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1. Objectives of the research
   The aim of the doctoral dissertation is to study and present the two-way relationship between Aristotle and Athenaeus to the latter's Deipnosophists. It seeks to analyze a dual thematic axis concerning the reception of the Aristotelian work by Athenaeus but also the contribution of Naukratitis to the tradition of Aristotle's work. As for the first part of the topic, the doctoral dissertation aims to answer a variety of questions concerning the evaluation of Aristotle and his ideas by the author of The Deipnosophists, the credibility it gives him compared to other sources and witnesses, and the criticism he lends to him. Regarding the second thematic part, the aim of the dissertation is to inform about the ethnography of Aristotle in the context of the peculiarities of the tradition of his work, the character and the content of individual books of Stagiritis, which we know only from Athenaeus, but also to mention in matters of classification of excerpts that are not attributed by Athenaeus to a specific book and are delivered unsigned.

2. Problematic
The Aristotelian corpus consists of about 50 intact texts - some of which are certainly characterized as incorrect - and includes a number of lost works by Aristotle today. Stageiritis' work is distinguished in internal and external reasons based on the purpose of use they had from the beginning. The internal speeches were a set of notes and material, more or less elaborated, collected by Stagiritis as a basis for research and teaching in the context of the operation of the Promenade, while the external speeches were intended for publication and addressed to an audience outside the Promenade ( Montanari, 2008: 650 - 651).
   The first issue that the current scholar can identify is that the internal reasons, the projects that had as their initial destination the internal use to serve the research and teaching process, have been saved today. On the other hand, he finds that the external reasons, the works that in a large number of copies were released to the general public, are the works that in their vast majority were lost. But how were the internal reasons saved - as they were not intended for widespread dissemination - while the external ones, despite their great literary value and interesting content, were lost? (Lypourlis, 2011: 13).
   The internal reasons as a legacy of the library of Aristotle passed to the student of Theophrastus and through an adventurous journey of centuries reached the hands of Andronikos from Rhodes, who checked their text, organized them systematically and published them for the first time, thus making the practice first edition of Aristotle's works and ensuring their rescue and dissemination (Montanari, 2008: 650 - 651). This edition gave the form we have in our hands today (Kalfas, 2015: 32). On the contrary, external reasons, with the exception of the text of the Athenian State, gradually did not survive.
   However, after the publication of Andronikos in the 1st century BC. and the simultaneous delivery of the complete imposing system of his Aristotelian works to the public, Stageiritis' fame was established in the ancient world. The trend that developed during the Roman times, that of writing textbooks, summaries of older philosophy and commentary texts on the original philosophical texts, particularly favored the spread of Aristotelian thought. From the 2nd century AD. Until the conventional end of antiquity, a rich secretariat of "Memoirs" and "Paraphrases" of Aristotle's main works was developed, which for the most part survives to this day (Kalfas, 2015: 83).
   The commentators and scholars of Aristotle - to whom we owe much of the image we have today for internal reasons -, writing in an era of philosophical eclecticism, adopted the mission of making Aristotelian thought accessible but also proceeded to convergences and divergences. in a comparative way, between the thought of other philosophers, the thought of Stageiritis and their own philosophical position. In any case, this process highlights the consolidation of Stagiritis during the period of Late Antiquity (Kalfas, 2015: 83).
   Athenaeus - lived between the 2nd and the 3rd century AD. -, to his Deipnosophists is an important body of tradition of the passages of Aristotle and mainly of his external speeches. Information about his life is extremely scarce (Kroh, 1996: 34). The Deipnosophists is a sympotic work, in which the Roman Larensis from the class of horsemen, a highly educated man, hosted at a dinner in his house thirty people of various specialties and professions (lawyers, philologists, philosophers, poets, musicians, doctors), who are called, in short, sophists. The book is therefore part of the sympotic literature (Jacob, 2000: 85). The theme of the symposium varies and concerns topics of archeology, history of literature, issues related to music, song, dance, philosophy, gastronomy, wines, games, sexual ethics, partners, etc. (Kroh, 1996: 34). The surviving work extends to 15 books, much reduced compared to the original text, which was twice as long. The gaps of the first three books are covered to some extent by an epitome of Byzantine origin (Montanari, 2008: 1098). A complete epitome has probably been saved, probably by Efstathios (Kroh, 1996: 34).
