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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and presentation of the tombs

A Mycenaean tholos tomb consists of a circular, subterranean burial chamber, roofed by a
corbelled vault and approached by a dromos that narrows to the stomion or opening into the
tomb chamber. The chamber is built of stone rather than simply being hewn out of the
bedrock. Such tholoi tombs were usually, though not invariably, set into slopes or hillsides.
Burials were laid out on the floor of the tomb chamber, or were placed in pits, cists, or shafts
cut into this floor. 116 tholos tombs were studied on the Greek Mainland and the Aegean
islands by O. Pellon in 1970s. Today we can add several examples on the Mainland, from
Messenia there are the Diodia, Ckalkias, Kroikanos and Iklaina tholos tombs.1 With the
recent studies the numbers of tholos tombs have been increased to 127 on the Greek
Mainland. Nine important tholos tombs which are located in Mycenae are investigated much
better than the others. Their modern names are given after the location for example, Epano
Phournos, Kato Phournos and Panagia; or were named after caved images made in or near
them such as the Lion Tomb, the Tomb of the Genii; or they can be named from the
architectural construction technique, like Cyclopean Tomb; Sometimes even members of the
ruling house of Mycenae have been used in naming tombs such as the tombs of Aegisthus,
Atreus and Clytemnestra.2 Nine royal tholos tombs were built in the immediate vicinity of the
Mycenaean citadel in the 15th and 14th centuries BC. The most monumental of these are the
Treasury of Atreus and the Tomb of Clytemnestra, with imposing façades. They were robbed
in antiquity like the other tholos tombs.

1.2. Aim and goal

The definition and meaning of Bronze Age tholos tombs is not clear from previous studies.
There are different views about exactly what they meant. Due to the confusion of meaning for
the tholos tomb we need to find a precise and clear definition. Fernand Robert tried to find the
meaning of “tholos” in his study about Greek circular structures of the first millennium B.C.3
According to him, the origin of the word is a mud-brick hut which was formed by overlapping
1

Blackman 2001-2002, 47-48.
Maravelia 2002, 63.
3
Robert 1939, 45.
2
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like a pyramid and towering in circular piles of branches. The other meaning of it is that the
roof has given the name to the shape.4 Ingo Pini, the tomb structure should have masonry
construction to the top built around the round pit dug on the surface of the soil. The vault of
the tomb should be closed by stones to form a corbelled dome. Finally there should be a
dromos leading into the structure. This definition is also supported by Oliver Pelon.5 The
distinction between the types of tholos tombs in terms of architectural form has been based on
A.J.B. Wace’s classification of the tholos tombs in Mycenae. The aim of this study is to create
a unity out of the confusion caused by the different definitions of the tholos tomb. It will also
aim to clarify the tholos tomb in architectural sense by the classification of architectural
features seen in the tombs on the Greek Mainland. Initially we will present the definition of
the tholos tomb, and on the basis of this definition tombs will be separated into the four
different sections. These architectural sections will be more obvious after the comparison of
all tholos tombs. The similarities, differences and regional distributions of the tholos tombs
will be presented in the catalogue. This study will hopefully be helpful for future work in this
area.

1.3. Method

In this thesis, initially, the current publications will be gathered and a study of the literature
will be made. The definition and meaning of Bronze Age tholos tombs is not clear from
previous studies. There are different views about exactly what they meant. Due to the
confusion of meaning for the tholos tomb I will try to find a precise and clear definition. It is
general agreement that Koryphasion tholos tomb is the earliest real tholos tomb on the Greek
Mainland, but examples of tholos tombs are known also from Messera in Crete. However,
there are several examples known from Kolophon and Panaztepe in Turkey. Due to the width
of the subject, this thesis does not include these areas. The regional interaction and similarities
of these tombs should be examined in different studies.
These tholos tombs were built on the ground or hewn into the rock of the hillside. The
Mycenaeans took their materials from the surface or from stone quarries to cover the tomb
with a wall. Tholos tombs are the result of a long experience of the use of stone. The materials
which have been used in tholos tomb, has been useful to understand the availability of the
4
5
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geology of the area. There are just three stone materials “limestone, conglomerate and poros”
used for the construction of the tholos tombs, the features and the using areas of these stones
will be described in chapter 2, Stone materials of the tholos tomb.
The typological classification of these tholos tombs is made by Wace for the Mycenae
tholos tombs and it accepted by the scholars. According to his classification the tombs are
separated to three groups and the features of this classification will be presented in chapter 3,
Classification of the tholos tomb. According to me, we can use this classification for the other
tholos tombs of the Mainland.
One of the main parts of this thesis is chapter 4, Construction of the tholos tomb. There
are usually 3 main sections mentioned when discussing the definition of the tholos tomb. But
that is not all; the tholos tomb is actually composed of 4 main sections. These sections,
tumulus, tholos, dromos and stomion will be described in this chapter. One of the important
discussions on this subject is the origin and the origin of the tholos tomb is divided into two
main theories by scholars and the main points of contention between the two primary theories
can be divided into four categories. All these categories and suggestions will be examined in
chapter 5, Origin of the tholos tomb.
Finally in catalogue, the measurement, name, location and dates of 127 tholos tombs
will be described. I hope this catalogue can be useful for other studies.

1.4. Research history

There are hundreds of publications on this subject. The first studies were published with the
discovery of nine tholos tombs in Mycenae. By the time Schliemann arrived at the site, it
would appear that five tholos tombs, including the Treasury of Atreus, some of whose
sculptures were purchased by Lord Elgin and brought back to London, and the Lion Gate
were clearly visible. Minor work at Mycenae had been begun already in 1840 by the Greek
Archaeological Society, but the first extensive investigations at the site were only conducted
by Heinrich Schliemann, who had visited the site in 1868 and applied unsuccessfully for a
permit to excavate in 1870. The first systematic excavations of tholos tombs were started in
1873 by Henrich Schliemann with the drilling of the Atreus tholos tomb.6 And the results
were published by Stamatakis in his article ‘Περί του παρα το Ηραίον Καθαρισθεντοσ ταφον’
in 1878 and in Athenische Mitteilungen in 1879. Also Schliemann published his results in his
6

Stamatakis 1878, 271-286.
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book Mycenae: A narrative of researches and discoveries at Mycenae and Tiryns in 1880.
Schliemann also excavated the Orchomenos tholos in 1880, 1881 and 1886. After his
excavations the Orchomenos tholos was again examined by Heinrich Bulle and Wilhelm
Dörpfeld. They investigated the stratigraphy around the side wall.7 After Schliemann left for
Troy, work was continued by the Greek representative of the Archaeological Society,
Panoiotis Stamatakis, who cleared the Atreus tholos tomb. After him, the excavations at the
site were resumed by Christos Tsountas, who, between 1880 and 1902, succeeded in
uncovering many of the remains on the summit, over one hundred chamber tombs, and the
remaining four tholos tombs. Though he never published a full account of his findings,
Tsountas did produce a detailed architectural description of the remains that had been exposed
to date. Also the Aegisthus tholos tomb was partially excavated by Tsountas and published by
him and Manatt in The Mycenaean age: A study of the monuments and culture of PreHomeric Greece in 1892. Together with the tombs at Mycenae, several examples from the
Mainland had been found by Tsountas. However, R. Bohn worked on Menidi Tholos and
made an investigation which is the best documentation of 1880.8 This tholos tomb was
published by Bohn, Köhler, Lolling and Furtwȁngler in their book Das Kuppelgrab von
Menidi in 1880. After his study Wilhelm Dörpfeld examined one of the Kakovatos tholoi in
1908 and he described it in the Athenische Mitteilungen. Tiryns was discovered by the
German archaeological mission which was directed by George Karo in 1913.9 Tiryns is one of
the most important centers for tholos tombs because this city is very close to Mycenae.
However, only one tholos tomb was discovered in this area. In the 1920s Alan John Bayard
Wace examined the tholos tombs which were found around the Mycenae area and defined
them in his article ‘The report of the school excavations at Mycenae’ in 1921-1923. His
studies are the basic publications for the tholos tombs of Mycenae.
The situation was similar in Thessaly. In 1905 K. Kourouniotis examined the Volos
Tholos. Its dromos was not completely excavated because of the construction of a modern
hut. A plan was published by him. In 1912, A. Arvanitopoulos worked on the cleaning and
consolidation of the Volos Tholos. He also uncovered the dromos a little more and he
published his findings in “Πρακτικά της εν Αθήναις Αρχαιολογικής Εταιρείας” in 1912.
Laconia is another region on the Mainland where three tholos tombs were located. They were

7
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investigated by K. Rhomaios.10 Nine tholos tombs were discovered on the west slope of the
Analipsis hill in Vourvourna. The biggest one of those nine tholoi was excavated by
Rhomaios in 1954 but the other tholos tombs were robbed in 1956 and 1957 before they were
excavated. These tholos tombs were published by him in his articles ‘Ανασκαφικη ερευνα
κατα την αναληψιν’ in 1954 and in 1956. The majority of the studies of in the southwestern
Mainland were made in the 1950s by Marinatos11 and an American expedition directed by
William Taylour. In the 1960s Marinatos continued his studies on the Koukounara12,
Tourliditsa13, Péristéria14, Mouriatada15, and Routsi16 tholos tombs.
It is general agreement that Koryphasion, located in the southwest part of Messenia, is
the earliest real tholos tomb on the Greek Mainland.17 The first studies about the grave were
made at the end of 19th century. In 1960, Sinclair Hood reported approximately one hundred
graves which were of the same type as the Koryphasion tholos tomb.18 In Attica, the tombs
were begun to be excavated in the 1880s. In the Thorikos area, two new tholos tombs were
discovered in 1888 and they were studied by Stais in 1890 and 1893.19 They were named
Thorikos Tholos A and Tholos B. From 1963 to 1976 a Belgian team, who worked in area,
finished the examination of tombs. In 1968, J. Servais and H. Gasche made additional
drillings all over the tumulus and at the entrance of the dromos and they cleaned the chamber
of tholos tombs. The excavation of the tombs began in 1972 and ended in 1975.20 In another
study Stais focused on the Dimini tholos tombs. There were two tholos tombs named Tholos
A and Tholos B. Dimini Tholos A was excavated by J. Kondakis in 1886 and Dimini Tholos
B was excavated by Stais21 in 1901. The other tholos tombs in the region of Marathon were
discovered by G. Soitiriadis in the 1933-1934 season. The tomb chambers were cleared again
by I. Papadimitrou in 1958 and restored by the Anastyloses Service, managed by E. Stikas.22
Many tholos tombs have been found outside the Mainland. Striking examples come
from the Aegean islands, the Achladia, Vassiliki, Erganos and Knossos tholos tombs. By the
10
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1980s new tholos tombs were discovered in Messenia. K. Demakopolu23 excavated a
Mycenaean tholos tomb located 5 km southwest of Kokla and which was unknown before
1981-1982. In the same years one more tholos tomb was discovered by T. Spyropoulos in
Pellanes.24 One year later three tholos tombs began to be excavated in Prasion.25 In 1981, the
Psari Tholos tomb, which was located 6 km southwest of Malthi was discovered by G.E.
Hatzi. In 1987, T. Papadopoulos discovered a tholos tomb at Kallithea and he noted that its
roof was collapsed.26 New discoveries were continued in the 1990s. The Petroto Tholos was
discovered but was destroyed during the construction of a farm road. 30-40 human skeletons
were found in the chamber of the tomb.27 The other discovery from the 90s was the tomb at
Tzannata Porou, located on the north slope of Bozzi hill. And there were two more tholos
tombs at Vigla Kaplani.

2. STONE MATERIALS OF THE THOLOS TOMB

The tholos tomb was the type of grave which was used at Mycenae towards the end of the LH
era and it is occasionally referred to as the beehive tomb. It resembles the chamber tomb in
that it has the same number of parts. The tholos tomb was built on the ground or hewn into the
rock of hillside. It possesses a dromos, a stomion and a chamber. However, the difference is
that its chamber is a tholos with a conical vault and resembling a beehive. Another distinction
is its construction, especially the artificial roofing of conglomerate blocks which cover the
chamber. The earliest tholos tomb at Mycenae is believed to have appeared at the beginning
of the LHI period, early in the 16th century.28 Usually, the materials which were used in
building construction are examined first. The Mycenaeans took their materials from the
surface or from stone quarries to cover the tomb with a wall.29 Tholos tombs are the result of a
long experience in the use of stone.

23
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2.1. Limestone

Limestone is a sedimentary rock composed largely of minerals and aragonite, which are
different crystal forms of calcium carbonate. Many limestone types are composed from
skeletal fragments of marine organisms such as coral of foraminifera. Different type of stones
can be used for the tholos tombs but limestone appears quite often. Furthermore, limestone is
a material widely used in the Aegean. The Orchomenos tholos tomb was built with semicrystalline and hard limestone which was common in Levadia region. However, some types of
limestone are tough enough to resist the pressure of the dome. The presence of cracks is rare
in the walls of the stomion and the chamber.30 The most robust of the limestones was used to
create the base for the dome. In the Kato Phournos tholos tomb and the Lions tholos tomb,
which are located in the Argolis area, small limestone blocks were put on top of a large series
of carved blocks of conglomerate. This feature is certainly made to protect the wall from soil
moisture and perhaps to increase the strength of the structure. This detail is also seen in the
two tholos tombs of Thorikos.31 In the Aegisthus tholos tomb all structures were constructed
by limestone except the inner block of the lintel. The original façade and doorway of the tomb
were of rubble masonry mortared with the yellow clay. The doorway is roofed with three
lintel blocks, the two outer of rough limestone and the inner of conglomerate. The lintel
blocks are short and only just overlap the side walls of the doorway. Sometime after the tomb
was first built it was decided to improve its appearance by erecting a new and better façade in
front of the original one. For this purpose the rock was cut away to a depth of some 0.80 m. in
front of the façade, and a foundation of small stones with the interstices closely packed with
yellow clay was laid down. On this a foundation course of large rectangular blocks of
conglomerate was laid. Above them rise the piers of the second façade of good ashlar
masonry. The two lowest courses are of conglomerate, while the remaining seven are of soft
poros.32 It is generally accepted that the limestone has a property which may break easily and
for large tombs it is not strong enough to withstand the pressure on the lintel blocks. Because
of this, conglomerate was used to withstand the pressure on the lintel blocks. In Mycenae,
only the Aegisthus tholos tomb lintels have two limestone blocks which were better
preserved, whereas conglomerate was used in the side of the chamber and at the highest level
of the roof. For the lintels blocks of the biggest tholos tombs of Messenia, like Ano Englianos
30

Tsountas 1889, 139-140.
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tholos tomb, Peristeria’s tholos one, and tholos A of Kakovatos, conglomerate was used. 33 In
addition, in the Kambos tholos tomb and in the Menidi tholos tomb, special-quality limestone
was used. Limestone has been used for large blocks of many tholos tombs.

2.2. Conglomerate

Conglomerate is a rock consisting of individual clastic rocks within a finer-grained matrix that
have become cemented together. They are sedimentary rocks consisting of rounded fragments
and are thus different from breccias, which consist of angular clastic. Along with the
limestone, conglomerate is quite common in Mycenae. This type of stone was certainly
chosen due to the durability against moisture and crushing. After the tomb of Genii, the most
common use of conglomerate is seen in the stomion of the Panagia tholos tomb. This tomb
has been a model for the others. The stomion of the Kato Phournos is the best example of the
use of processed limestone and conglomerate. No stomion of the other tombs has the
precision and perfection of the stomion of the Kato Phournos tholos tomb. The technique
which was created by using a combination of conglomerate and limestone was used perfectly
in the Clytemnestra and Atreus tholos tombs. The outer surface of the big conglomerate block
is very hard and for this reason stone masons have developed advanced cutting techniques.

2.3. Poros

This stone type is carved and formed very simply. It is lighter and appears more beautiful than
the famous Poros marble.34 This porous stone was first processed in Messenia and the
Argolid. It is close to sandstone. The use of regular stone surfaces carefully carved blocks
allowed the creation of decorative building façades. These decorative building façade
provided a monumental entrance around the main gate. In the Panagia tholos tomb, the basis
of the structure was formed by two large squared poros blocks which surrounded the façade.
Because of its soft structure, poros was used rarely in the walls of the chamber or in the
façade of the stomion. Due to the use of more robust stone, poros was rarely used in the small
tholos tombs of south Messenia. However, it was used partly in the Kambos tholos tomb and
the Voidokilia tholos tomb, but poros was also the only stone material in the two tholos tombs
33
34

Dörpfeld 1908, 306; Blegen 1954, 30.
Waelkens 1992, 10.

