” (2009, p. 6). 
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during the flood (Darnell, Vanhulle, forthcoming).   
Most of Eastern Desert rock art could tentatively be 
associated with Predynastic expeditions sent for eco-
nomic purposes (see klemm 2008 about pre-Pharaonic 
exploitations of Eastern Desert mineral wealth). These 
images probably quite prosaically ensured the appro-
priation of punctually important areas of the desert 
and, perhaps, also played an apotropaic role by ex-
tending the concept of order and control into hostile 
regions. Also, one could not leave aside too easily the 
possibility that “non-Naqadan” people engraved de-
sert rock surfaces. Indeed, « the desert was inhabited 
and used by a pastoral nomadic segment of the Nu-
bian society, many among other groups, which surely 
also played an important role in the management of 
long-distance travel and trading » (gatto 2012, p. 57), 
« these mobile communities became fundamental in 
expanding the superregional sphere of cultural con-
tact and in creating, during the 5th millennium BC, a 
shared set of beliefs and practices, instrumental to the 
dispersal of the ‘Neolithic package’ across the Greater 
Nile Valley and for the rise of the earliest African com-
plex polities in both Nubia and Egypt » (gatto 2019, 
p. 284). Among other groups erased from history were 
nomad “pastro-foragers” (PolkowSkI 2018, p. 7) who 
are attested the Eastern Desert of Egypt and Nubia 
from at least the 6th millennium BC (bobrowkSI et al. 
2013; cooPer 2019). The hypothesis that such groups 
practised rock art alongside the Naqadans cannot be 
easily verified since such productions would offer the 
classic Neolithic combination of human and animal 
figurations. A potential way to distinguish nomad 
productions from Naqadan ones would be to reassess 
compositions generally considered to depict symbolic 
hunting activities. Because the bow does not necessar-
ily make the hunter but could simply be an integral 
part of men paraphernalia, some scenes could relate to 
the daily pastoral life of nomadic communities (fig. 5) 
rather than the capture of wild animals (fig. 3).  
Arguably, these groups were in regular contact with 
the Naqadans and have been progressively impreg-
nated with ideological concepts resulting from the so-
cial hierarchisation at play in Upper Egypt at the time. 
The codified Naqadan iconography and the concepts 
it conveyed spread along exchange networks in Egypt 
and Nubia (cooPer, vanHulle 2019). It is likely that it 
influenced the artistic practices of other communities 
to an extent that cannot yet be determined. 

4. egyPt and nubIa: two faceS of tHe Same coIn?
If the first phase of research saw Lower Nubia being 
far more investigated than Egypt, the flooding of cru-
cial areas by what is now the Lake Nasser makes it im-
possible to check those decades old recordings, nor to 
provide data which are in line with current scientific 
standards. Although the kinship between the engrav-
ings distributed in Lower Nubia and those of Upper 
Egypt has long been acknowledged, their true rela-
tions have never been properly addressed. It is gen-
erally assumed that cattle depictions are reminiscent 
of the pastoral way of life of neolithic Nubian popula-

tions, while boats images are rather testimonies of a 
Naqadan influence beyond the first cataract.  
This strict dichotomy between Egypt and Nubia dur-
ing the 4th millennium BC is outdated: archaeology 
has demonstrated that the traditional image of an om-
nipotent Naqadan culture is now nuanced by a very 
different scheme according to which the whole of Up-
per Egypt, Lower Nubia and the surrounding deserts 
formed a vast region characterised by a strong inter-
culturality (gatto 2014). Deserts formed broad com-
munication routes crossed by mobile communities 
(rIemer, lange, kIndermann 2013). This cultural diver-
sity, which gradually diminished in the Nile Valley as 
the Naqadans spread throughout present-day Egypt, 
Levant and Lower Nubia in the second half of the 4th 
millennium BC is likely to have remained important in 
the deserts. Rock art certainly bears the testimony of 
such intercultural environment.
This new understanding of human occupations in Up-
per Egypt and Lower Nubia during the 4th millennium 
BC invites us to reassess the rock art of this whole re-
gion outside of modern territorial conceptions and cul-
tural categories. The Aswan area and the first cataract, 
where Upper Egyptians and Nubian related people 
were cohabiting during most of the 4th millennium BC 
(gatto 2019), stand out and recent comparative analy-
sis tentatively showed that “the typological peculiari-
ties attested in the area of Aswan and in Lower Nubia 
suggest that this region had its own iconographic and 
cultural identity” (Brémont, Vanhulle, forthcoming). 
This study, which focused on animal and boat depic-
tions, should be extended to other categories of rep-
resentations such as anthropomorphic figures to as-
sess the real extension of this cultural entanglement. 
Indeed, depictions of men with a bended feather on 
their head and a penis sheath (e.a. HellStröm, lang-
balle 1970, corpus A) are well attested both in Nubia 
and in Egypt, especially in the Aswan area (graff et al. 
2018) and in the Eastern Desert (fig. 6). 
Rock art thus complement archaeology in suggest-
ing that Upper Egypt and Lower Nubia formed a 
mixed cultural complex during most of the Neolithic. 
It changes only progressively, as the “Naqadan vari-
ant” developed centres of power and evolved into a 
structured, hierarchical society. The higher percentage 
of boat depictions contemporaneous with the Proto-
dynastic and Early Dynastic phases in Lower Nubia 
(brémont, vanHulle forthcoming, map. 6-7) could be 
explained by the necessity of expressing the control of 
these more loosely inhabited regions by an authority 
which was located far to the north. Economic devel-
opment in Lower Nubia due to the increasing needs 
of Naqadan elites probably motivated some Nubian 
groups to reach a socio-political level comparable to 
the Naqadan one, but their attempts ultimately led 
to their dismissal by the then forming Egyptian State 
(wIllIamS 2011; tallet, SomaglIno 2014).    