   The whole work is the narration of Athenaeus to his friend Timocrates, about the discussion that took place, at the request of the latter. The whole scene refers to the Platonic dialogue of Phaedo, where the student of Socrates Phaedo narrates to his friend Echekratis - perhaps it is not by chance that the sounds are similar in sound - to the last moments of the philosopher. The whole work reflects the Platonic model of a symposium, with Athenaeus copying the motif of Plato (Wilkins, 2000: 23 and Whitmarsh, 2000: 306). Like Plato, Athenaeus places the speakers of his symposium to emphasize the dimension of the basic material. The trick of quoting numerous literary, philosophical, grammatical and factual information has been adopted by many authors, such as Plutarch in Συμποσιακά (Montanari, 2008: 1098). The aim of Athenaeus is to present a detailed research on a wide range of Greek literary culture in a sympotic context (Wilkins, 2000: 23). Besides, at the beginning of his work, Athenaeus makes a personal confession that he is copying Plato – ζήλῳ Πλατωνικῷ - (1.1.f). Aesthetically, the Deipnosophists may not be distinguished for their perfection, but they are a large collection of excerpts - literary and non-literary - (Arnott, 2000: p.41). Each thematic reference in various parts of the text gives to Athenaeus the opportunity to refer to some detailed treatises on many different topics, showing a meticulous interest in terminology (Montanari, 2008: 1098).
   For the study of Aristotle's passages in the work of Athenaeus it is necessary to mention two important features of the latter. When Athenaeus mentions an excerpt either in lower case or in meter, he is very precise and methodical in recognizing both the author and his work. In addition, he is extremely careful and accurate in copying excerpts, within the possibilities provided by the sources and media of his time. With his offer, Athenaeus has opened many windows in the modern world regarding the access to previous works (Arnott, 2000: 41). Without the contribution of Athenaeus, our knowledge of the material and spiritual life of ancient Greek society would be poorer (Yun Lee Too, 2000: 113). The study of antiquity makes Athenaeus a typical figure of an intellectual of his time (Braund, 2000: 3). It is indicative that no other author has such a rich reference to excerpts in any of his works (Pelling, 2000: 172). So rich in excerpts is the work of Athenaeus that Jacob (2000: 339) characterizes it as the literary edition of an entire library. It is therefore a source, sometimes unique for a set of excerpts of all literary genres (Romeri, 2000: 256).
   But what is the role of Aristotle in this whole context? How is it utilized and how is it evaluated both qualitatively and quantitatively in relation to other intellectuals, whose excerpts are quoted by Athenaeus? What is the significance of Aristotle for the work of Athenaeus? Aristotle is a source for a large number of writers. The same is true for the Athenian (Arafat, 2000: 193). Olson (2018: 424), when studying the fidelity of recording excerpts of prose writers who play a decisive role in the work of Athenaeus, notes that he will not include Aristotle in them, as although Stagiritis is mentioned many times by the Deipnosophists - mainly his technical or biological works-, his excerpts come either from works that have not reached us, or from works that we have in our hands, in a very different form.
   Athenaeus should in no way be considered a writer without judgment, who merely has knowledge of a series of theoretical works of antiquity. He is very careful and meticulous in his quotes. Nothing happens by chance. The selection of authors, works and books according to the topic of discussion, the characterizations mainly by the use of adjectives for them, the critique of the terminology and method of the authors, the order of their ranking compared to other authors, and even the way of reporting signify something for the author of the Deipnosophists. it must be considered certain that he was aware of the issues to which he refers. Mavropoulos (2001: 28) argues that Athenaeus does not hesitate to criticize the views of Aristotle or even his uncle, as he describes him, Plato, and this is important, as the latter dominates the work of Athenaeus.