15

of Tragana. The use of poros was intensified with the Lions and Kato Phournos tholos tombs.
As a result of moisture and erosion, the walls of the Lion tholos tomb were badly preserved
and the poros was transformed to sand. The use of poros lintel blocks is quite surprising in the
Tragana tholos tomb one. According to Marinatos this unusual usage of poros was because of
the lack of good-quality materials.

3. CLASSIFICATION OF THE THOLOS TOMB

The first classification of the tholos tomb into groups was made by Wace for the tholos tombs
in Mycenae and it was accepted by the scholars.35According to his classification the tombs
were separated into three groups and we can use this classification for the other tholos tomb
of the Greece Mainland.
Group I: The Cyclopean Tomb (fig. 1), Epano Phournos Tholos (fig. 2) and Tomb of
Aegisthus (fig. 3). The cupola have diameters of 8.0, 11.0, and over 13 meters respectively.
They are characterized by the following distinctive constructional features:
a. The construction is executed throughout in rubble masonry composed of hard
limestone fieldstone (no cut stone is employed)
b. There is no blocking wall at the exterior end of the dromos.
c. No particular care is taken in the construction of the stomion (doorway) except for
the use of larger stones in the jambs.
d. Short lintel blocks roof the stomion. The inner most lintel block is not carved to
match the twin curve in the vault of the tomb chamber.
e. There is no relieving triangle above the lintel blocks of the stomion.
f. No walls line the dromos except in the Tomb of Aegisthus, in which such lining
walls are restricted to those portions of the dromos above the level of the ground surface from
which the tomb was originally cut.
Group II. Kato Phournos (fig. 4), Panagia Tholos (fig. 5), Lion Tholos (fig. 6). The
cupola of these tombs have diameters of 10.0, 8.0, and 14 meters respectively. They are
characterized by the following distinctive constructional features:
a. The dromoi are lined with mixtures of hard limestone rubble and poros ashlar
masonry.
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b. Two of the three tombs preserve traces of a blocking wall at the exterior end of the
dromos.
c. The stomion is built of cut conglomerate blocks, although these blocks are hammerdressed and not cut with a saw.
d. A relieving triangle is regular above the lintel blocks of the stomion.
e. The exterior facades of the stomia in two of these three tombs are faced with poros
ashlar masonry which covers the conglomerate masonry of the rest of the stomion.
f. The basal course within the tomb chamber consist of hammer-dressed conglomerate
blocks.
g. The innermost lintel blocks of the stomion is cut to match the curves, both
horizontal and vertical, of the vaulting in the tomb chamber. The lintel blocks are much longer
than were those of the tholoi in Group I.
h. The Lion tomb had a wooden door at the exterior end of stomion to control access
into the tomb chamber, rather than the rubble blocking wall in this position typical of the
other tombs in both this group and Group I.
Group III. The Atreus tholos tomb (fig. 9), Tomb of Clytemnestra (fig. 8), Tomb of the
Genii (fig. 7), these tombs have diameters of 14.5, 13.4, and 8.4 meters respectively. They are
characterized by the following distinctive constructional features:
a. In two of the three tombs, the dromoi are lined with ashlar conglomerate masonry,
hammer-dressed rather than sawn. In the Tomb of the Genii, the living walls are of rubble
limestone, a feature explained, like the smaller size of this tomb, as an economy measure on
the part of its builders.
b. The stomia, inclusive of their exterior facades, are built of ashlar conglomerate
masonry. Many of the blocks are sawn rather than hammer-dressed.
c. The tomb chambers are constructed throughout of ashlar conglomerate masonry.
The blocks are hammer-dressed in the Atreus tholos tomb but mostly sawn in the Tomb of
Clytemnestra.
d. The exterior facades of the stomia in the Atreus tholos tomb and the Tomb of
Clytemnestra are extensively decorated with relief sculpture in a variety of colored stones.
This relief decoration consists of half-columns and a variety of horizontal friezes, the
constituent slabs of which are dowelled to the conglomerate blocks of the stomion façade
proper. In both tombs, the hole of the relieving triangle would have been masked by relief
sculpture.
17

e. The Atreus tholos tomb has a rectangular side chamber opening off the main tomb
chamber, a feature paralleled only in Tholos A at Arkanes (early 14 th century BC) and in the
Orchomenos tholos tomb in Boeotia (probably 13th century BC.) The principle burials in the
Atreus tholos tomb were probably placed in this side chamber. Two fragments of relief
sculpture in gypsum which feature bulls, both now in the British Museum, are thought by
most authorities to have formed part of the original sculpted decoration of the walls of the
side chamber, although some scholars have placed them on the exterior façade of the stomion.
Nail holes in parallel horizontal rows on the interior of the vault of the Atreus tholos tomb
chamber probably held gilded bronze rosettes. The Orchomenos tholos tomb is similarly
equipped.
f. Within the stomia there is evidence of separate thresholds, wooden doorframes, and
wooden doors. These doors were placed in the middle of the length of the stomion rather than
just inside the exterior façade as in the earlier Lion tholos tomb. Such a relocation of the doors
was probably designed to protect them from exposure to weathering. The elaborate decoration
of the façades of the Group III tholoi, however, as well as the employment of cut stone
carefully covered with plaster, surely show that the façades of these tombs were intended to
be showpieces. It is therefore unlikely that the dromoi of these tombs were ever purposefully
filled-in while royalty held sway at Mycenae
g. Relieving triangle above the lintel blocks of the stomion, blocking walls at the
exterior end of the dromos, and the cutting of the innermost lintel block of the stomion to
match the twin curves of the tomb chamber’s vault are all features of this group which are
also characteristic of Group II. The size of some of the lintel blocks in the tombs of Group III
is gigantic: the innermost lintel block in the Atreus tholos tomb, for example, is estimated to
weigh some 120 tons.

4. CONSTRUCTİON OF THE THOLOS TOMB

There are usually 3 main sections mentioned when discussing the definition of the tholos
tomb. But that is not all; the tholos tomb is actually composed of 4 main sections. These
sections are tumulus, tholos, dromos and stomion.
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4.1 Tumulus

A tumulus (plural tumuli) is a mound of earth and stones raised over a grave or graves. A
tumulus, composed largely or entirely of stones, is usually referred to as a cairn. A wide
tumulus is usually for number of burials. The tumulus is one of the general characteristic for
the tholos tomb. It is still visible despite the natural erosion which it suffered throughout the
ages. Some of the tumuli are easily seen and are preserved in almost original shape, like the
tomb of Genii (fig. 59) in Mycenae and the Tiryns tholos tomb (fig. 60) and the Dimini tholos
A (fig. 61). In a survey which was conducted by Wace on a point with less risk of erosion, he
detected that the tumulus of the Atreus tholos tomb (fig. 62) was deformed due to erosion.36
Tumulus remains are still visible in the Prosymna tholos tomb, discovered, Stamakis in
1878.37 Valmin observed the frequency of the preservation of tumuli at Messenia tholos
tombs in 1932.38 According to his result the tumuli were observed extensively in the
southwest in part of the Peloponnese. The tholos tombs of these tumuli were counted by Hope
Simpson and Mcdonald but many of them have not been investigated. 39 The construction of
these tumuli was investigated during the borings around the Clytemnestra, Aegisthus and
Atreus tholos tombs.
Tumuli are not just a hill of large chunks of stone and gravel, they usually have a layer
of clay covering the dome in the form of a skullcap. McDonald and Hope Simpson were
convinced that the tumuli of Koukounara region have a layer of red-colored clay.40 In
addition, Marinatos examined the layer of white clay from the collapsed dome of Tholos
Tomb 1 in Peristeria and suggested that it was the remains of a clay cup. The dimensions of
the tumuli are proportional to the tomb which it covers. The roof stone of Malthi Tholos 1 has
emerged through the intense erosion, and the masonry base of the hill which forms the
tumulus was surrounded by a wall. This wall’s function is to prevent the flowing soil of the
erosion.41 These surrounding walls have been destroyed by the villagers and robbers so some
of the walls are far from certain. Stamatakis was determined that there were surrounding walls
at the Lion tholos (fig. 6) tomb and Prosymna tholos tomb (fig. 10) 42 but according to Wace
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there was no evidence of the surrounding wall on these tholos tombs.43 Likewise, Tsountas
was determined that there was a surrounding wall of the Arkines tholos A in Laconia, but
Helen Waterhouse, Sinclair Hood and Hope Simpson did not describe the presence of the
wall. We can see an example in the Messenia Tragana tholos tomb (fig. 26), where a
surrounding wall, which was defined by Skias could not be rediscovered by Marinatos and
Kourouniotis in the later excavations. The discovery of the Atreus and Clytemnestra
surrounding walls happened in the 1960s. In 1952 and 1953, Lord William Taylor and Hood
discovered an inclined wall between the Aegisthus and the Clytemnestra tholos tombs. The
surface of this wall which was made by poros stone, consists of rubble and it holds the soil of
the Clytemnestra tholos tomb’s tumulus. In 1939 Wace discovered a surrounding wall at the
foothills of the tumulus of the Atreus tholos tomb. This wall was made by poros and it
consists of rubble just like the surrounding wall of the Clytemnestra tholos tomb. Unlike what
is normal, the shape of this wall is almost horseshoe-shaped and it is a remarkable feature.
The shapes of these surrounding walls are frequently circular and they surround the tumulus
supporting the side walls of the dromos. This was observed in Tholos B in Dimini and two
tholos tomb from Thorikos. However, in the Dendra tholos tomb (fig. 11) there are also flat
walls on both sides of the dromos which have the same function. Because of the destruction,
there is not much evidence for the surrounding walls in the Messenia tholos tombs. Valmin
mentioned that in his examination of tholoi and tumuli, the Malthi tholos tomb 1 was
surrounded by a foundation wall. The other tholos tombs of this area have similar architecture
but the lack of evidence for the surrounding wall is notable.44 In addition, the best preserved
surrounding wall was found in the southern Peloponnese. This semi-circular wall is about 25
m in diameter and it surrounded the Peristeria tholos tombs 2 and 3. (fig. 32-33)The surface of
the wall was well worked but the inner face was only roughly worked. The wall was built to
contain soil of the sloping side of the tumulus which included both of the tombs.45 This wall
finds a parallel in the surrounding walls of the two tholos tombs of Tragana (fig. 26).
It is possible that there were other functions for the wall built at the base of tumulus.
Taylour mentioned that this masonry was elaborated like the east poros wall of the
Clytemnestra tholos tomb and it indicates that this tomb is a little more monumental.46 Also
the surrounding wall of the Atreus tholos tomb, which was horseshoe-shaped, responds to the
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same decorative concern.47 The surrounding wall surfaces of the less elaborate tholos tombs
like Thorikos tholos B (fig. 43) and Peristeria tholos 2 (fig. 32) were relatively sloppy. 48 In
addition, the surrounding wall of the tumulus is sometimes thought to be a sacred wall. J.
Servais has taken into account that the wall which surrounds the south part of the Thorikos
tholos tomb may have the same function as the peribolos wall.49 According to some people
there is generally a stele on the top of the hill.50 The use of a stele was begun in the early time
of the Mycenaean shaft grave period51 and it was a necessary element of ritual in the Homeric
period.52 Tsountas has concluded that the tombs between shaft graves and Homeric graves
were completed with a monument.53 In fact, the scarcity of blocks which have been described
as parts of a stele monument is noticeable at the end of the Mycenaean age.54 The stele of the
Prosymna tholos tomb could not be distinguished among the stones of the collapsed roof.
However, Stamatakis found a square block in the debris of the tomb and he was determined
that it was a fragment of a stele. The stone material of this stele is not limestone like the stone
material of the tomb walls. It is carved from grey stone and smoothed on both faces. The
dimensions of the stele are 0.90 x 0.40 x 0.40 m. Stamatakis found one more fragment from
the debris of the tomb and he believed that it was probably the second piece of this stele.
According to him this stele was erected on the top of tumulus.55 Valmin claimed that there
was a stele on the top of Vassiliko tholos (fig. 37) tomb and Malthi tholos tomb 2 (fig. 36).
According to him, the excavation of the top of the tumulus by robbers and the collapsed dome
of the Malthi tholos tomb are evidence for the existence of the stele. 56 But this explanation is
not convincing for the existence of the stele, because the stele is not important for the robbers
when they want to enter into the tomb. As a result, the tumulus is a clear sign for the tholos
tomb. There is no need for a stele. Also the outer end of the dromos which was closed by
stones becomes slowly more visible as time passed, so it showed the place of the tholos tomb
without the need for a stele.
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Berger indicated in 1887 that the tumulus must have an architectural function.57 He
said that the construction of a tumulus over the domed tomb is only based on technical
requirements. He argues that the tumuli of most of the tholoi in southwestern Peloponnese had
a diameter that protruded about 1/3 or 1/4 of the diameter of the dome. The basic reason for
the collapse of the dome of the tholos tomb is the soil erosion to which the tumulus is
exposed. The tumuli of the Genii, (fig. 59) Atreus, (fig. 62) Tiryns (fig. 60), Malthi tholos 1
and Dimini tholos tomb A (fig. 61) were very well preserved. In addition, the thickness of the
clay layers of the tumuli was very important to protect the dome of the tholoi. For the
architects of the Mycenaeans, the problem of leakage and the durability problems of the
structure had a great importance.58 The burials of the dead were placed in the floor of the
chamber. But the preservation of the dead was probably of a second concern for the
Mycenaean.59 The important thing is the preservation of the tomb by the presence of a
tumulus. The presence of a tumulus completely conceals the structure of the tomb and it also
gives the tomb a monumental appearance.

4.2. Dromos
The architectural structure, which is known to be the “dromos” or the narrow corridor that
provided access to the burial chamber, was considered as an essential factor in the structure of
the tholos tombs.60 If it is true that most of the tholos tombs had a dromos and all the
Mycenaean tombs had been built in the same way architecturally, the dromos ought to have
existed in some of the Peloponnese tombs which are dated early, even if the dromos is not
now visible. Dörpfeld had stated that there was no trace of a dromos in Kakovatos tomb C
(fig. 41), because the surrounding rock material was not strong enough to build a dromos. In
the same way, Rhomais Analipsis had thought that tholos (fig. 63) never had a dromos
because of the slope of the hill.61 McDonald and Hope Simpson had thought that the
Osmanaga Tholos in which the ground level was one meter below the outer level, had
provided an entrance to the tholos tomb in a steep slope by a narrow and short corridor.62
When the Livaditi and Voidokilia tholos tombs are taken as examples, they indicate that the
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dromos structure in Messenia was built simply on the soil ground. In this case, it can be
explained that, all traces of a dromos had disappeared over the years by the degradation of the
tumulus. Whatever the reason was, it seems that the dromos had disappeared in any way.63

