Aeolis and its borders 
A summary of current debate within Ancient Civilizations
The geography of Aeolis has baffled scholars for centuries due to the confusing nature of sources regarding ats borders, as well as the borders of the Troad and Mysia. Ancient historical sources differ on which areas are part of Aeolis and the Troad, sparking confusion even seen in Strabo’s writings. The source of such confusion was the myriad of writings from various sources, none of which could agree with any other on the proper size and borders of Aeolis and the Troad. 
Aeolis was a region founded in the 2nd millennium BCE on the West coast of Anatolia. Aeolis’ southern border has been well established, but the confusion lies with its northern border, which appears to fluctuate between sources, leading Aeolis’ size to fluctuate also. Apostolou uses the terms small and large Aeolis to differentiate the two most prominent ‘stages’ of the region’s lifespan. The jump from small Aeolis to large Aeolis is a geographically and historically sound interpretation given the consolidation of Ilion and Troy in the North, allowing Aeolis to expand its reach Northwards.
Author biases are another explanation for the scattered nature of dissimilar sources that depict Aeolis, seen in figure 1 below. For instance, Ephorus and Pseudo-Scylax records of Ancient Greece depict drastically different versions of Aeolis’ region borders, with Ephorus’ depiction of Aeolis covering the whole relevant area of Ancient Greece where the Pseudo-Scylax interpretation shows Aeolis as a very small region, with the majority of the Southern and Central area under the name of Lydia, despite almost every other interpretation remaining consistent with one another as well as to the previously mentioned consistent Southern border of Aeolis. This calls into question the validity of this interpretation and necessitates an investigation as to if the source is biased in some way towards Lydia or against Aeolis, adding yet another layer of confusion to the debate over Aeolis’ borders. This outlier amongst the other sources certainly suggests bias, but without further evidence to support or dismiss this claim, scholars are left to make their own decisions on the Pseudo-Scylax interpretation’s validity and choose for themselves if it is worthy of inclusion or further investigation. Whether or not the Pseudo-Scylax interpretation is worthy of consideration when attempting to map out Aeolis has become its own debate within the study of Aeolis and ancient civilizations as a discipline.
Some scholars argues that the reason sources discussing Aeolis, when viewed in chronological order, appear to depict the region transforming from ‘small Aeolis’ to ‘large Aeolis’ then back to small again is also due to author bias. However, others argue that this discrepancy is due to more recent interpretations using older classical literature to base their findings on, thus concluding at the time that ‘small Aeolis’ is the correct interpretation, which may not have been the case. This is a sounder argument in comparison to the argument that Aeolis expanded then shrunk once again, as unlike the expansion, motivated by the consolidation of other territories in the north, there is little historical or geographical evidence available that could explain why Aeolis’ borders shrunk once again. Once again, there is no conclusive evidence towards either interpretation, however, given the dates of each given account and the span of time between them, it is certainly possible that more recent accounts could have been referencing much older ones without checking them against any other sources or investigating for themselves. 
Another suggestion as to why Aeolis’ borders are inconsistent across sources is that terminology used by locals had changed over time due to colonisation, an influx of foreigners or a new dialect emerging among other potential factors. In much the same way that terminology has changed where and when we mean when referring to ‘Ancient Greece,’ a similar linguistic phenomenon may have taken place around Aeolis, leading to discrepancies in its maps. This is a very plausible explanation, as such changes in dialect and changes in how locals may choose to identify themselves is an insignificant change for those living at the time and unlikely to have been recorded whereas literal border changes would have been. 
In conclusion, based on more factors than geography such as terminology variations, author biases and the changing of terminology over time.
Space vs timeframe – terminology varies over time
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Figure 1: Ionia, Aeolis, Mysia, Lydia, and the Troad in ancient geographical accounts
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