new reSearcH PerSPectIveS 
Because rock art studies are dependent on our current 
interpretation of Naqadan imagery and symbolism, 
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it might be argued that focussing only on the poten-
tial meaning of rock art is not sufficient anymore: “to 
reduce rock art research to the study of meaning is 
(…) to overlook information on past cultural develop-
ments, practices and interactions that can be obtained 
through descriptive, quantitative and archaeometric 
analysis (SmItH et al. 2016, p. 1614).
The correlations between the thematics expressed in 
Eastern Desert rock art and those on Naqadan archae-
ological material confirm that most of these produc-
tions have been made by Upper Egyp- tians, so mostly 
by people belonging, or affiliated, to the Naqadan cul-
ture. The great stylistic diversity of Egyptian rock art 
is not sufficient to suggest the presence in the desert of 
other complex cultural units since, obviously, “differ-
ent styles can coexist within the same culture” (layton 
1991, p. 151). However, it is surprising to observe that 
what is generally considered to be a coherent, homo-
geneous, culture could adopt so many different styles 
in rock art and far less in other types of media. This 
could be explained in several different ways, not ex-
clusive to one another: perhaps the “Naqadan culture” 
was not as homogeneous as it is generally considered 
to be and that regional disparities, especially visible 
through ceramic (frIedman 1995), lithic (HolmeS 1989) 
and iconographic (brémont 2018) productions are not 
mere epiphenomena but rather indications of local 
idiosyncrasies (brémont 2020). Although far from be-
ing unanimously accepted, potential artistic and even 
subcultural regional variations might explain the co-
habitation of roughly contemporary but nevertheless 
stylistically dissimilar engravings. As already sug-
gested, an additional possibility is that groups shar-
ing with the Naqadans a common symbolic universe 
engraved rocks using a similar “syntax”. Such groups 
could either be older (e.a. Badarian and Tasian peo-
ple), contemporary or slightly younger (“Eastern De-
sert people” and pastoral nomads: bIntlIff, barnard 
2012) than the Naqadan cultural facies. 
A global and holistic approach of the rock art docu-
mented between the Qena bend and the second cata-
ract coupled with a comparative analysis of the three 
main areas where rock art is distributed has the po-
tential to lead to the adoption of new research para-
digms and to reassess current knowledge, this time on 
a supra-regional scale. It is also time to consider Egyp-
tian and Lower Nubian rock art as one social action 

performed by different though contemporaneous and 
entangled cultural traditions. Only then could we use-
fully address questions such as styles, functions and 
meaning and could we make the best of what rock art 
still has to offer. 

5. concluSIonS

Thanks to a renew dynamism in Egyptian rock art stud-
ies, it is now possible to go beyond mere descriptive 
and interpretative approaches by raising new prob-
lematic. Rock art is an archaeological source which has 
the potential to bring crucial nuances to our current in-
terpretative schemes and research paradigms. In order 
to overcome enduring obstacles, this sub-discipline of 
Egyptology needs to abandon both egyptocentrist and 
nubiocentrist approaches and rather adopt innovative 
interdisciplinary methods. “(…) early tradition of rock 
art persisted for tens of thousands of years, but rock 
art changed dramatically throughout the world during 
the Holocene as a consequence of changing environ-
mental conditions, the adoption of agriculture in vari-
ous regions, and the resulting cultural changes that 
they together brought about (…)” (taçon et al. 2014, 
p. 1062). This is obviously valid in Egypto-Nubian 
contexts since most of figurative rock art has been pro-
duced during the Predynastic period, so a time of great 
sociological, economic, political and religious innova-
tions in the Upper Nile Valley.
If rock art studies might today appear to be a “new 
Eldorado” for Egyptological research, the meanings 
and functions of figurative petroglyphs remains large-
ly elusive. Pre-pharaonic rock art allowed conveying 
symbolic and ideological messages in quite a prag-
matic way. It does not seem to be primarily invested 
with sensorial dimensions, nor making any references 
to gods or spirits. A funerary role is most unlikely ei-
ther, at least as far as the Eastern Desert is concerned. 
As it currently stands, one might suggest that Eastern 
Desert rock art, which marks the landscape through a 
Naqadan “iconographic syntax”, primarily highlights 
the routes taken by multiple mining and exploratory 
expeditions during the entire Predynastic. Produc-
tions from the Nile Valley, located at crossroads be-
tween strategic localities and gateways to main wadis, 
were executed in a very different context and with mo-
tivations that remain to be specified further. 