4.2.1. Direction, Proportion and the Profile

It can be seen that the dromoi had no specific direction. Nine Mycenaean tholos tombs have
dromoi which are not placed in any special direction. The Cyclopean Tomb, the Panagia and
Kato Phournos tholos tombs were directed towards west, the Genii and Lion tombs towards
northwest and east and the Atreus tholos towards north, finally the Epano Phournos,
Aegisthus and Clytemnestra tombs towards south. However, for the direction of the dromos in
the Messenia tombs, a southern or almost southern direction was chosen: Voidokilia tombs
(fig. 29), Gouvalari Tomb 1, Peristeria Tomb 2 (fig. 32), Kakovatos Tomb A (fig. 39) are the
examples of this. Also, we can add Analipsis tholos A in the south part of Laconia, Tragana
tomb 1 and the Vassiliko tombs are directed towards southeast; Kato Englianos (fig.23) and
Ano Englianos tombs (fig. 24) towards southwest, as are also the Peristeria tomb 1 and
Kakovatos tombs B (fig. 40) and C (fig. 41). It is obvious that these tombs should be dated to
the early period. And it has been observed that the same rules can be found in the tumuli in
Argolis from the early periods: the Mycenaean Epano Phournos and Aegisthus tombs, the
Kazarma tholos can be shown as such examples. Besides, in Messenia, there were situations
in which the dromoi of the tumuli were placed close to each other in the same area but had
dromoi in the opposite directions. The Gouvalari Tomb 1 and 2 were located close to each
other and had dromoi placed in the opposite directions. The dromos of the Tomb 1 (south
tomb) was opened towards south, but the dromos of Tomb 2 in the same region (north tomb)
was directed towards northwest. Although, the distance between them is only 15 m the Akona
Tomb 1 and Akona Tomb 2 had dromoi which opened towards each other. The first tomb was
directed towards south and the second towards north.
If one of a pair of tombs were located towards south, the direction of the other of the
pair was built in the same way. There is a local feature in the Koukonara region, because the
double graves of Malthi were both directed towards west. 64 No orientation towards the
settlement area has been observed. Besides, opposite orientations were also used: The dromos
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of the Ano Englianos tomb was directed towards the palace which was 150 meters away at the
southwest side of the tomb. The dromos of the Kato Englianos Tomb, facing the opposite side
of the settlement, was also oriented towards the settlement. The Vassiliko Tomb (fig. 37) was
placed on the east side and was oriented towards southeast. In Mycenae, finally, no graves
were oriented towards the castle or royal palace. However, it will also be false to say that
there is a tendency to avoid making the dromoi face the residential areas. 65 Rather, the
topography had a more important role in building the tombs and orienting the dromoi; the
shape and the strength of the ground were chosen together with the technique used in making
the tomb.66 From this perspective, it seems as a rule that the dromoi were excavated following
the contour curves. The three tombs of Kakovatos, the Vassiliko tomb, the Circle tholos of
Thorikos and the Medeon tholos A (fig. 47) had dromoi excavated parallel to the contour
curves. If compared with a circular room, the dromos was generally located along the
entrance axis of the tomb room. The entrance was oriented towards a line passing through the
middle of the room. Besides, some of the dromoi were built afterwards along the axis like in
Clytemnestra Tomb or Tholos B of Thorikos. The dromos of the Clytemnestra Tomb was
oriented slightly towards east.67 Thorikos tholos B was oriented towards the west side of the
terrain which follows perfectly the slope.68
The dimensions of the dromos were depending on the structure or on the dimensions
of the tomb. But in most of the tholoi in Messenia, dromoi were built mostly on the flat
ground. In this region, the dromos is simple and functional. The length and the width of the
dromos had no importance. But Kato Englianos and Ano Englianos, Peristeria Tholos 1 and 2
had different dromoi. The length of the Peristeria is more than 10 m. The length of the dromos
which was highly dependent on the geographic irregularity and the location of the tomb had
only little helped to form the criteria for the chronological classification. Wace had applied
this in developing a law which considered the ratio of the measured width and length of the
dromos in front of stomion. The typological classification was created as follows. In the first
two groups, dromoi length was four times the width, whereas the third group had a length of
six or seven times the width.69
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Group 1. Mycenae: Cyclopean tholos tomb 6, Epano Phournos tholos tomb 2,70
Aegisthus tholos tomb 4.4.
Group 2. Mycenae: Kato Phournos tholos tomb 4, Panagia tholos tomb 4, Lion tholos
tomb 4.
Group 3. Mycenae: Genii tholos tomb 6, Clytemnestra tholos tomb 6, Atreus tholos
tomb 6.
Wace had emphasized the difficulty in the use of the application of the ratio criteria of
the Mycenaean tholos.71 In Argolis, the Prosymna Tomb which was classified as belonging to
the second group by Wace was determined to be close to the third group by the ratio of the
dromos. Then the Tiryns Tholos was listed to be in the third group, the Berbati Tomb was
close to the second group and the Dendra Tholos was determined to be in the third group of
the typological classification. Finally in Mycenae, even though the oldest one, the Cyclopean
tholos tomb was placed by Wace in group 1. According to Pelon, also I agree, it should be
placed in group 3 because of its ratio “6”.
The tholos tombs outside the Argolis region which have a length of the dromos that is
3 or 4 times the width are: Kato Englianos Tholos, Tragana Tholos 2, Kakavatos Tholos A,
Katarraktis Tholos 2. However the tholos tomb in which the length of the dromos was 6 times
the width are: Kambos Tholos and Malthi Tholos. Only the Vaphio Tholos had reached the
ratio 1:8. The tombs which had a dromos that was 3 or 4 times the width are similar to the
first group of Mycenaean tholos tombs. The tombs where the length of the dromos was 6
times the width are similar to the third group of tholos tomb of Mycenaean. Because of the
chronological variety of these tombs, it is not possible to see a similar development in the
Mycenaean second and third groups.72 The situation of the Vaphio Tholos (fig. 16) is unique
in the Peloponnessos Peninsula. However in some of the cities of Attica and Thessaly, there is
a development that resembles the Mycenaean tombs. The ratio of the dimensions of the
dromos of the Thorikos Tholos B in Attica was 1:2 and it is similar to the tholos tombs of
group II in Mycenae. Also it shows similar architectural features to the Aegisthus tholos
tomb. The Menidi tholos tomb had reached a higher ratio then the third group and had a ratio
of 1:9.2. In the city of Dimini in Thessaly, the ratio of the length to the width of tholos A is
1:4. This ratio is similar to the ratio of the second Mycenaean group. Except for the
architectural features, the Dimini Tholos A is very close to the second group of the
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Mycenaean tholos tombs. However the ratio of the dromos of the Dimini Tholos B is 1:7.
This ratio is close to the Dendra Tholos, and also to the Mycenaean third group of tholos
tomb. The ratio to be observed in the Marathon Tholos is 1:14.2. This situation is an
indication of a similar situation to the Vaphio Tholos. In the classification of Wace, the
earliest Mycenaean tombs are the Cyclopean tholos tomb, the Panagia tholos tomb and the
Aegisthus tholos tomb. They had dromoi slightly expanding towards the stomion. The same
situation was recorded in the Prosymna tholos tomb which was included in the second group
by Wace. The same feature is also observed in the tombs of the Peloponnessos, the Vaphio
tholos tomb, the Ano Englianos tholos tomb and the Kakovatos tholos tomb A.73
The first tomb to have parallel planned dromos walls in the Mycenaean region is the
Kato Phournos Tholos. Both the Dendra (fig. 12) and the Tiryns Tholos have parallel dromos
walls. In the southwest side of the Peloponnesian Peninsula, there is the Kopanaki Tomb with
the same feature. The Malthi tholos tomb and the Kopanaki tholos tomb, which are dated at
the end of LH II, have similar ratio and should be placed in the third group of the Mycenaean
tombs. The Thorikos tholos tomb is characterized by the almost parallel dromos walls.74 The
progressive narrowing of the passage is not common in the large tombs. In the Marathon
tholos tomb and the Kato Englianos tholos tomb, it is difficult to determine this shape because
of their huge sizes. The same narrowing can be seen as a local feature in the small tholos
tombs of the Pteleon B, C (figs. 56-57) and E. In Messenia, the dromos of the Ano Englianos
tholos tomb had lateral walls splaying out from the opening, but the same walls in the Kato
Englianos tholos tomb which is dated later were parallel. The second group of tombs of
Wace’s classification, exhibit dromos walls with a unity of height. This tendency which was
observed in the Kato Phournos and the Panagia tholos tombs was difficult to trace in the walls
of the Lion tholos tomb because of the poor preservation. The same situation can be observed
in The Prosymna tholos tomb and Dendra tholos toms. In Messenia, it was observed only in
the dromos of Malthi 1 (fig. 35) and Malthi 2 tholos tombs (fig. 5).75 This situation was seen
also in Attica and Thessaly in the Menidi tholos and the Dimini tholos A.
According to Wace, the vertical face of the walls up to the top is a feature of the
chamber tomb dromoi of LH III and the older chamber tomb dromoi are distinguished by this
feature.76 These vertical walls have formed a dating criterion for the tholos tombs. It is
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thought that the chamber tombs were imitated by the tholos tombs, because the slope of the
walls did not correspond to any requirements. In the chronology which was formed by
Blegen, the tholos tombs had used a profile which was used in chamber tombs for a long time.
However, the dromoi of the chamber tombs of the LH I-II period had vertical corners77 and
this feature can also be observed in the dromos of the Kato Englianos tholos tomb, which is to
be dated to the LH II period. At Mycenae, the dromos of the tholos had been exposed to
changes in the development of the architectural design. The dromos of the oldest two tombs
of the Wace’s first Group (the Cyclopean tomb and the Epano Phournos tomb78) had been
built on a even surface and in a slope. This feature can be seen in the dromos of the Prosymna
tholos tomb and in many tholos tombs in Messenia: These are the Ano Englianos tholos tomb,
Tragana tholos tomb 1 and 2 and the Kakovatos tholos tomb A.
In the dromoi of the Ano Englianos tholos tomb, the Tragana tholos tomb 1 and the
Marathon tholos tomb, there were to levels separated by a step. The level of the stomion was
lower; the second was raised in front of the entrance. The architects of Messenia had preferred
the tops of the hills, plain or graded grounds for their tomb constructions. That was why, a
downhill ground could be observed in most of the Messenia tholos tombs. Also in the
southwestern Peloponnessos, while the horizontal dromos seemed to be exceptional, (if we set
aside the small tombs built on the ground), the development of the dromos in Argolis and in
Laconia was to follow the horizontal ground. In Mycenae, the dromoi of the Aegisthus tholos
tomb which is the third of the first group and the three tombs of the second group (the Panagia
tholos tomb, the Kato Phournos tholos tomb and the Lion tholos tomb) was placed on
horizontal ground as well as the Vaphio and the Dendra tholos tomb. The three tombs of the
third group of Mycenae had formed a different group: a slight rise of the ground towards to
the stomion was employed in the three dromoi. This inclination is thought to be for the easy
exit of the rainwater.79

4.3. Stomion

The stomion is a large doorway which opened into the burial chamber proper and whose walls
were also provided with stone revetments. The scheme of this simple entrance way seems like
a short dromos. The tombs become more apparent because of this architectural feature. The
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tholos tombs which have this feature were dated before to the beginning of LHIII. One of the
inner side pillars of the Cyclopean and Epano Phournos stomion had collapsed. 80 In the
Aegisthus tholos tomb the side pillars of the stomion were shifted towards the chamber and
the stomion was supported by an additional wall in 1914. According to Wace’s typological
classification, these three tholos tombs were the earliest of the Mycenaean area and he
indicated that the weakness of the stomion was caused by the failure of the design.81 The same
problem has been observed in the Clytemnestra tholos tomb but this problem was caused by
the leaks which damaged part of the east dromos wall, rather than the weakness of the
stomion.82 Tsountas noted the presence of old fractures in the stomion of the Vaphio tholos
tomb. In addition, he noted the damages at the inner side walls of the chamber and lintel. He
argued that these damages were caused by the leakage.83
The stomion was placed in a specific order. This system is the system of ratio and it
appears on most of the tholos tombs entrances. According to this proportioning, the depth
which consists of the measuring of the floor between the end of dromos and the beginning of
the chamber is nearly same or very close to the height between the base of the lintel and the
floor. This ratio is nearly similar in the third group tombs as presented by Wace. However,
because of their deeper stomion this harmony is not visible in the Cyclopean tholos tomb and
Epano Phournos tholos tomb, which were included in the first and seconds groups according
to Wace. Except for these tombs, the harmony of height and depth is the same in the
following tombs: Dendra, Tiryns, Vaphio, Arkines Tholos A, Analipsis tholos A, Kambos,
Ano Englianos, Koukonara Phytes tholos 1, Akona tholos, Kopanaki, Peristeria tholos 1,
Tragana 1, Routsi 1, Mouriatada, Malthi I & II, Thorikos B, Menidi (fig. 45), Vassiliko,
Volos (fig. 52), Orchomenos (fig. 46), Katakalou (fig. 50) and Dimini tholos B. There is no
doubt that these deeper stomia of the Cyclopean and Epano Phournos tholos tombs were
constructed to strengthen the structure. The harmony of the ratio is visible in the Arkines
tholos tomb, where the height of the stomion varies between 1.16 and 1.30, and the depth of
the stomion is 2.80. As can be seen, the depth is two times the height. But in the Volos tholos
tomb the dimensions are 2.40 and 5.50 so there is no obvious ratio between height and depth.
In the Analipsis tholos tomb A, the depth is a little bit much than the height. The ratio of the
depth and height of the stomion in the Akona tholos tomb 1, which belongs to the group of
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Koukonara tholos tombs and Phytes tholos A is 1:4. In Argolis, only the Epano Phournos
tholos tomb and the Tiryns tholos tomb belong to this category. In the stomion of the Tiryns
tholos tomb, there is a 0.60 cm difference between the ratio of depth and height, this ratio
difference is approximately 1:6. In the Epano Phournos tholos tomb, the depth of the stomion
is 0.5 cm more than the height of the stomion. The ratio of the depth and height of the
stomion becomes more even towards to the center of Mycenae. In some cases the ratio of the
stomion was reversed and the height of the stomion become greater than the depth of stomion.
For example in the Aegisthus tholos tomb, the depth is approximately less than 1:5, in the
Panagia tholos tomb it is less than 1:8 and in Lion tomb it’s less than 1:13. According to the
constructors of the Argolis tholos tombs, it seems that the width should be equal to twice the
height. It is the optimal ratio between the width and height.
There are 43 tholos tombs whose dimensions of the stomion are exactly known in the
Mycenaean region and 7 of these tomb stomia have a width that is equal to twice the height.
These tombs are as the Kato Phournos tholos tomb, the Clytemnestra tholos tomb, the Atreus
tholos tomb, the Dendra tholos tomb, the Nichoria northwest tholos tomb, the Tragana tholos
tomb 1 and the Kopanaki tholos tomb. The height of the stomion is more than its width in 18
of these tholos tombs. 14 of them are close to each other in chronological order and earlier
than the tomb of Dimini, Berbati, Malthi tholos 2 and Katakalou tholos tombs. However, in
the other 18 tholos tombs which have exact dimension of the stomion, the width is larger than
its height. There are only the Panagia tholos tomb and the Genies tholos tombs that are
located in this group from Mycenae. The side walls of the stomion which seem demolished
were fixed and became hard due to the weight of the lintel.84 It is clearly visible in the
stomion of the Kopanaki tholos tomb. In some cases, the stomion narrows from the end of the
dromos towards the chamber.85

4.3.1. Arrangement of the stones

The side pillars of the stomion usually seem vertically turned towards the dromos and the part
of the pillars which looks towards the dromos was constructed almost in a harmony with the
inclination of the roof. The volume of the blocks which were used for construction of the
stomion is more important than the other blocks of the tomb and they are placed in a more
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regular way. There are two huge blocks in the north side pillars of the Tiryns tholos tomb
stomion. One of them faced the dromos and the other one faced the chamber of the tomb. The
block which faced the dromos is 30 cm height and 1.80 cm in length, and the block which was
faced the chamber is 35 cm in height and 2.20 cm in length. The depth of the stomion at the
base of the lintel of the Genii tholos tomb is different from the depth at the level of the floor.
The depth of the base is 4.20 cm whereas it is 3.40 at the floor. The tholos tomb consists of
small stones like the Circle tholos tomb of Thorikos. The blocks of the stomion reaches 1.50
cm in length and 35 cm in height. In all tholos tombs, the bigger blocks are placed in the
corners towards the room and the dromos to better connect the stones to each other. The
resistance is lower in these corners because those points are supported by nothing. The stone
masons of the Mycenaean period have tried to put consolidate to the big blocks in to order
strengthen these points. Persson noted this at the Dendra tholos tomb (fig. 64)86 and Servais
also noted it at the Circle tholos tomb of Thorikos.87 However, the method is used in the
stomion of the Lions, Kato Phournos and Panagia tholos tombs in Mycenae. The processing
of blocks varies depending on the position except for the corner blocks of the stomion.
Necessarily, the biggest blocks were placed down at the base but they can also found higher
up in the stomion. Because of the side pillars of the stomion, more solid and more flat blocks
were placed immediately below the lintel. These stones are placed into their beds horizontally
seen first in the Aegisthus tholos tomb. This feature undoubtedly stems from the desire for
ornamentation. Also it is visible in the later Mycenaean tombs such as the Vaphio tholos
tomb, the Englianos tholos tomb and the Peristeria tholos tomb.
The city of Mycenae is one of the easiest places for following the development of the
blocks. In the three tombs of Wace’s first group (Cyclopean, Epano Phournos and Aegisthus
tholos tombs) roughly rubble was used. In the stomion of the Panagia tholos tomb (fig. 65) ,
we can see the first use of well-processed squared blocks of conglomerate. The first example
of the use of the saw has emerged in the conglomerate blocks of the Genii tholos tomb and it
has continued in the Atreus and Clytemnestra tholos tombs with the using of squared
conglomerate blocks. Outside the city of Mycenae, it is extremely rare to see the use of
squared blocks but this situation is not true for the dromos because it is more common to use
squared blocks in dromoi outside the city of Mycenae. It is clearly seen in the Kambos tholos
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tomb, the two tombs of Tragana and Peristeria tholos tomb one. In his studies, Wace pointed
out the use of clay in the stomion of the Aegisthus tholos tomb.
With a few exceptions, the masonry of the stomion is dry. Valmin noted that there
were small and fragmentary stones between the stomion blocks of the Malthi tholos 1 and 2.
According to him, these intensive additional elements in the Malthi tholos 2 were used for
strengthening the tomb.88 The basic aim of the dry masonry technique is to consolidate the
base for all rows of stones in the structure. This arrangement was created despite the irregular
surfaces of the stone bases. In some tholos tombs, the gaps between the stomion stones were
covered with plaster, also for this feature the is good evidence. This construction technique
has been used in the stomion of the Panagia tholos tomb and was used in the carved stones of
the building façade in the Aegisthus tholos tomb. It was also used regularly till the time of the
Genii tholos tomb. The traces of plaster are not visible in the final tholos tombs of Mycenae.
According to a common idea, the cutting of the stone has reached perfection so the use of
plaster was stopped. But the plaster was considered as elegance and it was still used for some
of the tombs. In the Prosymna and Vaphio tholos tombs, it is visible that the plaster was not
only used between the stones but it was also used for damages which happened over time.
Finally, the plaster coating can clearly be seen in the stone surfaces of the inner walls of
stomion in the Peristeria tholos tomb 1.

