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A Study of the Relationship of Egypt and Aegean (ivilization in Ancient Time

GUO Dan- tong
(The Institute for the History of Ancient Civilizations, Northeast Normal U nivesity, Changchun 10024, Chim)

Abstract: Egypt is not near to the A egean Civilization by land, thus the relationship of two lands is in the trading and the diplo-
matic come— and- go by sea. According to the order of time, the come— and— go of two lands could be divided into two phras
es: firstly Egypt has the relationship with Minoan Culture by Cyprus during the Hyksos Dynasty; secondly Egypt keeps the dr
rect relationship with Mycenaean culture. The alliance of tw o lands is a loose cooperation in trade, but not a relat ively fixing ak
liance in politics. T he come— and— go of two lands is carried out only by the governments, and has relations to the collapse of
M inoan culture as well as the rising of M ycenaean culture.
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