bIblIograPHy
almagro baScH m., almagro gorbéa m.
1968 Estudios de arte rupestre nubio, I. Yacimientos situados en la orilla 

oriental del Nilo, entre Nag Kolorodna y Kars Ibrim (Nubia Egip-
cia), Madrid. 

aSSelbergHS H.
1961 Chaos en Beheersing. Documenten uit Aeneolithisch Egypte, Lei-

den. 
barta m. 
2010 Swimmers in the Sand, Prague.
2018 The Birth of Supernatural: On the Genesis of Some Later Ancient 

Egyptian Concepts in kaBaciński J., chłodnicki M., koBusiewicz 
M., winiarska-kaBacińska M. (eds.), Desert and the Nile: Prehis-
tory of the Nile Basin and the Sahara – Papers in Honour of Fred 
Wendorf, Poznań (SAArch 15), pp. 669-685.

bégon m.
2018 La royauté thinite et le désert oriental, in «Égypte. Afrique & 

Orient» 90, pp. 13-24.
berger m.
1982 The petroglyphs at Locality 61, in Hoffman M.A. (ed.), The Pre-

dynastic of Hierakonpolis. An Interim Report, Alden Press, Giza/
Macomb, pp. 61-65.

1992 Predynastic Animal-Headed Boats from Hierakonpolis and South-
ern Egypt, in FrIedman, R. & adamS, B. (eds.), The Followers 
of Horus. Studies Dedicated to Michael Allen Hoffman, Oxford 
(ESAP 2/Oxbow Monographs 20), pp. 107-120.

bIntlIff J.-l., barnard H. 
2012 Concluding Remarks, in Barnard H., DuIStermaat K. (eds.) 

2012, The History of the Peoples of the Eastern Desert, Los Ange-
les (Monograph 73), pp. 429-444.



97

Session: New research and news in world rock art - Egypt, North Africa and Near East

brémont A.
2018a Studying People through Animals: Dating as a New Application 

for the Study of Animal Depictions in Naqadan Rock Art, in Huyge 
D., van noten Fr. (eds.), What Ever Happened to the People? 
Humans and Anthropomorphs in the Rock Art of Northern Africa 
Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels, 17-19 September, 
2015, Bruxelles, pp. 475-490.

2018b Into the Wild? Rethinking the Dynastic Conception of the Desert 
Beyond Nature and Culture, in «Journal of Ancient Egyptian In-
terconnections» 17, pp. 1-17.

brémont A., vanHulle D.
Forthcoming A ‘Nubian Touch’? A Rock Art Perspective on Cul-

ture Contacts in the First Cataract Area during the Fourth Millen-
nium BCE, in Gatto M.C., medIcI P., PolkowSkI P.L., förSter F., 
rIemer H. (eds), Current Research in the Rock Art of the Eastern 
Sahara, In Memory of Dirk Huyge (1957-2018).

BoBrowski P., Jórdeczka M., koBusiewicz M., chłodnicki M. 
2013 What Forced the Prehistoric Cattle-Keepers to Emigrate from the 

Red Sea Mountains?, in «Studia Quaternaria» 30 (2), pp. 135-
142.

ČerviČek P.
1974 Felsbilder des Nord-Etbai, Oberägyptens und Unternubiens, Wies-

baden.
1982 Notes on the Chronology of the Nubian Rock Art to the End of the 

Bronze Age, Warminster (Nubian Studies 57).
1986 Rock Pictures of Upper Egypt and Nubia, Roma.
1993 Chorology and Chronology of the Upper Egyptian and Nubian Rock 

Art up to 1400 B.C., in «Sahara» 5, pp. 41-48.
cHeSter G. 
1892 On archaic Engravings on Rocks near Gebel Silsilah in Upper 

Egypt, in «The Archaeological Journal» 49, pp. 121-130. 
cooPer J.
2019 Into the Desert, in «Current World Archaeology» 98, pp. 10-11. 
cooPer J., vanHulle d.
2019 Boats and Routes: New Rock Art in the Atbai Desert, in 

«Sudan&Nubia» 23, pp. 3-12.
curcI a., urcIa a., lIPPIello l., gatto m.c.
2012 Using digital technologies to document rock art in the Aswan-Kom 

Ombo region (Egypt), in «Sahara» 23, pp. 75 – 86.
darnell J.c.
2009 Iconographic Attraction, Iconographic Syntax, and Tableaux of 

Royal Ritual Power in the Pre- and Proto-Dynastic Rock Inscrip-
tions of the Theban Western Desert, in « rchéo-Nil» 19, pp. 83-
107.