   Aristotle's passages are extensively answered throughout the text of Athenaeus (Jacob, 2000: 101). These excerpts from Aristotle and their content, as well as other frequently mentioned authors in the work of Athenaeus, Homer, Alexios, Poseidon, are the subject of discussion, comparison and criticism by Athenaeus and his associates (Jacob, 2000: 105) . Trapp (2000: 357) finds that Plato responds 140 times throughout the Deipnosophists. A series of adjectives characterize Plato, such as the most brilliant, the most wonderful, the good, the Most Holy - λαμπρότατος, θαυμασιότατος, καλός, ἱερώτατος -. But even in this case, Plato's quotations are made in some places more subject to criticism than praise. The only philosopher to whom reference is made throughout the period more often than Plato is Aristotle. His name is found 170 times in the work of Naukratitis (Trapp, 2000: 357). It therefore becomes clear that Aristotle and his work play an important role in the work of Athenaeus. The use of adjectives that accompany the name of Stagiritis in the form of adjective and first name, as well as the use of the superlative degree in these adjectives will be used in the present study. Finally, the order in which Aristotle is classified by Athenaeus is examined, when the excerpts of Stageiritis become the subject of reference in comparison with the excerpts of other authors and sources in a common topic of discussion.
   As we can find in an excerpt from the 8th book of the Deipnosophists in the edition of Gigon (1987: 437), the verb admire is used with the meaning of the question on the part of Athenaeus –τοῦ δ’ Ἀριστοτέλους τεθαύμακα-, for the face of Aristotle, in combination with the adjective legendary –πολυθρύλητος -, meaning famous and infamous: Athen. 352 D - 354 B …τοῦ δ᾿ Ἀριστοτέλους τεθαύμακα, ὃν πολυθρύλητον πεποιήκασιν οἱ σοφοὶ οὗτοι, καλέ μου Δημόκριτε, καὶ τῶν λόγων αὐτοῦ 〈αὐτὸς〉 πρεσβεύεις ὡς καὶ τῶν ἄλλων φιλοσόφων τε καὶ ῥητόρων, τῆς ἀκριβείας, πότ᾿ ἔμαθεν … In the same passage, however, Wilkins (2008: 144) states that the Athenian criticizes the philosopher he mentions so often (8.352d), for many unconvincing details (8.352d-354d) but also below, for the high cost of his research which is not always complete (9.398e). So even the great and much-mentioned writers in the work of the Deipnosophists, such as Aristotle, are not treated indiscriminately. The criticism from Athenaeus and those who dined with him, is not absent as well as the irony -where in some cases, as in the case of Archistratus, the ironic comments become particularly strong- (7.278e-f) (Wilkins, 2008: 144). The commentaries, the critical mood of Athenaeus but also his linguistic choices about the Aristotelian text are a rich material, which will be analyzed and evaluated by the present research.
   For authors whose passages are scattered throughout the Athenian work, there are three different ways of presenting the citation that are related to its accuracy (Villari, 2000: 451). This, of course, also applies to Aristotle. According to the first method of Athenaeus, the author is mentioned, the title of the work and the number of the book: Athen. 63 BC ed Kaibel: Ἀριστοτέλης δὲ ἐν πέμπτῳ Περὶ ζῴων μορίων φησίν οἱ κοχλίαι φαίνονται κύοντες ἐν τῷ μετοπώρῳ καὶ τοῦ ἒαρος· μόνοι τε οὗτοι τῶν ὀστρακοδέρμων συνδυαζόμενοι ὤφθησαν (Gigon, 1987: 421). The second way of reference according to Villari (2000: 451) is the mention of the name of the author and the title of his work, but not specifically of the book number: Athen. 105 CD Ἀριστοτέλης δ' ἐν τῷ Περὶ ζῴων μορίων τῶν μαλακοστράκων ὀχεύονται, φησί, κάραβοι, ἀστακοί, καρῖδες καὶ τὰ τοιαῦτα, ὥσπερ καὶ τὰ ὀπισθουρητικὰ τῶν τετραπόδων (Gigon, 1987: 423). The last way of reference according to Villari (2000: 451) is the mention of the author's name without the title of the work and the number of the book: Athen. 91 BC BC Ἀριστοτέλης δέ φησι τῶν ἐχίνων πλείω γένη εἶναι (Gigon, 1987: 423). The present dissertation seeks to comment on these recent dissertations on the classification of excerpts that are not attributed by the Athenaeus to a specific book and are delivered unsigned. In the three excerpts quoted the verb φησί is used. Gourevitch (2000: 486) argues that the use of this verb, either directly or indirectly afterwards, characterizes the faithful depiction of the quotation compared to the original text. The above differentiation will be used to highlight the knowledge that Athenaeus had about Aristotelian ethnography, the selection of specific works by Aristotle from Naucratitis, the possible use of secondary sources for some of Aristotle's passages, the fidelity in the recording of Aristotelian excerpts, the value that Athenaeus gives to Stagiritis compared to other writers and sources and finally the role that Aristotle plays in the text of the Deipnosophists.