4.4. Lintel

The lintel is a monolithic stone which was placed over gaps, such as windows and doors into
the masonry structures. The lintel works like a small beam and distributes the load of the roof
to both of the sides and in this way the load is moved down to the floor. The Mycenaean
masons used massive blocks for the lintel to close the passage way which was formed
between the side pillars of the stomion. The function of the lintel blocks was eliminated after
the emergence of the relieving triangle because how the load is moved to the floor more easily
from the sides of the relieving triangle. As noted by Wace, the lintel supports a part of the
dome. For the Mycenaean masons, the massive and horizontal lintel presented a simple and
convenient form for closing the spaces.89 Lintel blocks are usually placed transversely and
along to the stomion axis. They were placed horizontally side by side with no gap between
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them. The earliest tomb of this type is Osmanaga in Messenia. According to the publication,
the lintel of this tholos tomb consists of three massive blocks and the number of blocks is
related to the depth of stomion. But this is not always the case. Despite the 5.40 depth of the
stomion in the Atreus tholos tomb, just two lintel blocks were used. In contrast, the stomion
of the Epano Phournos tholos tomb has a depth that less than 5 m, but it is formed by 5 lintel
blocks. It is very rare to use unworked lintel blocks in tholos tombs and the traces of cutting
are generally visible on the lintel. One of the functions of the lintel is to cover the length of
the stomion from dromos to chamber. But sometimes the lintel blocks were protruding over
the jamb lines of door and window. This protruding is visible from the time of construction of
the Epano Phournos tholos tomb (fig. 66).90 This arrangement is quite different in the Lions
tholos tomb: the outer lintel block is of conglomerate and the façade of the structure consists
of the side pillars, where poros blocks are placed to correspond to each other. At similar
arrangement was observed in the Prosymna tholos tomb and in the Dendra tholos tomb. The
basic feature of the lintel block is its monolithic structure. Through this feature, blocks are
also provides resistance for the vertical pressure. This resistance has prevented the formation
of fractures and cracks between the blocks. In some regions, the lintel blocks are quite thin. It
may be caused by the early construction of the structure: in the two tholos tombs of Thorikos
in Attica, in the big tholos tomb of Volos and in tholos B in Thessaly which are dated to LH
II, the lintel blocks do not have a very big size. However the late-dated Dimini tholos A has a
very big lintel.
As it is known, the Atreus tholos tomb is the peak of tholos tomb architecture. The
dimensions of the inner lintel block of the tomb are 8 m in length, 5 m in width and 1.20 m in
height. Wace has suggested various ideas for the placement of the lintel blocks. According to
him, the big lintel slabs were drawn along the slope of the hill, and then slid and slung into
place across the doorways.91 This, with primitive appliances, was naturally a far easier
method than lifting the slabs directly from the floor. The massive lintel blocks which were
used for the façade of tholos tombs are similar to the block of Mycenaean fortification walls.
Also some of the lintels seem like uncut natural blocks. Since the tomb of Panagia, the lintel
blocks are carved in a geometric shape. But the inner face of the lintel block closest to the
chamber in the Panagia tholos tomb (fig. 68) was cut away to adapt to the curvature of the
ceiling of the room. These blocks are sometimes carved to adapt to the masonry of the ceiling.
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In this context, the side ends of the large lintel block, facing forwards the tomb chamber are
carved to around shape. This method is used in the Panagia tholos tomb and on one end of the
inner lintel block of the Genii tholos tomb (fig. 69) and on the lintel block of the Atreus tholos
tomb, dromos wall. This Atreus tholos tombs conglomerate lintel block is similar in shape to
the Panagia tholos tomb lintels. This block was re-used in the wall of the dromos.92
Wace93 revealed a typological development for the lintels of Mycenae:
1) In the first group all the tombs are built of rubble masonry of lime-stone and no particular
care is visible in the construction of the doorways, although the jambs are made of large
blocks. The lintels are short and had no relieving triangles above them. This is clearly proved
by the Tomb of Aegisthus.
2) In the second group the lintel-blocks are long and, as is shown clearly by the Panagia
Tomb, had relieving triangles above them.
3) In the third group the inner lintel-block of the Treasury of Atreus is gigantic, and weighs
over one hundred tons, but other blocks, such as the inner lintel of the Tomb of Genii and
those of the frieze round the tholos of the Tomb of Clytemnestra, are also very large. Great
qualities were required to build these noble monuments. Elaborate calculations were
necessary to plan them, vivid imagination to design them, and great practical skill to erect
them so well.
The Mycenaean engineers in intelligence and craftsmanship were indeed Cyclopes.
This division of the tholos tombs into three groups gives us a perfectly logical and consistent
development. The tomb of Aegisthus shows the transition from the first to the second groups,
and the Lion Tomb with its early form of door provides the connection between the second
and third groups. The second group is characterized by the discovery of the relieving triangle
and by ashlar work in poros. The third group is distinguished by the discovery of the
possibility of sawing hard stone like conglomerate and by great advances in engineering skill,
which facilitated the handling of gigantic blocks.

4.5. Relieving triangle

One of the conspicuous features of Mycenaean megalithic construction is the use of a
relieving triangle above the lintel block. This is an opening, designed to reduce the weight
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over the lintel. The space was filled with some lighter stones. 94 The creation of an inverted
“V” above the lintel diminished the pressure on the lintel. The Mycenaean’s showed
sensitivity to the selection of material for this openness95 and natural conditions has been
taken into consideration for the selection of materials.96 The side walls of the relieving
triangle are located in line with the vertical axis of the stomion. First of all the so-called
relieving triangle is not triangle but a prism, which is often irregular. The internal face facing
the chamber is a spherical triangle which in the biggest tholoi is much smaller inside than on
the outside. As we will see this is a ‘charging prism’. Let us consider what is happening at the
horizontal level of the stomion platform.
1) The compression forces of the horizontal rings have been counteracted during
construction by mass of the stomion platform and the stomion door jambs,
2) The stresses of the compound of the ideal half ring acting on the stomion platform;
3) The dead load of the lintel. The virtual resultant at the horizontal level under
consideration acts towards the stomion in a direction neither parallel nor perpendicular to the
axis of the empty stomion whatever the ratio of the forces may be. The correction of this
virtual omission is achieved by the forces coming down into the thickness of the stones upon
the upper part of the prism. These forces are deflected and spread to the stomion platform.
They change the direction of the virtual resultant into a new real resultant and restrain the
pattern of the stresses on the stomion platform in the longitudinal direction parallel to the
stomion axis. The Mycenaeans had such a profound knowledge of this function that they
adopted three constructive solutions. These are for obvious reasons, and it is much more
evident in the big tholoi. First they made the internal part of the prism much smaller in order
to convey a part of the upper forces to the inward part of the stomion blocks. Secondly they
put stones that were thinner and of worse quality in the layer of the central and outward part
of the prism. These are visible even from the outside. Thirdly they erected the dromos wall up
to the top of the prism binding the blocks together to pick up gradually the upper pressure of
the forces. The dromos wall in the lower level began to gather part of the longitudinal
resultant which could not be completely conveyed into the platform. By this fanlike spreading
of the stress, the equilibrium was stable even in the heavily one loaded stomion platform. In
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fact the ancient masters had a profound knowledge of physical phenomena and they knew the
principle of the equilibrium which is applied to all kinds of structures. 97
The relieving triangle must have been used on the majority of the tombs of Mycenaean
period. This architectural element is usually thought of as a characteristic of the mainland.
However, this should not be regarded as absolute. The examples of the tholos tombs which
have relieving triangle come from the different parts of the Mainland such as Messenia,
Argolis, Thessaly and Euboea. In Argolis there are 5 tholos tombs that have this feature
(Panagia, Genii, Clytemnestra, Atreus and Tiryns tholos tombs) and one tholos tomb’s
relieving triangle is uncertain (Lion tholos tomb). In the Panagia tholos tomb, the lintel
slightly overlaps the conglomerate door jambs and had a relieving triangle above it, which
was masked with rectangular poros blocks. This is the earliest tomb in which the existence of
a relieving triangle is undeniable. This tomb marks a slight advancement over the Tomb of
Aegisthus in one or two points, such as the ashlar work of the doorway, and the relieving
triangle over the lintel.98 In the Genii tholos tomb, the lintel projects slightly from the jambs
below and there is a relieving triangle over it, which both on the inside and outside is masked
by well-fitted, small blocks of poros. On the outside, above and below the relieving triangle,
there are plain horizontal cornices projecting about 10 cm from the façade and are 20 cm high.
The doorway is covered with two large lintel slabs, of which the inner one is very big; the
lintel slabs overlap the side walls, thus providing ample room for the relieving triangle. 99 In
the Clytemnestra tholos tomb, there is a tall relieving triangle above the lintel, originally
masked as in the Atreus tholos tomb by ornamental work in colored stone. The inner side of
the relieving triangle over the lintel is masked with well-fitted blocks of conglomerate which
seem to have been wedged in. Through the lintel block, there is a small drain. The drain is cut
in the rock and lined with low rubble walls and roofed with small slabs, above which two
stones are set to form a relieving triangle to take the direct pressure off the covering slabs. 100
The relieving triangle of the Tiryns tholos tomb is not preserved on the outside but it is visible
from inside the chamber. It is clearly dated by its architecture and its contents to the Third
Late Helladic Period. Finally in the Atreus tholos tomb, there is a relieving triangle, tall and
pointed over the lintel. Here and in the Tomb of Clytemnestra the relieving triangle is higher
on the outside than in the side. The opening of the relieving triangle above the lintel was
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clearly masked with something, and the dowel-holes visible in the upper façade show that
some decorative work was attached to it. It is notable that a small triangular piece of red
marble was sculpted with an elaborate spiral design in this tomb.101 From its shape this stone
was clearly intended to fill the apex of the relieving triangle. Other fragments of the same
stone in the National Museum at Athens,102 in the British Museum,103 at Munich104 and at
Nauplion, probably also once formed part of the ornamental work which closed the opening
of the relieving triangle from the outside. The other fragments of decorative work in red
marble from this tomb in Athens and in the British Museum are decorated with the wellknown Mycenaean half-rosette and triglyph pattern. How then should we apply this ornament
to the upper façade of the Atreus tholos tomb? We can only conjecture. The sides of the
relieving triangle are at the bottom almost vertical, but the red marble slabs with the zones of
spiral design have oblique edges wherever they are preserved. Possibly then the spiral pattern
did not come right to the bottom of the relieving triangle, which then would have been
covered by a band of this rosette and triglyph pattern carried right across. What decoration
there was on the upper part of the façade, at the sides of the relieving triangle, is unknown;
there is insufficient evidence to attempt a restoration. Wace argued that the Lion tholos tomb
was roofed with three (originally four) large lintels of conglomerate. These overlap
considerably the walls of the doorway and so almost certainly once had a relieving triangle
above them.105 Also, the stomion of the Kato Phournos tholos tomb is covered with three big
lintels of conglomerate. These overlap the side walls of the doorway very considerably, like
the lintel-blocks of the Panagia Tomb, and so Wace argued that this tomb probably originally
had a relieving triangle above them.106 Together with Argolis, the reliving triangle has been
used in some tombs of Euboea (Katakalou and Bellousia tholos tombs), Thessaly (Dimini
tholos B, Pteleon E and Volos tholos tomb), Attica (Thorikos tholos B, Menidi and
Marathon), and in Messenia (Malthi tholos I, Routsi tholos I and Ano Englianos).
It is remarkable that the Mycenaeans, once they had discovered the principle of the
relieving triangle, continued to use such enormous lintel blocks. Smaller blocks would have
served the purpose quite well, and had been much easier to cut and handle. Probably the
Mycenaean engineers had discovered the principle of the relieving triangle, but had not quite
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grasped all that it involved, and thought of it more as a device for relieving the lintel of weight
than as a structural device for spanning an opening. However, somewhat later the Mycenaeans
seem better to have understood the principle of the triangle and the natural angle at which
masonry will stand, to judge by the roofing of the subterranean passage leading through the
wall to the secret cistern at Mycenae, and of the galleries at Tiryns. Here a big inner lintel
block spanning the doorway undoubtedly helps to distribute the weight of the superincumbent
masonry and so to relieve the door-jambs of lateral thrust. It is noticeable in this connection
that in most of the tombs the inner lintel block is the larger. The tradition of the relieving
triangle may have started in the southwestern of Peloponnese without any influence from the
outside.107

4.6. Chamber and Dome

A very common misconception of scholars in the past is that the Mycenaeans did not know
the principle of the arch because they did not use the keystone. First of all, the arch has
nothing to do with a dome in relation to the static and in relation to the construction method.
‘From a chronological point of view, the dome is older. The keystone is used only in arches
built of ashlar masonry. If the keystone is the characteristic element that contributes to the
definition of an arch, most of the arches built during the millennia up to today are not arches,
for instance there are no keystones in Roman concrete arches, modern reinforced arches, steel,
timber and natural arches. Another mistake of the same type is the idea that because there is
not a keystone in a vault, the tholos is not a true dome. If this is true it should mean that all
other true domes have a keystone, and also vaults. Only vaults on ribs have a keystone, and no
other vaults. All domes built in the past have a “circular opening” at the top. One wonders
why an element which is missing in most vaults is expected in the dome of a tholos. We must
keep in mind that method of construction is one thing and the principle of structural behaviour
another thing, technique one thing, technology another. All these and other aspects are
interconnected in the end product. Pelon has quite accurately defined the “bond” in relation to
the technology of the time but still talk of the so called principle of corbelling. 108 Some
correct intuitions before his definition lose their value when he talks about the equilibrium of

107
108

Pelon 1976, 315.
Pelon 1976, 337.