2011 The Wadi of the Horus Qa-a: A tableau of royal ritual power in the 
Theban Western Desert, in FrIedman R.F., FISke P.N. (eds), Egypt 
at its Origins 3. Proceedings of the third international conference 
“Origin of the State. Predynastic and Early Dynastic Egypt” (Lon-
don 27th July-1st August 2008), Leuven, pp. 1151-1193.

2013 Theban Desert Road Survey II. The Rock Shrine of Pahu, Gebel 
Akhenaton, and Other Rock Inscriptions from the Western Hinter-
land of Qamûla, Yale.

2015 The Early Hieroglyphic Annotation in the Nag el-Hamdulab Rock 
Art Tableaux, and the Following of Horus in the Northwest Hinter-
land of Aswan, in «Archéo-Nil» 25, pp. 19-43.

2017 The early hieroglyphic inscription at el-Khawy, in «Archéo-Nil » 
27, pp. 49-64.

2018 Homo Pictus and Painted Men: Depictions and Intimations of Hu-
mans in the Rock Art of the Theban Western Desert, in Huyge D., 
van noten Fr. (eds), What Ever Happened to the People? Humans 
and Anthropomorphs in the Rock Art of Northern Africa Royal 
Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels, 17-19 September, 2015, 
Bruxelles, pp. 397-418.

2021 Egypt and the Deserts. Cambridge
darnell J.C., darnell D., HendrIckx S., frIedman R.F.
2002 Theban Desert Road Survey in the Egyptian Western Desert. Vol-

ume 1: Gebel Tjauti Rock Inscriptions 1-45 and Wadi el-Hôl Rock 
Inscriptions 1-45, Chicago

darnell J.c., HendrIckx S., gatto m.c.
2017 Once more the Nag el-Hamdulab early hieroglyphic annotation, in 

«Archéo-Nil 27», pp. 65–74.
darnell J.c., vanHulle d.
Forthcoming Setting a Seal Upon the Desert: Protodynastic and Early 

Dynastic Augmentation and Interpretation of Predynastic Rock 
Art in the Upper Egyptian Deserts, in Gatto M.C., medIcI P., 
PolkowSkI P.L., förSter F., rIemer H. (eds), Current Research 

in the Rock Art of the Eastern Sahara, In Memory of Dirk Huyge 
(1957-2018). 

debono F. 
1950 Désert oriental. Mission archéologique royale 1949, in «Chronique 

d’Égypte» 50, pp. 237-250.
1951 Expédition archéologique royale du désert oriental (Keft-Kosseir). 

Rapport préliminaire sur la campagne 1949, in «Annales du Ser-
vice des Antiquités de l’Égypte» 51 (1), pp. 59-91.

davIS W.V., welSby d.a. 
2020 Travelling the Korosko Road. Archaeological Exploration in Su-

dan’s Eastern Desert, London.
Dunbar J. 
1941 The Rock Pictures of Lower Nubia. Le Caire.
engelmayer r.
1965 Die Felsgravierungen im Distrikt Sayala-Nubien. Teil 1: Die 

Schiffsdarstellungen, Vienna.
evanS l., Hardtke fr, corbIn e., claeS w.
2020 Camouflaged chameleons: A new discovery at the Egyptian site of 

el-Hosh, in «Archaeological and Anthropological Sciences» 12 
(8), pp. 1-9.

frIedman r.f.
1995 Predynastic Settlement Ceramics of Upper Egypt: A Comparative 

Study of the Ceramics of Hemamieh, Nagada, and Hierakonpolis, 
Berkeley-Ann Arbor.

frIedman r.f., HobbeS 
2002 A “Tasian” tomb in Egypt’s Eastern Desert, in FrIedman R. (ed.). 

Egypt and Nubia: Gifts of the Desert, London, pp; 178-191.
fucHS g.
1989 Rock engravings in the Wadi el-Barramiya, Eastern Desert of 

Egypt, in «African Archaeological Review» 7, pp. 127-153.
1991 Petroglyphs in the Eastern Desert of Egypt: New Finds in the Wadi 

el- Barramiya, in «Sahara» 4 pp. 59-70.
gatto m.c.
2012 The Holocene Prehistory of the Nubian Eastern Desert, in Barnard 

H., DuIStermaat K. (eds) 2012, The History of the Peoples of the 
Eastern Desert, Los Angeles (Monograph 73), pp. 42-58.

