Tutankhamun’s iron dagger is incredibly mysterious, largely due to it being an iron blade during an age where iron working was either very rare or non-existent in Egypt - iron working during this late bronze age period itself being a very contentious topic - having been buried with Tutankhamun towards the later years of Egypt’s Bronze Age. The material of the blade itself has also been widely debated, long theorised to be and only very recently confirmed as being iron of meteoric, not terrestrial, origin. Further, as a functional item used, for example, in battle, a dagger is of little use compared to other weapons common to Egypt’s military, or even other blades, used at the time, such as the one-handed khopesh swords or even axes, and if it were a purely symbolic item why the use of iron of such rarity? Or even iron at all when there were more abundant, more familiar precious metals available?	Comment by Rhiannon Watts-robinson (1801842): I think this is a strong introduction. This is a really interesting topic!

[bookmark: _GoBack]Tutankhamun’s iron dagger thus proves to be a little understood item, despite its importance, and in order to at least attempt to reach an answer on the question of what Tutankhamun’s dagger was, and what it was used for when compared to other bladed weapons of the time - being either a practical military or symbolic ceremonial item - it will be examined using sources from a number of different disciplines and approaches, using information from everything from the composition of metals in the dagger’s blade to . In addition, this work will be supported by more general readings to provide some information on why Tutankhamun’s dagger being an iron weapon is significant and what the dagger was likely intended to represent or function as, in addition to comparing it to other weapons common to the era to determine its function.	Comment by Rhiannon Watts-robinson (1801842): This is a little difficult to read. Rewording this sentence would help it flow 	Comment by Rhiannon Watts-robinson (1801842): This is missing the end of the sentence.	Comment by Rhiannon Watts-robinson (1801842): You could maybe name a scholar who has focused on your area of study. As well as this you could introduce any theory you could use in your research.

For the sake of simplicity, there are three likely outcomes that will be explored; that Tutankhamun’s dagger was a purely symbolic object and had no real practical use, nor any real intention for it to be used as a functional, practical weapon at all; a functional object, intended for use in battle even if it never saw use for that intended purpose; or, as is more likely, Tutankhamun’s dagger was some mixture of both. However, from preliminary work and reading, there is currently not enough information to come to a certain conclusion, if one exists.	Comment by Rhiannon Watts-robinson (1801842): Nicely summed up points. It makes it clear what your intentions are.