37

the blocks during the erection of the tholos.109 Cavanagh and Laxton have conveyed the
question into a logarithmic equation and integral, whose numerical concept at that time was
unknown.110
According to Barbro Santillo Frizell and Raffaele Santillo, the first group of mistakes
is made in their comments on the interpretation of previous scholars, where they do not agree
with some observations, which are to some degree correct.111 The second group is due to
insufficient knowledge of construction. Indeed only the invention of the true dome enabled
larger spaces to be bridged without internal support.112 The only answer to this is that the
tholos is a true dome or cupola and so were all the prehistoric domes of this type. They further
tell us that they will only refer in passing to, among other things, the building methods
applied. But this approach is not valid because the building methods are of great importance
and construction and its statical behaviour cannot be studied without examining the
intermediate phases.113 A third group of mistakes consists of contradictions and incorrect
statements. For example: when objecting to the theory that the horizontal ring in itself resists
a major thrust, the gaps of the stomion and relieving triangle intervene.
The dome is a building whose structure carries the load to the supports and to the
continuous foundation by a twin mechanism of funicular type of which the two parts are
inseparable and cannot act independently. The geometry of the system is that of a rotation
surface and twin mechanism works by a compound of ideal horizontal rings and by a
compound of vertical ideal half rings following the main curvatures of the system. One of its
peculiar characteristic is that the stresses are always contained in its own thickness. To
simplify: when the center of gravity of an element or group of elements is out of the rim the
element itself will fall down, rotating around the edge. It is prevented from this motion by
twin counteractions. In fact, to fall down the upper part of the element would have to take an
intermediate position in a new lower level. The ring, or faces, of the upper part of the
elements which from the ring would have to go into a new lower level with a smaller
diameter. Unless a complete failure of the material, which constitutes the resisting
mechanism, happens this is impossible.’ 114
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The most important feature of the tholos tomb is its circular shape and its dome, which
was created by using the overlay technique. The full circular form of the tomb chamber
appears to be rare, due to the material used which consists of large stones which are not
placed in a certain order. This feature has been found in the Menidi tholos tomb by R. Bohn in
1880 and the same comments were made on the Malthi tholos tomb 1.115 However, Persson
indicates that this feature has caused by the deformation of the tholos tomb base. 116 Katarakis
tholos B, Thorikos tholos A and Palaichoria tholos tomb are interpreted as an intermediate
form rather than as a true tholos tomb.117 One of the reasons for thinking in this way is the
elliptical shape of the tomb chamber, rather than it being circular. The dimensions of these
three tombs are quite different from each other. For example, the long axis of the Thorikos
tholos tomb is 9 m and its width is 3.5 m but the long axis of the Palaichoria tholos tomb is
3.20 m and its width is 2.40 m. Hellen Waterhouse and Hope Simpson have argued that there
might be a relationship between these two tombs and the tombs of Attica and Laconia. 118 The
dome which was built in the corbelled technique is usually similar to the beehive. Some of the
tholos tomb profiles in Messenia and Aetolia are strangely similar in shape with the Messera
tholos tombs. The vertical side of Ana Englianos, Kato Englianos, Mariadata and Palaiomania
tholos tombs are increased significantly but its increase does not exceed 2 m. In the
construction of the dome, the stones were placed on each other so as to protrude. Especially in
the Mycenae tholos tombs, the surface of the blocks are smoothed with the help of a hammer
or the blocks were chosen with a smooth surface.119 The evidence for the corbelled technique
is visible in the ruins of some collapsed tholos tombs. The outward bulge in the walls of the
room with the vertical direction of the pressure also stems from the form of the dome which
was formed by the corbelled technique.

4.6.1. Construction types of the tholos tomb chamber

1. The tombs which were constructed with huge blocks: In this type of tholos tomb, the
blocks were used in their natural shape and were very little chipped. These blocks were placed
on each other and there are large gaps between them but these gaps are closed with small
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stones and clay. This usage is not common in Mycenae. Wace gives the following example
for this usage outside of Mycenae:

120

In the Kazarma tholos tomb, shape and assembly

technique of the rough and massive blocks which were used for the lower level of the
chamber walls are quite similar to the Cyclopean tholos tomb in Mycenae. However, the
small stones between large blocks have been removed. Also the lower-level blocks of the
Dendra tholos tomb chamber are similar also has the same features found in Messenia
Koukonara Phrytia tholos tomb 1 and 2.
2. The tombs which were constructed with flat stones: The blocks of this type of tholos
tomb have wide and smooth surfaces and these are adapted to the surfaces of adjacent stones.
The thickness of these stones is variable and the gaps between them are filled with clay.
Thereby, measures have been taken to prevent leaks. This situation is also visible in the
Messenia region. In Mycenae, the Epano Phournos (fig. 71) and Aegisthus tholos tombs (fig.
72) were built with quite wide and flat stones.
3. The tombs which were constructed with polygonal stones: The dimensions of the stones
in this type are in harmony with each other. The chambers of this style are known from the
Kato Phournos tholos tomb (fig. 73), and Lion tholos tomb (fig. 74) in Mycenae. But the
chambers of this style are rare outside of Argolis. The chamber of Peristeria tholos tomb, Ano
Englianos tholos tomb (fig. 77) and the Vaphio tholos tomb are examples of this style.
4. The tombs which were constructed by using big square stones: This is the most recent
development of the tomb chamber and it was only known from the Orchomenos tholos tomb
and Wace’s third group of tholos tombs. The chambers of these tombs are constructed with
big squared blocks and they are also prepared to form a smooth surface. However, the blocks
which were used for these tomb chambers are placed vertically or horizontally in accordance
with the corbelled technique. 121

5. ORIGIN OF THE THOLOS TOMB

Many researchers have made different interpretations about the origin of the tholos tomb but
despite over a century of investigations, there is still no consensus on the origin of this
funerary structure. It is generally acknowledged that the first true tholos tomb on the mainland
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was found at the site of Koryphasion122, in southwestern Messenia. This tomb has been dated
to end of the MH III period123, which approximately 1600 BC. The origin of the tholos tomb
is divided into two main theories by scholars;
1) One arguing for an introduction from Crete.124
2) The other supporting an independent origin on the Mainland itself. 125
The main points of contention between the two primary theories can be divided into four
categories:126
1) The differences in the function between the two, namely the communal use of the
Cretan tombs and the “royal” use of the mainland examples;
2) The differences in construction styles are evident between the two groups, in
particular the presence of an earthen mound covering (and therefore the subterranean nature
of) the former and the absence of a corbelled vault and monumental entrances (including
dromos) in the latter;
3) The apparent gap in time between the earliest tholos tombs on the Mainland and the
latest circular tombs on Crete, and related to this question,
4) The relative scarcity of tholos tombs in Late Bronze Age Crete. Recent research in
Messenia conducted by George Korres has pushed the argument in favor of an independent
origin, though still, it is generally acknowledged that Minoan Crete may have served as a
source of inspiration for the construction of monumental funerary structures on the
mainland.127 What follows is a brief synopsis of the relevant arguments, and a discussion of
how they relate to the appearance and use of tholos tombs in the Argolid. The functional
difference between the two structural types has perhaps the least bearing on the discussion of
the appearance of tholoi in the Argolid.128 It has long been observed that Cretan tholoi were
utilized by entire communities for repeated burials over the span of generations, and thus
served as communal structures that enhanced the prestige of the settlement(s) which made use
of them and likely promoted notions of inclusion and kinship amongst local population
groups.129 The use of most Mainland tholoi, on the other hand, especially those constructed in
the Argolid, Attica, Boeotia, and Laconia, has generally been considered to have been
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restricted to the uppermost segment of local society, as suggested by the relatively small
number of internments associated with each tomb, and are understood to have stood as
markers of status for the elite members of society who were interred within them. Not all
Mainland tholos tombs were so restricted in their use, however, as is illustrated, for example,
by the so-called “Grave Circle” at Pylos (likely a poorly preserved tholos tomb),130 where the
bodies of at least twenty-seven individuals, some of them apparently deposited within pithoi.
This practice is also common in Middle Minoan Crete.131
The following arguments have been used against a Cretan origin for the tholos tomb
based upon functional differences. The obvious differences are the arrangement and the
construction, Ideas against the Cretan origin for the Mainland tholos tombs can be divided
into 4 groups.
1) The setting of the tomb,
2) The presence or absence of earthen mounds,
3) The character of the entrance system,
4) The nature of the roofing system.
In general terms, Minoan circular tombs were built above ground in level areas. They
were never covered by earthen mounds and were accessed through small doorways set into
the east or southeast side of the tomb, rarely set at the end of built passages. 132 Mainland
tholoi, on the other hand, were almost always constructed into the slopes of ridges, covered by
earthen mounds, and provided with built dromoi whose size and complexity increased over
time. None of these differences, however, are strictly structural in nature, and can easily be
explained as functions of the desire of the mainland builders both to set their tombs
underground, which would result in the presence of earthen mounds and the need for built
entranceways, and to render them on a larger scale, thus promoting the construction of
monumental doorways.133 The key to the structural argument, then, would seem to turn on the
nature of the roofing systems employed. There is no doubt that Mainland tholoi invariably
employed full stone vaults constructed in corbelled fashion.134 The question of the roofing
system employed by the builders of the Cretan tholoi, however, has long been the subject of
scholarly discussion. The strongest obstacles to a Minoan origin for the mainland tholos,
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however, are chronological in nature, as proponents of the latter theory have pointed to the
apparent gap in time between the latest examples on Crete and the earliest ones in Messenia,
arguing that without a chronological overlap, the former cannot have served as models for the
latter. In order to counter this argument, advocates of a Minoan origin have attempted to
demonstrate that there is, in fact, a substantial chronological overlap between the Cretan and
Mainland examples. Thus, while the Cretan tombs are generally considered to have been a
characteristic feature of Early Minoan society, their use continued well into the succeeding
Middle Minoan period, with activity evident toward the end of that phase, and even as late as
the LM IIIA period.135 Similarly, while the most impressive examples of Mycenaean tholos
tombs may date to the LH IIA period and later, the earliest such structures appear already
toward the end of the Middle Helladic period. In light of the new discoveries in Messenia and
the re-examination of the material from tholos tombs in Crete, then, many scholars argue that
this supposed “gap in time” has been successfully bridged. On the other hand, however, mere
visual inspection of standing monuments cannot have provided Mainland masons with the
adequate structural, technical, and logistical skills necessary for the construction of Mainland
tholos tombs. The “gap in time”, therefore, must not be measured from the latest use of Cretan
tholoi, but rather from their latest construction, when the actual building methods could have
been observed, and here, the “gap in time” cannot be bridged, since present archaeological
evidence indicates that the last Cretan tombs were erected during the MM II period, 136 1800
BC, or roughly 200 years before the earliest tholos tomb on the Mainland.
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CHRONOLOGY

FURUMARK 137

WACE

LH I

1550-1500 B.C.

LH I

1550-1500 B.C.

LH II A

1500-1450 B.C.

LH II 1500-1425 B.C.

LH II B

1450-1425 B.C.

LH III A/1

1425-1400 B.C.

LH III A/2

1400-1300 B.C.

LH III A 1425-1340 B.C.

LH III A/2-a 1400-1350 B.C.
LH III A/2-b 1350-1300 B.C.
LH III B

1300-1230 B.C.

LH III B 1340-1210 B.C.

LH III C/1

1230-1100 B.C.

LH III C 1210-1100 B.C.

LH III C/1a

1230-1200 B.C.

LH III C/1b

1200-1100 B.C.

LH III C/ 2 Submycenaean 1100-1050 B.C.

137

Submycenaean Beginning, 1100 B.C.
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FINAL DISCUSSION
The first researches on tholos tombs were made in the late 19th century. Pelon included 116
tombs in his study from 1976 on the Mainland and on the Aegean islands. With the recent
studies the numbers of tholos tombs have been increased to 127 on the Greek Mainland. The
early tholos tomb has been dated between 2000-1675 BC and the latest between 1320-1160
BC. In this thesis, I tried to define the architectural features and the meaning of the 2 nd
millennium tholos tomb on the Greek Mainland together with the recently discovered
examples.
The definition and meaning of Bronze Age tholos tombs are not clear from the
previous studies. There are different views about exactly what they meant. Due to the
confusion of meaning for the tholos tomb we need to find a precise and clear definition.
Fernand Robert tried to find the meaning of “tholos” in his study on Greek circular structures
of the first millennium B.C. According to him, the origin of the word is a mud-brick hut
which was formed by overlapping like a pyramid and towering in circular piles of branches.
The other meaning of it is that the roof gave the name to the shape. For Pini, the tomb
structure should have a masonry construction up the top built around the round pit dug on the
surface of the soil. The vault of the tomb should be closed by stones to form a corbelled
dome. Finally, there should be a dromos leading into the structure. This definition is also
supported by Oliver Pelon. In the British archaeological literature, they were named beehiveshaped tombs for a long time. However, they are named “dome-roofed tombs” by the German
and French archaeological literature. Unlike all other tomb terms, the use of the “tholos”
expression in archaeological literature is more varied. This term does not indicate a single and
specific architectural tomb type. This confusion necessitates a clear definition for “tholos”.
First of all, the stone materials of the tholos tomb architecture are discussed and thus
the materials which have been used, has been useful to understand the availability of the
geology of the area. Usually, the materials which were used in the building construction are
examined first. The Mycenaean’s took their materials from the surface or from stone quarries
to cover the tomb with a wall. Tholos tombs are the result of a long experience in the use of
stone. There are just three stone materials, limestone, conglomerate and poros, which were
used for the construction of the tholos tombs.
There are usually 3 main sections mentioned when discussing the definition of the
tholos tomb. But that is not all, the tholos tomb is actually composed of 4 main sections.
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These sections are tumulus, tholos, dromos and stomion. So, a Mycenaean tholos tomb
consists of a circular, subterranean burial chamber, roofed by a corbelled vault and
approached by a dromos that narrows to the stomion or opening into the tomb chamber. The
chamber is built of stone rather than simply being hewn out of the bedrock. Such tholoi tombs
were usually, though not invariably, set into slopes or hillsides. Burials were laid out on the
floor of the tomb chamber, or were placed in pits, cists, or shafts cut into this floor. The
presence of the tumulus is observed clearly in examples from Tiryns, and the Atreus and
Genii tholos tombs on Greek Mainland. Since the very early dates, we know that the people
want to bury their dead bodies under ground level. So, the mentality of the tumulus is quite
understandable. The presence of a tumulus completely conceals the structure of the tomb and
it also gives the tomb a monumental appearance. Also the absence of the tumulus does not
mean that it was not used. In some regions, the presence of the tumulus is not visible because
of the ground condition and the geological deformation. One of the main parts of tholos tomb
is the dromos, but some of the tholos tombs on the Greek Mainland do not have this feature.
Then, was the use of the dromos one of the main parts of tholos tomb optional? Is it really the
main part of tholos tomb? Is the corridor towards the tomb chamber necessarily built by using
stone? In this context, if the purpose is only to pass through to the burial chamber, the
construction type of the dromos is not important. The tholos tombs which were entered
without a dromos are likely to be created without stone and they were just created with the
excavation of the ground. Thus, it can be wrong to say that these tholos tomb did not have a
dromos.
One of the other main parts of tholos tomb is the stomion. The stomion is a large
doorway which opened into the burial chamber proper and whose walls were also provided
with stone revetments. The scheme of this simple entrance way seems like a short dromos.
The tombs become more apparent because of this architectural feature. The tholos tombs
which have this feature were dated before to the beginning of LHIII. The stomion was
planned in a specific ratio between its length and depth. This ratio system appears in most of
the tholos tomb’s entrances. According to this proportioning, the depth which consists of the
measuring of the floor between the end of dromos and the beginning of the chamber is nearly
the same or very close to the height between the base of the lintel and the floor. According to
my observations, there are 43 tholos tombs whose dimensions of the stomion are exactly
known in the Mycenaean region and seven of these tombs’ stomia have a width that is equal
to twice the height. The height of the stomion is more than its width in eighteen of these
46

tholos tombs. However, in the other eighteen tholos tombs which have the exact dimension of
the stomion, the width is larger than its height. Finally the last main part of the tholos tomb is
its chamber and the meaning of the circular shape of tholos tomb comes from the shape of this
main part. Whereas the full circular form of the tomb chamber appears to be rare, this feature
was found in the Menidi tholos tomb by R. Bohn in 1880. The tomb chamber which was
created by using the overlay technique and the dome of the chamber is the main characteristic
of the tholos tomb.
According to me, we can also name the “tholos tomb” as “tumulus tholos” because the
term tholos is used for all round structures but the term tumulus is used only for the pile of
earth or stone which cover a tomb. So the combination of these two words will covers the
meaning of the structure in the architectural sense. The structure was built in a circular or near
circular hole in the ground surface. After that, the dome-shaped chamber is created on it with
using the overlay technique. A stomion, a dromos opening to the stomion, and a tumulus
which cover this structure should be exact definition of the Tumulus Tholos. However, as a
result of the architecture analysis, it is observed that the tumulus tholos was constructed
without depending on a mathematical ratio or a measurement system. Also the dimensions of
the tomb should be associated with the status of the owner. If we consider the diameter of
tomb, there are 16 tombs over 10 m and six of them are in Mycenae, two are in Laconia, five
are in Messenia, one is in Attica, one is in Thessaly and finally one is in Aetolia and the
Acarnania area( fig.78). If we bring to mind the Pylos texts138, the Mycenaean kingdom was
divided into 16 administrative units so it will not be wrong to claim that these tombs can were
only built be for upper-status people.
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ARGOLİS
Catalogue No. 1 (ARG1)
Name and Location. Cyclopean Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8 m, PH 8 m; St: H 3 m, W 1.40 m, D 3.40 m; Dr: L 12-13 m, W 2 m.
Dating. LH IIA. Pelon 1976, 158; Dickinson 1977, 62; Mountjoy 1993, 10, 150; French 2002,
41.
Published. Wace 1921-1923, 287-290; Wace 1949, 42-43; Mylonas 1966 119; Pelon 1976,
157-158; Dickinson 1977 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993, 10, 150;
French 2002, 41.