2016 Nag el-Qarmila and the Southern Periphery of the Naqada Culture, 
in AdamS M.D. (ed.), Egypt at its Origins 4. Proceedings of the 
Fourth International Conference “Origin of the State, Predynas-
tic and Early Dynastic Egypt”. New York, 26th – 30th July 2011, 
Leuven-Paris-Bristol, pp. 227-245.

2019 The Latter Prehistory of Nubia in its Interregional Setting, in raue 
D. (ed.), Handbook of Ancient Nubia. Vol. 1, Berlin-Boston, pp. 
259-291.

gatto m.c., curcI a.
Forthcoming Rock art of the First Nile Cataract Region, in Gatto 

M.C., medIcI P., PolkowSkI P.L., förSter F., rIemer H. (eds), 
Current Research in the Rock Art of the Eastern Sahara, In Memory 
of Dirk Huyge (1957-2018). 

gatto m.c., HendrIckx S., roma S., zamPettI d.
2009 Archaeological Investigation in the Aswan-Kom Ombo Region 

(2007-2008), in «Mitteilungen des Deutschen Archäologischen 
Instituts. Abteilung Kairo» 65, pp. 9- 57.

graff g.
2009 Les peintures sur les vases de Nagada I - Nagada II. Nouvelle ap-

proche sémiologique de l’iconographie prédynastique, Leuven
graff g., baIlly m., kelany a.
2018 Figures d’hommes dans le wadi Abu Subeira (Assouan, Egypte): le 

proche désert investi, in Huyge D., van noten Fr. (eds), What 
Ever Happened to the People? Humans and Anthropomorphs in the 
Rock Art of Northern Africa Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences 
Brussels, 17-19 September, 2015, Bruxelles, pp. 461-474.

green f.w.
1903a Note on an Inscription at Elkab, in « Proceedings of the Society 

of Biblical Archaeology » 25, pp. 215-218.
1903b Prehistoric Drawings at Elkab, in « Proceedings of the Society of 

Biblical Archaeology » 25, pp. 371-372.
Hameeuw H., devIllerS a., claeS w.
2016 Relighting Egyptian Rock Art: Rapid, Accurate HD Imaging of 

Prehistoric Petroglyphs, in Proceedings of First Young Research-
ers Overseas’ Day, Brussels: KAOW-ARSOM. https://doi.
org/10.5281/ZENODO.48060 (24/08/21).

Hardtke fr. 
2012 Rock art around settlements: the boats and fauna at Hierakonpolis, 

Egypt, in Huyge d., van noten fr., SwInne d. (eds), The Signs of 
Which Times? Chronological and Palaeoenvironmental Issues in the 



98

Dorian Vanhulle
NEW PERSPECTIVES ON PREDYNASTIC AND EARLY DYNASTIC ROCK ART IN EGYPT (C. 4500-2600 BC)

Rock Art of Northern Africa, Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences 
Brussels (3rd-5th June 2010), Brussels, pp. 327-348.

2013 The Place of Rock Art in Egyptian Predynastic Iconography - Some 
Examples from the Fauna, in «Rock Art Research» 30 (1), pp. 
103-114.

2016 Occupation and Settlement at Hierakonpolis. A Rock Art Perspec-
tive, in adamS M.D. (ed.), Egypt at its Origins 4. Proceedings of 
the Fourth International Conference “Origin of the State, Predy-
nastic and Early Dynastic Egypt”. New York, 26th-30th July 2011, 
Leuven-Paris-Bristol, pp. 247-269.

2017 The Boats of Hierakonpolis Revisited, in : mIdant-reyneS b., 
trIStant Y. (eds), Egypt at its Origins 5. Proceedings of the Fifth 
International Conference “Origin of the State, Predynastic and Ear-
ly Dynastic Egypt”. Cairo, 13th-18th April 2014, Leuven-Paris-
Bristol, pp. 831-861.

2020 The case of the boats with bulls: from KH to El-Hosh, in «Nekhen 
News» 32, p. 30.

HellStröm P., langballe H.
1970 The Scandinavian joint Expedition to Sudanese Nubia. Vol. 1, The 

Rock Drawings. Stockholm.
HendrIckx S.
2006 The Dog, the Lycaon pictus and Order over Chaos in Predynastic 

Egypt, in KroePer K., chłodnicki M., koBusiewicz M. (eds), Ar-
chaeology of Early Northeastern Africa. In Memory of Lech Krzyza-
niak, Poznań, pp. 723-749.

