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Abstract: In 2017–2018, first archaeobotanical researches started on sites of the Russian archaeological 

mission at Giza (Egypt) and the Russian-Italian mission at Abu Erteila (Sudan). Among other materials stu-
died during the project, there were mud bricks. Due to its specific production patterns, this building material 
traditionally attested in the Nile valley contained macroremains of plants, which are very characteristic. In 
this paper, authors propose a typology of studied mud bricks and draw preliminary conclusions on condi-
tions and technology of their production including the practice of use of such resources as alluvium and 
waste left from processing of cultivated crops. The article argues in favor of a considerable potential of mud 
bricks as a source on the history, cultural practices, and technologies of ancient societies which developed in 
a specific natural environment. For the time being, unfortunately, this source is rarely considered by experts. 

When comparing two collections of mud bricks from ancient capital regions of Egypt and Sudan, cha-
racteristic is the different number of plant macroremains recovered from samples of comparable total vo-
lumes (about 50 liters): more than 7500 plant macroremains at Giza and only 430 at Abu Erteila. The dif-
ference was pronounced in the concentration of macroremains of cultivated plants which are common at 
Giza and are very rare in Abu Erteila. In addition, carbonized archeobotanical materials common in mud 
bricks from Egypt are practically absent in all the samples from Sudan. 

The available data probably give evidence of a general abundance of plant macroremains at brick pro-
duction centers near Giza and Abu Erteila rather than of technological differences. Among the possible rea-
sons of the revealed imbalance could be the humble vegetation and a lower intensity of economic activity in 
the area of Abu Erteila during the Meroitic Period. It is possible that the Meroits preferred to use valuable 
organic waste from processing of crops in other production spheres such as, for example, animal husbandry. 
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