Catalogue No. 2 (ARG2)
Name and Location. Ephano Phournos Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia11 m, PH10 m; St: H 4.5 m, W 2 m, D 5 m; Dr: L 10 m, W 4/5 m.
Dating. LH IIA. Wace 1921-1923, 295; Mylonas 1966 119; Pelon, 1976 158-159; Dickinson
1977 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson, 1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993, 10, 150.
Published. Wace 1921-1923, 292-296; Wace 1949, 45-46; Wace & Hood 1953, 69-83;
Mylonas 1966, 119; Pelon 1976, 158-159; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson
1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993,10, 150.

Catalogue No. 3 (ARG3)
Name and Location. Aegisthus Tholos Tomb Argolis
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 13 m, PH 13 m; St: H 5 m, W 2 m, D4/5.80 m; Dr: L 22 m, W 4-5 m.
Dating. LH I or the begining of the LH II period. Wace 1921-1923, 298, 316. LH IIA date is
proposed by Pelon 1976, 15; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35;
Mountjoy 1993, 10, 149.
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Published. Wace 1921-1923, 296-316; Wace 1949,38-39; Mylonas 1966, 119; Pelon 1976
159-162; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35; Wright 1987, 174;
Mountjoy 1993,10, 150; French 2002, 41.
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Name and Location. Kato Phournos Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
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Dating. LH IIA. Wace 1949, 45.
Published. Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 124-126; Wace 1921-1923, 320-325; Wace 1949, 44-45;
Mylonas 1966, 119; Pelon 1976, 163-164; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson
1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993,10, 150.

Catalogue No. 5 (ARG5)
Name and Location. Panagia Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8 m, PH 8 m; St: H 3.40 m, W 2 m, D 3 m; Dr: L 12 m, W 3 m.
Dating. LH II Wace 1921-1923, 320; Pelon 1976, 163.
Published. Wace 1921-1923, 316-320; Wace 1949, 33-34; Mylonas 1966, 119; Pelon 1976,
162-163; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993, 10, 150.

Catalogue No. 6 (ARG6)
Name and Location. Lion Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 14 m, PH 15 m; St: H 5.40 m, W 2.60 m, D 5 m; Dr: L 22 m, W 5.40 m.
Dating. LH IIA Pelon 1976, 164; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35;
Mountjoy 1993, 10,149 posited a more general date in LH II.
Published. Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 124-126; Wace 1921-1923, 325-330; Wace 1949, 39-40;
Wace 1955, 180; Mylonas 1966, 119; Pelon 1976, 164-166; Dickinson 1977, 62-63; 1979, 35;
Mountjoy 1993,10, 149.
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Name and Location. Genii Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8.40 m, PH 8 m; St: H 3.40 m, W 2 m, D 3.40 m; Dr: L 16.60 m, W
2.60 m.
Dating. LH IIB Mountjoy 1993, 150. LH IIB-IIIA/1 Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35. LH IIIA
Mylonas 1957, 96-97; Mylonas 1966, 119.
Published. Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 124-126; Wace 1921-1923, 325-330; Wace 1949, 39-40;
Wace 1955, 180; Mylonas 1966, 119; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993, 10,
150.

Catalogue No. 8 (ARG8)
Name and Location. Clytemnestra Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 13.40 m, PH 12.96 m; St: H 5.40 m, W 2.70 m, D 5.40 m; Dr: L 37 m,
W 6 m.
Dating. LH IIIB Wace 1949, 17, 18, 35. LH IIIA/2 period or early in the LH IIIB/1 period
Mountjoy 1993, 18,149.
Published. Perrot & Chipiez 1894, 641-647; Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 122-124; Wace 19211923, 325-330; Wace 1949, 39-40; Wace 1953, 5-7; Mylonas 1966, 122-125; Pelon 1976,
167-171; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35-36; Mountjoy 1993, 17-18, 80, 149.

Catalogue No. 9 (ARG9)
Name and Location. Traesury Atreus Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 14.50 m, PH 13.20 m; St: H 5.40 m, W 2.70 m, D 5.40 m; Dr: L 36 m,
W 6 m.
Dating. LH IIIB Mylonas 1966, 122. LH IIIA/1 Mountjoy 1993, 17, 63.
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Published.; Perrot & Chipiez 1894, 608-641; Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 117-122; Wace 19211923, 338-357; Wace 1949, 39-40; Wace 1953, 5-7; Mylonas 1966, 120-122, 133-134, 189190; Pelon 1976, 171-175; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 35; Mountjoy 1993,17-18, 63, 150.

Catalogue No. 10 (ARG10)
Name and Location. Prosymna Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 9.50 m, PH 10 m; St: H 4.40 m, W 2 m, D 4.50 m; Dr: L 18 m, W
2.90/3.15 m.
Dating. LH IIIA Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 38. LH II Wace 1921-1923, 330. LH IIB-IIIA/1
Fitzsimons 2006, 165.
Published. Perrot & Chipiez 1894, 395-397; Wace 1921-1923, 330-333; Simpson 1965, 14;
Pelon 1976, 176-177; Dickinson 1977, 62; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 38.

Catalogue No. 11 (ARG11)
Name and Location. Berbati Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8 m, PH 2.50/4.50 m; St: H 3.27 m, W 1.60 m, D 3.86 m; Dr: L 8 m, W
2.25 m.
Dating. LH IIIA Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 38. LH II Wace 1921-1923, 330. LH IIB-IIIA/1
Fitzsimons 2006, 165.
Published. Karo 1935, 200-202; Wace 1936, 276-279; Simpson 1965, 14; Pelon 1976, 177178; Dickinson 1977, 62; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 29; Wells & Runnels 1996, 121.

Catalogue No. 12 (ARG12)
Name and Location. Dendra Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 7.30 m, PH 7 m; St: H 4.10 m, W 2 m, D 4.70 m; Dr: L 17.90 m, W
2.50 m.
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Dating. LH III Persson 1931, 23-24. LH IIIA/1 Walberg 1998, 176 LH IIB-IIIA/1 Simpson &
Dickinson 1970, 40; Simpson 1965, 15. LH II Mylonas 1966, 130.
Published. Persson 1931, 8-70; Simpson 1965, 14-15; Pelon 1976, 178-180; Dickinson 1977,
62; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 40; Åström 1977, 4; Åström 1983, 5; Mountjoy 1993, 13, 63.

Catalogue No. 13 (ARG13)
Name and Location. Kazarma Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 7.20 m, PH 4 m; St: W 1.70/1.55 m, D 3 m; Dr: L 5.60 m, W 2.50 m.
Dating. LH I-IIA Dickinson 1977, 62; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 51. LH IIB Mountjoy,
1993, 11.
Published. Pelon 1976, 181-182; Dickinson 1977, 62; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 51.

Catalogue No. 14 (ARG14)
Name and Location. Tiryns Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8.50 m, PH 8.50/8.45 m, St: H 4.10 m, W 2 m, D 4.70 m; Dr: L 13.70
m, W 3 m.
Dating. LH III Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 43; Cavanagh & Mee 1998, 81. LH IIIB
Papadimitriou 2001, 22.
Published. Müller 1930, 218; Simpson & Dickinson 1979, 43; Wells 1990, 128; Mountjoy
1993, 161; Papadimitriou 2001, 70.

Catalogue No. 15 (ARG15)
Name and Location. Kokla Tholos Tomb (Argolis)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.40 m, PH5/5.50 m; St: H 2.65 m, W 1.25 m, D 2.60 m; Dr: L 23 m, W
2/2.20 m.
Dating. LH IIB-IIIA/1 Cavanagh & Mee 1998, 58. LH IIB Mountjoy 1993, 11. LH IIIA/1
Demakopoulou 1990, 119.
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Published. Catling 1982-1983, 26; Demakopoulou 1990, 119; Kontorli & Papadopoulou
1995, 120.

Catalogue No. 16 (ARG 16)
Name and Location. Troizen Tholos Tomb (Achaia)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH IIIA Tomilson 1995-1996, 11.
Published. Tomilson 1995-1996, 11.

ARCADİA

Catalogue No. 17 (ARC1)
Name and Location. Tegea Tholos Tomb (Arcadia)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH IIIA Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 130; Alin 1962, 74.
Published. Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 130; Alin 1962, 74.

Catalogue No. 18 (ARC2)
Name and Location. Analipsis Tholos Tomb (Arcadia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8.65 m, PH 4.85 m; St: H 2.20 m, W 1.05 m, D 3.40 m.
Dating. LH II Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 130.
Published. Rhomaios 1954, 270-286; Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 130,160; Simpson 1965,
50.

Catalogue No. 19 (ARC3)
Name and Location. Analipsis Little Tholos Tomb (Arcadia)
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Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3 m.
Dating. LH I, LH II, LH IIIB Alin 1962, 74.
Published. Rhomaios 1956, 185.

Catalogue No. 20 (ARC4)
Name and Location. Palaichoria Tholos Tomb (Arcadia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3.20/2.40 m, PH 1.50 m; St: D 1.20 m.
Dating. LH II Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 134.
Published. Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 134.

LACONIA
Catalogue No. 21 (LAC1)
Name and Location. Vaphio Tholos Tomb (Laconia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 10.15/10.35 m; St: H 4.20 m, W 1.93 m, D 4.56 m; Dr: L 29.80 m, W
3.18/3.25 m.
Dating. LH II A Furumark 1941, 49
Published. Belger 1887, 31-33; Perrot & Chipiez 1894, 405-409; Waterhouse & Simpson
1960, 76-78; Mylonas 1966, 125-127; Dickinson 1977, 92; Cartledge 2002, 36-37.

Catalogue No. 22 (LAC2)
Name and Location. Arkines Tholos Tomb (Laconia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 4.70 m, PH 3.75 m; St: H 1.16/1.30 m, W 0.78 m, D 2.80 m; Dr: L
2.65m, W 3.18/3.25 m.
Dating. LH IIIA Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 128.
Published. Waterhouse & Simpson 1961, 128.
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Catalogue No. 23 (LAC3)
Name and Location. Pellana Tholos Tomb (Laconia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 10.0m, PH 10.0 m.
Dating. LH IIA Catling 1981-1982, 24.
Published. Catling 1981-1982, 24; Catling 1982-1983, 29; Blackman 1998-1999, 31.

MESSENIA
Catalogue No. 24 (M1)
Name and Location. Kambos Tholos Tomb (Messenia)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8.50 m, PH 9 m; St: H 2.65 m, W 1.64 m, D 3.09 m; Dr: L 12.85 m, W
2.18 m.
Dating. LH II-III Simpson 1957, 236.
Published. Simpson 1957, 236-239; McDonald & Simpson 1961, 251; Âlin 1962, 89.

Catalogue No. 25 (M2)
Name and Location. Nichoria Akones Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.10 m; Dr: L2.50 m.
Dating. LH IIIB Pelon 1976, 90.
Published. Choremis 1968, 158-159; Pelon 1976, 88-89; Banou 2008, 45-46.

Catalogue No. 26 (M3)
Name and Location. Nichoria Tourko Kivoura Tholos Tomb B (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3.40 m, PH 0.70/0.80 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 Pelon 1976, 90.
Published. Choremis 1970, 179-181; Pelon 1976, 90.
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Catalogue No. 27 (M4)
Name and Location. Nichoria Tourko Kivoura Tholos Tomb C (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3.40 m, PH 0.88 m.
Dating. LH IIIA Pelon 1976, 90.
Published. Choremis 1970, 179-181; Pelon 1976, 89.

Catalogue No. 28 (M5)
Name and Location. Nichoria Tourko Kivoura Tholos Tomb D (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.20 m, PH 0.80 m.
Dating unknown
Published. Choremis 1970, 179-181; Pelon 1976, 90.

Catalogue No. 29 (M6)
Name and Location. Nichoria Tourko Kivoura Tholos Tomb E (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3 m.
Dating. LH III A2 Pelon 1976, 90.
Published. Choremis 1970, 179-181; Pelon 1976, 90.

Catalogue No. 30 (M7)
Name and Location. Nichoria Tourko Kivoura Tholos Tomb F (Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH IIIA/1 – LH III/2 Pelon 1976, 90.
Published. Wilkie 1974, 172; Pelon 1976, 90.
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Catalogue No. 31 (M8)
Name and Location. Nichoria at the NW edge of the settlement Tholos Tomb
(Messenia/Nichoria)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6.60 m; St: H 2.15 m, W 1.17/1.07 m; Dr: L 8.90 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 – LH IIIB/2 Mc Donalds & Wilkie 1992, 231-234.
Published. Mc Donalds & Wilkie 1992, 231-234; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 32 (M9)
Name and Location. Kato Englianos Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Englianos)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 7.66/7.71 m, PH 3.25 m; St: H 3.10 m, W 1.65 m, D 3 m; Dr: L8.10 m,
W 2.35/2.25 m.
Dating. LH II Blegen 1973, 79.
Published. Blegen & Kourouniotis 1939, 570-575; Blegen 1973, 73-81.

Catalogue No. 33 (M10)
Name and Location. Ano Englianos Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Englianos)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 9.35 m, PH 4.90 m; St: H 4.55 m, W 2.26/2.22 m, D 4.62 m; Dr: L
10.50 m, W 4.40 m.
Dating. LH II Blegen 1954, 30-32; Banou 2008, 42.
Published. Blegen 1954, 30-32; Banou 2008, 42.

Catalogue No. 34 (M11)
Name and Location. Vagenas Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Englianos)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.50 m, PH 0.30 m.
Dating. LH II-IIIA Blegen 1958, 178; Pelon 1976, 195.
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Published. Blegen 1958, 178; Pelon 1976, 194-195.