HendrIckx S., eyckerman m. 
2010 Continuity and Change in the Visual Representations of Predynas-

tic Egypt, in Raffaelle E., Nuzzolo M., IncordIno I. (eds). Re-
cent Discoveries and Latest Researches in Egyptology. Proceedings 
of the First Neapolitan Congress of Egyptology (Naples, 18th-20th 
June 2008), Wiesbaden, pp. 121-144.

2012 Visual Representation and State Development in Egypt, in «Ar-
chéo-Nil» 12, pp. 23-72.

HendrIckx S., droux x., eyckerman m. 
2018 Predynastic Human Representations: Two Sides of a Story, in 

Huyge D., van noten Fr. (eds), What Ever Happened to the 
People? Humans and Anthropomorphs in the Rock Art of Northern 
Africa Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels, 17-19 Sep-
tember, 2015, Bruxelles, pp. 431-443.

HendrIckx S., darnell J.c., gatto m.c., eyckerman m. 
2016 Nag el-Hamdulab au seuil de la Ire dynastie, in «Bulletin de la 

Société Française d’Égyptologie» 195-196, pp. 47-65.
HolmeS d.
1989 The Predynastic Lithic Industries of Upper Egypt. A comparative 

study of the lithic traditions of Badari, Naqada and Hierakonpolis, 
Oxford.

Huyge D.
1995 De Rotstekeningen van Elkab (Boven-Egypte) : registratie, seriatie 

en Interpretatie, Leuven (unpublished Phd thesis).
2002 Cosmology, Ideology and Personal Religious Practice in Ancient 

Egyptian Rock Art, in FrIedman R.F. (ed.), Egypt and Nubia. Gifts 
of the Desert, London, pp. 192-206.

2009a Rock Art, in WIlleke W. (ed.), UCLA Encyclopedia of Egyptol-
ogy, Los Angeles, pp. 1-13. https://escholarship.org/uc/
item/4qx7k7pz (23/08/21).

2009b Detecting Magic in Rock Art: The case of the ancient Egyptian 
‘malignant ass’, in RIemer H., förSter fr., Herb m., PöllatH 
N. (eds), Desert animals in the eastern Sahara: Status, economic 
significance, and cultural reflection in antiquity. Proceedings of an 
Interdisciplinary ACACIA Workshop held at the University of Co-
logne (14th-15th December, 2007), Cologne (Colloquium Africa-
num 4), pp. 293-307.

Huyge D., claeS W.
2013-2015 Art rupestre gravé paléolithique de Haute Égypte : El Hosh 

et Qurta, in «Bulletin de l’Association Scientifique Liégeoise 
pour la Recherche Archéologique» 28, pp. 21-39.

Huyge D., Storemyr P.
2012 A “Masterpiece” of Epipalaeolithic Geometric Rock Art from el-

Hosh, Upper Egypt, in «Sahara 23», pp. 127-132.
Huyge d., vandenbergHe d.a.g., de daPPer m., meeS f., claeS w., 

darnell J.c.
2012 Premiers témoignages d’un art rupestre pléistocène en Afrique du 

Nord : confirmation de l’âge des pétroglyphes de Qurta (Égypte) par 
datation OSL de leur couverture sédimentaire, in Huyge d., van 
noten fr., SwInne d. (eds). The Signs of Which Times? Chrono-
logical and Palaeoenvironmental Issues in the Rock Art of North-

ern Africa, Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels (3rd-5th 
June 2010), Brussels, pp. 257-268.

Ikram S.
2009 Drawing the World: Petroglyphs from Kharga Oasis in «Archéo-

Nil 19», pp. 67-83.
2018 Fat ladies, thin men, blobby people, and body parts: An exploration 

of human representations in the rock art of the north Kharga basin, 
in Huyge D., van noten F. (eds.), What ever happened to the 
people? Humans and anthropomorphs in the rock art of Northern 
Africa. Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels, 17-19 Sep-
tember, 2015, Brussels, pp. 359-370.

JImenez-Serrano a.
2009 Nuevos grafitos descubiertos en Garb Asuán sur, in «Trabajos de 

Egiptología» 5 (2), pp. 17-30.
Judd T. 
2009 Rock art of the Eastern Desert of Egypt: Content, Comparisons, 

Dating and Significance, Oxford.
2010 Recent Discoveries of Rock Art in the Eastern Desert of Egypt, in 

«Archéo-Nil» 20, pp. 156-171.
klemm r., klemm d.d.
2008 Stones and quarries in Ancient Egypt, London.
lankeSter fr.
2013 Desert Boats. Predynastic and Pharaonic era Rock-Art in Egypt’s 

Central Eastern Desert: Distribution, Dating and Interpretation, 
Oxford.