Catalogue No. 35 (M12)
Name and Location. Tragana Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Viglitsa)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 8.50 m, PH 3.0 m; St: H 2.90 m, W 1.45 m, D 2.80 m; Dr: L 9.50 m.
Dating. LH IIIC/1 LH IIIC/2 Kourouniotis 1914, 116; Pelon 1976, 197; LH IIB Marinatos
1955, 247-249; Korres 1976 265-267.
Published. Skias 1909, 274-292; Kourouniotis 1914, 99-117; Marinatos 1955, 247-249; Pelon
1976, 195-197; Korres 1976 265-267; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 36 (M13)
Name and Location. Tragana Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Viglitsa)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 7.20/7.10 m, PH 3.25 m; St: W 1.35 m; Dr: L 7.50 m, W 2.25/2.55 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 Marinatos 1955, 250-253.
Published. Marinatos 1955, 247-249; Pelon 1976, 195-197; Catling 1982-1983, 25; Banou
2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 37 (M14)
Name and Location. Osmanaga Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Trifylia/Koryphassio)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6 m, PH 6 m; St: H 2.75 m, W 1.50 m, D 1.85 m.
Dating. MH II Blegen 1954, 162. MH II- LH I Pelon 1976, 198.
Published. Blegen 1954, 158-162; Pelon 1976, 198; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 38 (M15)
Name and Location. Routsi Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Myrsinochori)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.50/5.0 m; St: H 2.30 m, W 1.50 m, D 2.30 m.
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Dating. LH I-IIA Marinatos 1956, 206; Pelon 1976, 200. The last burial which was found
from room floor LH IIIA Marinatos 1956, 206; Pelon 1976, 200.
Published.; Marinatos 1956, 203-206; Marinatos 1957, 118-120; Pelon 1976, 198-200; Banou
2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 39 (M16)
Name and Location. Routsi Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Myrsinochori)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5 m.
Dating. LH IIA-LH IIIA Marinatos 1956, 203-206.
Published. Marinatos 1956, 203-206; Marinatos 1957, 118-120; Pelon 1976, 198-200; Banou
2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 40 (M17)
Name and Location. Papoulias Tholos Tomb A (Messenia/Pylia/Papoulias)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3.60 m, PH 0.50 m.
Dating. LH III Marinatos 1954, 315-316; Pelon 1976, 201.
Published. Marinatos 1954, 315-316; Marinatos 1955, 255; Pelon 1976, 199; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 41 (M18)
Name and Location. Papoulias Tholos Tomb B (Messenia/Pylia/Papoulias)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH III Marinatos 1954, 315-316.
Published. Marinatos 1954, 315-316; Marinatos 1955, 255; Pelon 1976, 199; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 42 (M19)
Name and Location. Papoulias Tholos Tomb C (Messenia/Kararrachi)
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Dimensions. Ch: Dia 4.40 m, PH 1.50 m; St: W 2.0 m, D 0.80 m; Dr: L 3+ m, W 1 m.
Dating. LH III Marinatos 1954, 315-316; Pelon 1976, 201.
Published. Marinatos 1954, 315-316; Marinatos 1955, 255; Pelon 1976, 201; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 43 (M20)
Name and Location. Voidikilia Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Trifylia/Pylos)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 4.80/5.03 m, PH 1.90 m; St: W 1.25 m, D 2.35/2.45 m; Dr: W 1.50 m
Dating. LH I Marinatos 1958, 184-185; Pelon 1976, 201.
Published. Marinatos 1956, 202-203; Pelon 1976, 201; Korres 1978, 334-340; Korres 1990, 8;
Banou 2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 44 (M21)
Name and Location. Koukonara Livaditi Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Livadhiti)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 4.62 m, PH 1.15 m; St: H 0.17 m, W 1.09/1.04 m, D 1.76 m.
Dating. LH I/II Pelon 1976, 202.
Published. Marinatos 1958, 189-190; Pelon 1976, 202; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 45 (M22)
Name and Location. Koukonara Phytes Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Phyties)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6 m, PH 2+ m; St: H 1.90 m, W 1.20 m, D 2.40 m.
Dating. LH IIB-LH IIIA Pelon 1976, 202.
Published. Marinatos 1958, 189-190; Pelon 1976, 202.

Catalogue No. 46 (M23)
Name and Location. Koukonara Phytes Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Phyties)
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Dimensions. Ch: Dia 7.20 m.
Dating. LH IIB-LH IIIA Marinatos 1958, 191-192; Pelon 1976, 202.
Published. Marinatos 1958, 191-192; Pelon 1976, 202; Banou 2008, 45

Catalogue No. 47 (M24)
Name and Location. Koukonara Gouvalari Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Gouvalari)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6.25 m.
Dating. LH II-LH IIIB Marinatos 1959, 176-177; Pelon 1976, 203.
Published. Marinatos 1959, 176-177; Marinatos 1960, 195-196; Pelon 1976, 203.

Catalogue No. 48 (M25)
Name and Location. Koukonara Gouvalari Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Gouvalari)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5 m.
Dating. LH I-LH IIIB Marinatos 1959, 176-177; Pelon 1976, 203.
Published. Marinatos 1959, 177; Marinatos 1960, 195-196; Pelon 1976, 203.

Catalogue No. 49 (M26)
Name and Location. Polla Dendra Tholos Tomb (Messenia/ Koukonara)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 4.75 m,
Dating. LH III. Marinatos 1961, 174; Pelon 1976, 204.
Published. Marinatos 1961, 174; Pelon 1976, 204.

Catalogue No. 50 (M27)
Name and Location. Akona Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia /Koukonara)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6.20 m; St: H 1.95 m, W 1.32/1.00 m, D 2.40 m.
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Dating. LH III. Marinatos 1961, 174; Pelon 1976, 204.
Published. Marinatos 1959, 178-179; Marinatos 1963, 114-118; Pelon 1976, 204.

Catalogue No. 51 (M28)
Name and Location. Akona Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Koukonara)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.40 m; St: W 1.20 m, D 2.30 m.
Dating. LH IIIA-LH IIIB. Pelon 1976, 204.
Published. Marinatos 1959, 178-179; Marinatos 1963, 114-118; Pelon 1976, 204. Banou
2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 52 (M29)
Name and Location. Palaiochoria Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Koukonara)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia3.40/3.60 m; St: W 1.00/0.90 m, D 1.45 m.
Dating. LH III C Marinatos 1961, 174-175; LH III B-C Pelon 1976, 205.
Published. Marinatos 1961, 174-175; Pelon 1976, 204.

Catalogue No. 53 (M30)
Name and Location. Vlachopoulo Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Drakorachi)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 3.10 m, PH 2.0 m; St: H 1.20/1.00 m, W 0.83 m, D 1.00 m.
Dating. LH IIIA-B Marinatos 1964, 89-92; Pelon 1976, 206.
Published. Marinatos 1964, 89-92; Pelon 1976, 205-206; Banou 2008, 44.

Catalogue No. 54 (M31)
Name and Location. Tourliditsa Tholos Tomb (Messenia/ Soulinari)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.10 m, PH 1.50 m; St: W 1.35/1.15 m; Dr: L 2.75 m, W 1.70 m
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Dating. LH II-IIIA Marinatos 1966, 129-132; Pelon 1976, 206.
Published. Marinatos 1964, 89-92; Pelon 1976, 205-206; Banou 2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 55 (M32)
Name and Location. Peristeria Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Myro)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 12.10 m, PH 4 m; St: H 5.10 m, W 2.33 m, D 5.50 m; Dr: L 28 m, W
3.30 m.
Dating. LH I-III Marinatos 1960, 206-209; Pelon 1976, 207-208.
Published. Marinatos 1960, 206-209; Pelon 1976, 207; Korres 1977, 328-331; Banou 2008,
47.
Catalogue No. 56 (M33)
Name and Location. Peristeria Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Myro)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 10.50/10.60 m, PH 3.50 m; St: W 2.35/2.05 m, D 5.50 m; Dr: L 9.15 m,
W 2.0 m.
Dating. LH II Marinatos 1960, 206-209; Marinatos 1961, 169-174; Pelon 1976, 209-210.
Published. Marinatos 1960, 206-209; Marinatos 1961, 169-174; Pelon 1976, 209-210 ; Korres
1977, 298-307; Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 57 (M34)
Name and Location. Peristeria Tholos Tomb 3 (Messenia/Myro)
Dimensions. Ch: Dia 6.90 m.
Dating. LH I-II Marinatos 1965, 114-120; Pelon 1976, 211.
Published. Marinatos 1965, 114-120; Pelon 1976, 211; Korres 1977, 331-341; Banou 2008,
47.

Catalogue No. 58 (M35)
Name and Location. Peristeria South Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Myro)
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Dimensions. Ch: Dia 5.0.8 m; St: W 2.70 m, D 1.00 m.
Dating. LH I-IIB Korres 1977, 319-324.
Published. Korres 1977, 319-324; Banou 2008, 48.

Catalogue No. 59 (M36)
Name and Location. Peristeria West Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Myro)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH II Papakonstantinou 1989, 107-108.
Published. Papakonstantinou 1989, 107-108; Banou 2008, 48.

Catalogue No. 60 (M37)
Name and Location. Mouriatadha Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Elliniko)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.80 m, PH 4.60 m; St: H 1.80 m, W 1.05/0.85 m, D 1.80 m; Dr: L 3.10
m.
Dating. LH II Marinatos 1960, 205-206; Pelon 1976, 211-212.
Published. Marinatos 1960, 205-206; Pelon 1976, 211-212; Banou 2008, 48.

Catalogue No. 61 (M38)
Name and Location. Kopanaki Tholos Tomb A (Messenia/Akourthi)
Dimensions are unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published.Valmin 1927-1928, 201-209; Pelon 1976, 212-213; Hope Simpson 1981, 135-136;
Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 62 (M39)
Name and Location. Kopanaki Tholos Tomb B (Messenia/Akourthi)
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Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.35 m, PH 4.50 m; St: H 2.40 m, W 1.20/1.10 m, D 3.50 m; Dr: L 4.50
m, W 1.70 m.
Dating. LH IIB-LH III Valmin 1927-1928, 201-209; Pelon 1976, 213.
Published. Valmin 1927-1928, 201-209; Pelon 1976, 212-213; Hope Simpson 1981, 136;
Banou 2008, 46-47.

Catalogue No. 63 (M40)
Name and Location. Kopanaki Tholos Tomb C (Messenia/Akourthi)
Unexcavated.
Published. Valmin 1927-1928, 201-209; Pelon 1976, 212-213; Hope Simpson 1981, 136;
Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 64 (M41)
Name and Location. Malthi Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 6.85 m, PH 5.80 m; St: H 3.0 m, W 1.60 m, D 1.0 m; Dr: L 13.50 m, W
2.35 m.
Dating. LH III Valmin 1938, 207-215; Pelon 1976, 212-213.
Published. Valmin 1938, 207-215; Pelon 1976, 213-217; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 65 (M42)
Name and Location. Malthi Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.75 m, PH 5.0 m; St: H 2.80 m, W 1.30 m, D 2.60 m; Dr: L 12.50 m, W
2.20 m
Dating. LH IIIA/2 Valmin 1938, 215-225; Pelon 1976, 217; LH IIIB Furumark 1941, 67.
Published. Valmin 1938, 215-225; Pelon 1976, 216-217; Banou 2008, 46.
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Catalogue No. 66 (M43)
Name and Location. Vassiliko Tholos Tomb 1 (Messenia/Xerovrysi)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 6.50 m, PH5.50 m; St: H 2.05 m, W 0.92/0.52 m, D 2.75 m;
Dr: L 12.0/15.0 m, W 1.50 m.
Dating. LH II Valmin 1927-1928, 190-201; Pelon 1976, 217-218.
Published. Valmin 1927-1928, 190-201; Pelon 1976, 217-218; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 67 (M44)
Name and Location. Vassiliko Tholos Tomb 2 (Messenia/Xerovrysi)
Unexcavated.
Published. Valmin 1927-1928, 190-201; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 68 (M45)
Name and Location. Exochiko Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Aghios Nicolaos) Suspected.
Dimensions Ch: Dia 7.0/8.0 m.
Dating unknown.
Published. Hope Simpson 1981, 125; Banou 2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 69 (M46)
Name and Location. Charokopeio Tholos Tomb (Messenia)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published. Marinatos 1958, 192-193; Banou 2008, 45.
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Catalogue No. 70 (M47)
Name and Location. Kaplani Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Vigla)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.30/5.50 m, PH 2.20 m; St: H 1.65 m, D 1.20/0.40 m; Dr: L 6.0 m.
Dating. LH IIA Arapogianni 1993, 106-107.
Published. Arapogianni 1993, 106-107; Blackman 1998-1999, 46; Banou 2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 71 (M48)
Name and Location. Kaplani Tholos Tomb no.24 (Messenia/Vigla)
Dimensions are approximately of same size as n. (M47)
Dating unknown.
Published. Arapogianni 1993, 106-107; Banou 2008, 45.

Catalogue No. 72 (M49)
Name and Location. Neromylos Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Viglitsa) (suspected)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published. Hope Simpson 1981, 126; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 73 (M50)
Name and Location. Daras Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Viglitsa)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 6.75 m; Dr: L 5.80 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/B Parlama 1973, 315-316.
Published. Parlama 1973, 315-316; Banou 2008, 45.
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Catalogue No. 74 (M51)
Name and Location. Diodia Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Kalamata)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.20 m, PH 2.30 m; St: H 2.0m, W 2.0 m.
Dating. LH I-IIA-LH IIIA-B Chatzi & Spiliopoulou 1995, 180-182.
Published. Chatzi & Spiliopoulou 1995, 180-182; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 75 (M52)
Name and Location. Aipeia Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Raches)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.0 m; St: W 1.05 m.
Dating is unknown.
Published. Hope Simpson 1981, 129; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 76 (M53)
Name and Location. Mandra Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Chazna)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published. Hope Simpson 1981, 141; Banou 2008, 46.

Catalogue No. 77 (M54)
Name and Location. Chalkias Tholos Tomb A (Messenia/Aghios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.10 m; St: W 1.05 m; Dr: L 2.70 m, W 1.30 m
Dating. LH IIA-B to LH IIIB Vikatou 1995, 182-184.
Published. Vikatou 1995, 182-184; Vikatou 1996, 191-192; Banou 2008, 47.
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Catalogue No. 78 (M55)
Name and Location. Chalkias Tholos Tomb N. of no.45 (Messenia/Aghios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.10 m; St: W 1.05 m.
Dating. LH IIA-B to LH IIIB Vikatou 1995, 182-184.
Published. Vikatou 1995, 182-184; Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 79 (M56)
Name and Location. Chalkias Kroikanos Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Kroikanos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.0 m; St: W 2.30 m, D 1.75 m.
Dating unknown.
Published. Vikatou 1996, 191-192; Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 80 (M57)
Name and Location. Kamari Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Gouva)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH IIIA-B Hope Simpson 1981,137.
Published. Hope Simpson 1981, 137; Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 81 (M58)
Name and Location. Psari Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Metsiki)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 9.10 m; St: W 2.30 m; Dr: L 11.0 m.
Dating. LH III Catling 1985-1986, 31.
Published. Catling 1985-1986, 31; Banou 2008, 47.
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Catalogue No. 82 (M59)
Name and Location. Psari (Triphlyias) Tholos Tomb E. of no.43 (Messenia/Metsiki)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 7.90 m.
Dating. LH IIA French 1991-1992, 27.
Published. French 1989-1990, 33; Banou 2008, 47.

Catalogue No. 83 (M60)
Name and Location. Filiatra Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Aghios Christophoros)
A tholos tomb is highly suspected.
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LHII-LH IIIA Catling 1984-1985, 25.
Published. Catling 1984-1985, 25.

Catalogue No. 84 (M61)
Name and Location. Kakavatos Tholos Tomb A (Pylos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 12.12 m, PH 2.50 m; St: W 2.35/2.25 m, D 4.85 m; Dr: L 8.0 m, W
2.50/3.0 m.
Dating. LH II Müller 1909, 269-328.
Published. Dörpfeld 1908, 295-317; Müller 1909, 269-328; Pelon 1976, 219-220.

Catalogue No. 85 (M62)
Name and Location. Kakavatos Tholos Tomb B (Pylos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 9.0 m, PH 1.75 m; St: W 2.0 m.
Dating. LH II Müller 1909, 269-328.
Published. Dörpfeld 1908, 295-317; Müller 1909, 269-328; Pelon 1976, 220-221.
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Catalogue No. 86 (M63)
Name and Location. Kakavatos Tholos Tomb C (Pylos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 9.0 m, PH 0.60 m.
Dating. LH II Müller 1909, 269-328.
Published. Dörpfeld 1908, 295-317; Müller 1909, 269-328; Pelon 1976, 221.

Catalogue No. 87 (M64)
Name and Location. Kephalovryso Tholos Tomb (Messenia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.20 m, PH 2.52 m; Dr: L 2.0 m.
Dating. MH III-LH II Chatzi & Spiliopoulou 2006, 337-366.
Published. Chatzi & Spiliopoulou 2006, 337-366.

Catalogue No. 88 (M65)
Name and Location. Psarion Tholos Tomb (Messenia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.0 m; Dr: L 2.0 m.
Dating is unknown.
Published. Catling 1982-1983, 30.

Catalogue No. 89 (M66)
Name and Location. Philiatra Tholos Tomb (Messenia/Ayios Cristophoros)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating.LH I-II Catling 1984-1985, 25.
Published. Catling 1984-1985, 25.
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Catalogue No. 90 (M67)
Name and Location. Loutrakiou Katounas Tholos Tomb (Messenia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 2.40 m.
Dating.LH III A Tomilson 1995-1996, 25.
Published.Tomilson 1995-1996, 25.

ACHAIA
Catalogue No. 91 (ACH 1)
Name and Location. Katarraktis Tholos Tomb A (Achaia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.90 m; St: W 1.05 m, D 0.40 m; Dr: L 2.90 m, W 1.35 m.
Dating. LH IIIB Zaphiropoulos 1957, 114-115.
Published. Zaphiropoulos 1956, 193-195; Zaphiropoulos 1957, 114-115.

Catalogue No. 92 (ACH 2)
Name and Location. Katarraktis Tholos Tomb B (Achaia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.20 m, PH 2.60 m, St: W 1.57 m; Dr: L 4.0 m, W 1.0 m.
Dating. LH IIIB Zaphiropoulos 1957, 114-115.
Published. Zaphiropoulos 1956, 193-195; Zaphiropoulos 1957, 114-115.