2016 Predynastic Egyptian Rock Art as Evidence for Early Elites “Rite of 
Passage”, in «Afrique : Archéologie & Arts» 12, pp. 81-92.

layton r.
1991 The anthropology of art, Cambridge.
le Quellec J.-l.
2010 Nil et Sahara. 20 ans plus tard, in «Archéo-Nil 20», pp. 62-76.
lIPPIello l.
2012 Landscapes of Ancient Egyptian Religion: Rock Art as Indicator for 

Formal Ritual Spaces during the Formative Stage of the Egyptian 
State, Yale (unpublished PhD thesis).

lIPPIello l., gatto m.c.
2012 Intrasite Chronology and Palaeoenvironmental Reconstruction at 

Khor Abu Subeira South 1 (Aswan, Egypt), in Huyge D., van no-
ten fr., SwInne D. (eds.), The Signs of Which Times? Chronologi-
cal and Palaeoenvironmental Issues in the Rock Art of Northern Af-
rica, Royal Academy for Overseas Sciences Brussels (3rd-5th June 
2010), Brussels, pp. 267-292.

lucarInI g., marIottI e.
2014 The Boats Arch: a new rock art site in Wadi el Obeiyid, in barIcH 

B.E., LucarInI G., Hamdan M.A., HaSSan F.A. (eds.), From lake 
to sand: the archaeology of Farafra Oasis, Western Desert, Egypt, 
Florence, pp. 406-410.

luft u.
2010 Bi’r Minayh: report on the survey 1998 – 2004, Budapest.
merrIman a.
2011 Egyptian Watercraft Models from the Predynastic to Third Interme-

diate Periods, Oxford.
morrow m., morrow m. 
2010 Desert RATS: Rock Art Topographical Survey, Oxford.
murray g.w., derry d.e.
1923 Pre-Dynastic Burial on the Red Sea Coast of Egypt in «Man» 23, 

pp. 129-131.
murray g.w., myerS o.H.
1933. Some Predynastic Rock-Drawings, in «Journal of Egyptian Ar-

chaeology» 19 (3-4), pp. 129-132.
needler w.
1967 A Rock-Drawing on Gebel Sheikh Suliman (near Wadi Halfa) Show-

ing a Scorpion and Human Figures, in «The Journal of American 
Research Center in Egypt» 6, pp. 87-91.

nIlSSon m. 
Forthcoming Stylistic diversity and spatial distribution: recent 

rock art documentation in Gebel el-Silsila – Shatt el-Rigal, in Gat-
to M.C., medIcI P., PolkowSkI P.L., förSter F., rIemer H. (eds.), 
Current Research in the Rock Art of the Eastern Sahara, In Memory 
of Dirk Huyge (1957-2018).

PetrIe w.m.fl.
1888 A Season in Egypt, 1887, London.
1893 Ten Years Digging in Egypt, London (2nd ed.).
PItrovSky  
1983 Вади аллаки. Путь к золотым рудникам нубии. 

Древнеегипетские наскальные наДписи. результаты работ 



99

Session: New research and news in world rock art - Egypt, North Africa and Near East

археологической экспеДиции ан ссср В египетской 
арабской республике 1961- 1962, 1962- 1963 гг. [Wadi Allaqi. 
Le chemin aux mines d’or de Nubie. Inscriptions rupestres 
égyptiennes anciennes. Résultats des travaux de l’expédition 
archéologique de l’Académie des Sciences de l’URSS en Répu-
blique arabe égyptienne, 1961- 1962, 1962-1963], Moscow. 

PolkowSkI P.
2018 Egyptian Rock Art, in Smith C. (ed.), Encyclopedia of Global Ar-

chaeology, Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
319-51726-1_3334-1 (24/08/21).

2019 Ladies, sandals and giraffes. Four decades of rock art research by 
the Dakhleh Oasis Project, in bowen g.e., HoPe, C.A. (eds), The 
Oasis Papers 9: A tribute to Anthony J. Mills after forty years of 
research in Dakhleh Oasis. Proceedings of the ninth international 
conference of the Dakhleh Oasis Project, Oxford, pp. 9-24.

2020 World of Images or Imaginary World? Rock Art, Landscape and 
Agency in the Western Desert of Egypt, in DIrkSen S., KraStel 
L. (eds). Epigraphy through Five Millennia: Texts and Images in 
Context, Cairo (Sonderschrift des deutschen archäologischen 
Instituts, Abteilung Kairo 43), pp. 255-284.

redford S., redford d.b. 
1989 Graffiti and petroglyphs old and new from the Eastern Desert, in 

«Journal of the American Research Center in Egypt» 26, pp. 
3-49.

reScH 
1967 Die Felsbilder Nubiens. Eine Dokumentation der ostägyptischen 

und nubischen Petroglyphen, Austria.
rIemer H.
2009 Prehistoric Rock Art Research in the Western Desert, in «Archéo-

Nil» 19, pp. 31-47.
rIemer H., lange m., kIndermann k. 
2013 When the Desert Dried Up: Late Prehistoric Cultures and Contacts 

in Egypt and Northern Sudan, in Raue D., SeIdlmayer S.J., SPeISer 
P. (eds.), The First Cataract of the Nile: One Region - Diverse Per-
spectives, Berlin, pp. 157-183.

rIemer H., kröPelIn , zboray a.
2017 Climate, Styles and Archaeology: An Integral Approach Towards 

an Absolute Chronology of the Rock Art in the Libyan Desert (East-
ern Sahara), «Antiquity» 91, pp. 7-23.

roHl d.
2000 The Followers of Horus. Eastern Desert Survey Report. Vol. 1, 

Abingdon.
SmItH cl., domIngo danz I., JackSon G.
2016 Beswick Creek Cave six decades later: change and continuity in the 

rock art of Doria Gudaluk, in «Antiquity» 90 (354), pp. 1613-
1628.

Storemyr P. 
2009 A Prehistoric geometric rock art landscape by the first Nile Cataract, 

in «Archéo-Nil» 19, pp. 119-149.

Sukova L.
2011a The Rock Art of Lower Nubia: Czechoslovak concession. Prague.
2011b The Rock Paintings of Lower Nubia: Czechoslovak concession. 

Prague.
2017 The Rock Art of Northeast Africa: Methodological Achievements 

and Perspectives of Further Research, in «Journal of African Ar-
chaeology» 15, pp. 234-255.

taçon S.c., HIdalgo tan n., o’connor S., xuePIng J., gang l., curn-
oe d., bulbeck d., HakIm b., SumantrI I., tHan H., SokrItHy I., 
cHIa S., kHun-neay k., kong S.

2014 The global implications of the early surviving rock art of greater 
Southeast Asia, in «Antiquity» 88, pp. 1050-1064. 

tallet P., SomaglIno cl. 
2014 Une campagne en Nubie sous la Ière dynastie. La scène nagadienne 

du Gebel Sheikh Suleiman comme prototype et modèle, in «NeHeT» 
1, pp. 1-46.

urcIa a., darnell J.c., darnell c., zaIa S.e.
2018 From Plastic Sheets to Tablet PCs: A Digital Epigraphic Method for 

Recording Egyptian Rock Art and Inscriptions, in «African Ar-
chaeological Review» 2 (35), pp. 169-189.

vahalla F., ČerviČek P.
1999 Katalog der Felsbilder aus der tschechoslwakischen konzession in 

Nubien, Prague.
vanHulle d.
2018 Boat Symbolism in Predynastic and Early Dynastic Egypt: An 

ethno-Archaeological Approach, in «Journal of Ancient Egyptian 
Interconnections» 17, pp. 137-187.

vanHulle d., gatto m.c., HendrIckx S., cooPer J., Hamdan m., nIco-
lInI S., darnell J.c., curcI a., urcIa a.

In prep. Crossroads of Art: Preliminary Report of an Exceptional 
Rock Art Concentration in the Desert East of Aswan (Egypt)

weIgall A.
1909 Travels in the Upper Egyptian Deserts, Edinburgh
wIllIamS b.b.
2011 Relations between Egypt and Nubia during the Naqada Period, in 

Teeter E. (ed.), Egypt Before the Pyramids, Chicago, pp. 81-93.
wIllIamS b.b., logan th.J., murnane J.
1987 The Metropolitan Museum Knife Handle and Aspects of Pharaonic 

Imagery Before Narmer, in «Journal of Near Eastern Studies» 46 
(4), pp. 245-285.

wInkler H.A.
1938 Rock-Drawings of Southern Upper Egypt I. Sir Robert Mond Des-

ert Expedition. Saison 1936-1937, London.
1939 Rock-Drawings of Southern Upper Egypt II. Sir Robert Mond Des-

ert Expedition. Saison 1937-1938, London.

Fig. 1 - Map of Upper Egypt illus-
trating the main clusters of rock art 
in Upper Egypt and in the Eastern 
Desert. 
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Fig. 2 - Unpublished panel recently discovered in the vicinity of As-
wan (© AKAP).

Fig. 3 - Decorated panel from Wadi Barramiya showing the capture 
of wild animals and a large boat reminiscent of Naqadan iconogra-
phy (Rohl 2000, p. 41, n°9).

Fig. 4 - A flotilla, a king, and its court on Panel 7a at Nag el-Hamdu-
lab (from Hendrickx et al. 2016: fig.16).

Fig. 5 - Unpublished panel recently discovered in the desert east of 
Aswan and decorated with with figure showing both Naqadan and 
Lower Nubian stylistic features (© AKAP).

Fig. 6 - Selection of anthropomorphs from the Eastern Desert with one or two bended feathers on their head and/or a penis sheath (Rohl 2000, 
pp. 32, 39, 105). 