Catalogue No. 93 (ACH 4)
Name and Location. Petroto Tholos Tomb (Mygdalia Hill/Achaia)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH II Tomilson 1995-1996, 15.
Published. Tomilson 1995-1996, 15.
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Catalogue No. 94 (ACH 5)
Name and Location. Kallithea Laganida Tholos Tomb (Mygdalia Hill/Achaia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.90 m; Dr: L 7.10 m.
Dating.LH IIIA to LH IIIC French 1992-1993, 23; Graff 2011, 23.
Published. Catling 1982-1983, 31; Catling 1988-1989, 41 ; Papadopoulos 1991, 30-37;
French 1992-1993, 23; Graff 2011, 24.
ATTICA
Catalogue No. 95 (ATT 1)
Name and Location. Thorikos Tholos Tomb A (Attica)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 9 m, PH 5.0 m; Dr: L 6.0 m, W 3.0 m.
Dating. LH II Servais 1965, 22-23.
Published. Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 384; Frazer 1898, 522; Servais 1965, 22-23.

Catalogue No. 96 (ATT 2)
Name and Location. Thorikos Tholos Tomb B (Attica)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 9.25 m, PH 8.61 m; St: H 3.10 m, W 1.80 m, D 3.45 m; Dr: L 12.0 m, W
3.0 m.
Dating. LH II Servais 1968, 100.
Published. Tsountas & Manatt 1897, 384-385; Frazer 1898, 523-524; Servais 1968, 17-102.

Catalogue No. 97 (ATT 3)
Name and Location. Marathon Tholos Tomb (Attica)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 7.0 m, PH 6.20 m; St: H 2.70 m, W 1.60 m, D 2.60 m; Dr: L 25.0 m, W
2.80/1.75 m.
Dating. LH II Sotiriadis 1933, 35-38.
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Published. Sotiriadis 1933, 35-38.

Catalogue No. 98 (ATT 4)
Name and Location. Menidi Tholos Tomb (Attica)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.35 m, PH 8.74 m; St: H 3.30 m, W 1.55 m, D 3.35 m; Dr: L 27.72 m,
W3.0 m.
Dating. LH III B Frazer 1898, 137-138.
Published. Bohn 1880; Frazer 1898, 137-138; Perrot & Chipiez 1882-1914, 414-417;

Catalogue No. 99 (ATT 5)
Name and Location. Orchomenos Tholos Tomb (Attica/Boeotia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 14.0 m; St: H 5.44 m, W 2.70 m, D 5.30 m; Dr: L 20+ m, W 5.11 m.
Dating. LH III B Schliemann, 1881, 17-39.
Published. Schliemann, 1881, 17-39; Perrot & Chipiez 1882-1914, 439-447; Tsountas &
Manatt 1897, 126-129.

Catalogue No. 100 (ATT 6)
Name and Location. Medeon Tholos Tomb A (Attica/Phocis)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.0 m, PH 3.10/1.45 m; Dr: L 4.70 m, W 1.20 m.
Dating. LH III A Pelon 1976,239.
Published. Pelon 1976, 238.

Catalogue No. 101 (ATT 7)
Name and Location. Medeon Tholos Tomb T239 (Attica/Phocis)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.13/2.98 m, PH 2.0 m; Dr: L 2.20 m, W 1.0 m.
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Dating. LH IIIC/1 Pelon 1976,240..
Published. Pelon 1976, 239-240.

EUBOEIA
Catalogue No. 102 (E1)
Name and Location. Bellousia Tholos Tomb (Korystia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.20 m, PH 2.25 m.
Dating. LH III Pelon 1976, 240.
Published. Pelon 1976, 240.

Catalogue No. 103 (E2)
Name and Location. Katakalou Tholos Tomb (Korystia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.60 m, PH 4.70 m; St: H1.65 m, W 0.80 m, D 3.30 m; Dr: L 6.95 m.
Dating. LH III Hankey 1952, 49; Hope Simpson 1965, 168; Pelon 1976,242.
Published. Hope Simpson 1965, 168; Pelon 1976, 241-242.

Catalogue No. 104 (E3)
Name and Location. Oxilithos Tholos Tomb (Euboea)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.60 m, PH 3.0 m; St: W 0.80 m.
Dating. LH III A/2-LH IIIA-B Hope Simpson 1965, 169; Pelon 1976, 242.
Published. Pelon 1976, 242.
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THESALLY
Catalogue No. 105 (T1)
Name and Location. Volos Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Volos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 10.0 m, PH 4.0 m; St: H 2.40 m, W 2.30/1.60 m, D 5.50 m.
Dating. LH II 238; Pelon 1976, 242.
Published. Arvanitopoulos 1912, 229-232; Pelon 1976, 243;

Catalogue No. 106 (T2)
Name and Location. Kazanaki Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Volos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.0 m, PH 7.0 m; St: H 3.85 m, W 1.50 m; Dr: L 8 m.
Dating. LH III A Whitley 2003-2004, 41.
Published. Whitley 2003-2004, 415; Morgan 2008, 59-61.

Catalogue No. 107 (T3)
Name and Location. Aerinos Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Volos)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown
Published. Blackman 1998-1999, 69.

Catalogue No. 108 (T4)
Name and Location. Dimini Tholos Tomb A (Thesally/Volos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.50 m, PH 8.30 m; St: H 3.60 m, W 1.50 m, D 2.85 m; Dr: L 13.30 m,
W 3.30 m.
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Dating. LH III A-B Pelon 1976, 247.
Published. Pelon 1976, 244-246; Pantou 2010, 386-389.
Catalogue No. 109 (T5)
Name and Location. Dimini Tholos Tomb B (Thesally/Volos)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.30 m, PH 3.80 m; St: H 3.15 m, W 1.60 m, D 3.25 m, Dr: L 16.30 m,
W 2.30 m.
Dating. LH III A-B Pelon 1976, 247.
Published. Pelon 1976, 246-247; Pantou 2010, 386-389.

Catalogue No. 110 (T6)
Name and Location. Pteleon Tholos Tomb A (Thesally/Magnesia/Pteleon)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.06 m, PH 3.10 m; St: H 1.85 m, W 1.20/1.02 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 to LH IIIC/1 Pelon 1976, 251.
Published. Verdélis 1951, 141-149; Pelon 1976, 249.

Catalogue No. 111 (T7)
Name and Location. Pteleon Tholos Tomb B (Thesally/Magnesia/Pteleon)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 1.90 m, PH 0.70 m; Dr: L 2.10 m, W 0.70 m.
Dating. LH IIIC/1 Pelon 1976, 251.
Published. Verdélis 1952, 171-l73; Pelon 1976, 250.

Catalogue No. 112 (T8)
Name and Location. Pteleon Tholos Tomb C (Thesally/Magnesia/Pteleon)
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Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.20 m, PH 2.50 m; Dr: L 2.0 m, W 1.07/0.90 m
Dating. LH IIIC Pelon 1976, 251.
Published. Verdélis 1952, 120-l23; Pelon 1976, 250.

Catalogue No. 113 (T9)
Name and Location. Pteleon Tholos Tomb D (Thesally/Magnesia/Pteleon)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.70m, PH 0.60 m.
Dating. LH IIIC Hope Simpson 1965, 149; Pelon 1976, 251.
Published. Verdélis 1952, l23-125; Pelon 1976, 251.

Catalogue No. 114 (T10)
Name and Location. Agioi Thedoroi Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Ambelia)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.54 m, PH 3.0 m; St: H 1.15 m, W 0.84 m, D 0.40 m, Dr: L 4.75 m, W
1.54/1.05 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 Hope Simpson 1965, 149; Pelon 1976, 251.
Published. Verdélis 1951, 150-154; Verdélis 1952, 181-184; Pelon 1976, 251.

Catalogue No. 115 (T11)
Name and Location. Spilia Tholos Tomb (Thesally)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 2.30m, PH 2.05 m; St: H 1.06 m, D 1.40 m; Dr: W 1.50 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 to LH IIIB/1 Théocharis 1969, 165-167.
Published. Pelon 1976, 252; Leekley & Efstratiou 1980, 155.
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Catalogue No. 116 (T12)
Name and Location. Georgikon Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Karditsa)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 8.70/8.85m, PH 9.0 m; Dr: L 9.0 m, W 2.40 m.
Dating. LH IIIA/2 to LH IIIB/1 Théocharis 1969, 165-167.
Published. Théocharis 1960, 171; Pelon 1976, 252.

Catalogue No. 117 (T13)
Name and Location. Agios Antonios Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Larisa)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating. LH IIIA-B Leekley & Efstratiou 1980, 133.
Published. Leekley & Efstratiou 1980, 133.

Catalogue No. 118 (T13)
Name and Location. Aerinos Tholos Tomb (Thesally/Larisa)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published. Blackman 1998-1999, 69.

AETOLIA AND ACARNANIA
Catalogue No. 119 (AA1)
Name and Location. Seremethi Tholos Tomb (Agios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 5.27 m, PH 0.96 m; Dr: L 0.55 m.
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Dating. LH II to LH IIIC Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210.
Published. Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210; Pelon 1976, 253-254.

Catalogue No. 120 (AA2)
Name and Location. Marathia Tholos Tomb 1 (Agios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.14 m, PH 2.10 m.
Dating. LH IIIA Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210.
Published. Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210; Pelon 1976, 255.

Catalogue No. 121 (AA3)
Name and Location. Marathia Tholos Tomb 2 (Agios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 4.17 m, PH 2.0 m.
Dating. LH IIIB to LH IIIC Mastrokostas 1963, 210.
Published. Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210; Pelon 1976, 255.

Catalogue No. 122 (AA4)
Name and Location. Marathia Tholos Tomb 3 (Agios Ilias)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.10 m, PH 1.32 m.
Dating. LH III B Mastrokostas 1963, 210.
Published. Mastrokostas 1963, 204-210; Pelon 1976, 255.
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Catalogue No. 123 (AA5)
Name and Location. Palaiomanina Tholos Tomb (Aetolia and Acarnania)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 10.70 m, PH 1.32 m; Dr: L 6.60 m, W 0.62/0.74 m.
Dating unknown.
Published. Pelon 1976, 256.

Catalogue No. 124 (AA5)
Name and Location. Koronta Tholos Tomb (Aetolia and Acarnania)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating is not known. Pelon 1976, 256.
Published. Pelon 1976, 256.

Catalogue No. 125 (AA5)
Name and Location. Loutrakiou Katounas Tholos Tomb (Aetolia and Acarnania)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 2.40 m.
Dating. LH III A Tomilson 1995-1996, 15.
Published. Tomilson 1995-1996, 15.

Catalogue No. 126 (AA6)
Name and Location. Loutraki Amparia Tholos Tomb (Aetolia and Acarnania)
Dimensions unknown.
Dating unknown.
Published. Tomilson 1994-1995, 19.
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EPIRUS
Catalogue No. 127 (EP1)
Name and Location. Parga Tholos Tomb (Epirus)
Dimensions Ch: Dia 3.90/4.05 m, PH 2.0 m; St: H 1.38 m, D 1.20 m; Dr: L 4.0 m, W 1.0 m.
Dating. LH III B Dakkaris 1960, 123-126.
Published. Dakkaris 1960, 123-126; Pelon 1976, 257; Papadopoulo 1981, 7-24.
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ILLUSTRATIONS
ARGOLİS

PLAN

Fig. 1. Cyclopean Tholos
(ARG 1)

Fig. 2. Epano Phournos
Tholos (ARG 2)

Fig. 3. Aegisthus Tholos
(ARG 3)
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Fig. 4. Kato phournos
Tholos (ARG 4)

Fig. 5. Panagia Tholos
(ARG 5)

Fig. 6. Lion Tholos
(ARG 6)
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Fig. 7. Genii Tholos
(ARG 7)

Fig. 8. Clytemnestra
Tholos (ARG 8)

Fig. 9. Atreus tholos
(ARG 9)
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Fig. 10. Prosymna
Tholos (ARG 10)

Fig. 11. Berbati Tholos
(ARG 11)

Fig. 12. Dendra Tholos
(ARG 12)
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Fig. 13. Tiryns
Tholos(ARG 14)

Fig. 14. Kokla Tholos
(ARG 15)
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ARCADIA
Fig. 15. Analipsis Tholos
A (ARC 1)

LACONIA
Fig. 16. Vaphio Tholos
(LAC 1)

Fig. 17. Pellana Tholos
(LAC 3)

MESSENIA
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Fig. 18. Nichoria Akones
Tholos (M2)

Fig. 19. Nichoria Tourko
Kivoura Tholos B (M3)

Fig. 20. Nichoria Tourko
Kivoura Tholos C (M4)
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Fig. 21. Nichoria Tourko
Kivoura E (M6)

Fig. 22. Nichoria Tourko
Kivoura F (M7)

Fig. 23. Kato Englianos
(M9)
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Fig. 24. Ano Englianos
(M10)

Fig. 25. Vagenas Tholos
(M11)

Fig. 26. Tragana Tholos
1 (M12)
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Fig. 27. Routsi Tholos 1
(M15)

Fig. 28. Routsi Tholos 2
(M16)
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Fig. 29. Voidokilia
Tholos (M 20)

Fig. 30. Tourliditsa
Tholos (M31)

Fig. 31. Peristeria Tholos
1 (M32)
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Fig. 32. Peristeria Tholos
2 (M33)

Fig. 33. Peristeria Tholos
3 ( M34)

Fig. 34. Kopanaki
Tholos A (M38)
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Fig. 35. Malthi Tholos 1
(M41)

Fig. 36. Malthi Tholos 2
(M42)
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Fig. 37. Vassiliko Tholos
(M43)

Fig. 38. Kaplani Tholos
(M47)
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Fig. 39. Kakovatos
Tholos A (M61)

Fig. 40. Kakovatos
Tholos B (M62)
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Fig. 41. Kakovatos
Tholos C (M63)

Fig. 42. Kephalovryso
Tholos (M64)

ATTICA
Fig. 43. Thorikos
Tholos B (ATT2)
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Fig. 44. Marathon
Tholos (ATT3)

Fig. 45. Menidi Tholos
(ATT4)

Fig. 46. Orchomene
Tholos (ATT5)
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Fig. 47. Medeon Tholos
A (ATT6)

Fig. 48. Medeon Tholos
T 239 (ATT7)
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EUBOEA
Fig. 49. Bellousia (E1)

Fig. 50. Katakalou (E2)

Fig. 51. Oxilithos (E3)

118

THESALLY
Fig. 52.Volos Tholos
(T1)

Fig. 53. Dimini Tholos B
(T5)

Fig. 54. Ptheleon Tholos
A (T6)
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Fig. 55. Ptheleon Tholos
B (T7)

Fig. 56. Ptheleon Tholos
C (T8)

Fig. 57. Ptheleon Tholos
D (T9)
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B) EPIRUS
Fig. 58. Parga (EP1)

Fig. 59. The general view of the tholos tomb at Genii.
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Fig. 60. The general view of the tholos tomb at Tiryns.

Fig. 61. The general view of the tholos tomb at Dimini A.
http://www.panoramio.com/photo/55324316( 20.05.2012)
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Fig. 62. The general view of the tholos tomb at Atreus.

Fig. 63. The general view of the tholos tomb at Analipsis.
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Fig. 64. The corner of the Dendra tholos tomb’s stomion.

Fig. 65. The inner view of the stomion Panagia tholos tomb.
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Fig. 66. The lintel block Epano phournos which has a protrusion.

Fig. 67. The junction of the lintel block and the poros block in Lion tholos tomb.
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Fig. 68. The inner view of the Panagia tholos tomb lintel block.

Fig. 69. The inner view of the lintel of Genii tholos tomb.
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Fig.70. Lintel of the Atreus tholos tomb in dromos wall.

Fig. 71. The general view of the Epano phournos tholos tomb chamber wall.
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Fig. 72. The general view of the Aegisthus tholos tomb chamber wall.

Fig. 73. The general view of the Kato phournos tholos tomb chamber wall.
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Fig. 74. The general view of the Lion tholos tomb chamber wall.

Fig. 75. The general view of the Clytemnestra tholos tomb chamber wall.
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Fig. 76. The general view of the Atreus tholos tomb chamber wall.

Fig. 77. The general view of the Ano Englianos tholos tomb chamber wall.
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Fig.78. The Ancient Greece map.
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