   As already noted, the Sophists are a source, sometimes unique to a set of excerpts from Aristotle (Romeri, 2000: 256). This fact is of great value for the excerpts from the lost works of Stagiritis, which we know only through the Deipnosophists. Kynulkos, the Cynic philosopher who participates in the symposium of the Sophists, in the discussion of large and small fish, makes a reference to Aristotle. The quote he quotes is from the book Ναξίων πολιτεία (Gilula, 2000: 456), one of his lost works - as well as all his Πολιτεῖαι with the exception of the Αθηναίων Πολιτεία -, the small surviving area of ​​which we know today almost exclusively from Athenaeus: Athens, 348 A-C Ἀριστοτέλης δ᾿ ἐν τῇ Ναξίων Πολιτείᾳ (fr. 558 Rose = fr. 566 Gigon) περὶ τῆς παροιμίας οὕτω γράφει· τῶν παρὰ Ναξίοις εὐπόρων οἱ | μὲν πολλοὶ τὸ ἄστυ ᾤκουν, οἱ δὲ ἄλλοι διεσπαρμένοι κατὰ κώμας. ἐν οὖν δή τινι τῶν κωμῶν, ᾗ ὄνομα ἦν Ληϊστάδαι, Τελεσταγόρας ᾤκει, πλούσιός τε σφόδρα καὶ εὐδοκιμῶν καὶ τιμώμενος παρὰ τῷ δήμῳ τοῖς τ᾿ ἄλλοις ἅπασι καὶ τοῖς καθ᾿ ἡμέραν πεμπομένοις. καὶ ὅτε καταβάντες ἐκ τῆς πόλεως δυσωνοῖντό τι τῶν πωλουμένων, ἔθος ἦν τοῖς πωλοῦσι λέγειν ὅτι μᾶλλον ἂν προέλοιντο Τελεσταγόρᾳ δοῦναι ἢ τοσούτου ἀποδόσθαι. νεανίσκοι οὖν τινες ὠνούμενοι μέγαν ἰχθὺν εἰπόντος | τοῦ ἁλιέως τὰ αὐτὰ λυπηθέντες τῷ πολλάκις ἀκούειν ὑποπιόντες ἐκώμασαν πρὸς αὐτόν. δεξαμένου δὲ τοῦ Τελεσταγόρου φιλοφρόνως αὐτοὺς οἱ νεανίσκοι αὐτόν τε ὕβρισαν καὶ δύο θυγατέρας αὐτοῦ ἐπιγάμους· ἐφ᾿ οἷς ἀγανακτήσαντες οἱ Νάξιοι καὶ τὰ ὅπλα ἀναλαβόντες ἐπῆλθον τοῖς νεανίσκοις, καὶ μεγίστη τότε στάσις ἐγένετο προστατοῦντος τῶν Ναξίων Λυγδάμιδος, ὃς ἀπὸ ταύτης τῆς στρατηγίας τύραννος ἀνεφάνη τῆς πατρίδος. For these lost works that we know, the doctoral dissertation will provide information about their character and content but will also seek to classify them thematically and ideologically based on the list of excerpts from Aristotle.

3. Outline and content of the doctoral dissertation
The dissertation is to be divided into two parts and the material will be categorized on the basis of the double thematic axis that concerns the reception of the Aristotelian work by Athenaeus but also the contribution of Naukratitis to the tradition of Aristotle's work. In the first part of the proposed research, questions will be elaborated regarding the recruitment and utilization of Aristotle by Athenaeus but also the contribution of the latter to the tradition of the Aristotelian work, while the second part will deal with theoretical questions concerning the ideological reception and the reasons for the mention of Aristotle but also the role of Stagiritis' views in Late Antiquity.
   The introduction will present the special texture of the tradition of the Aristotelian work with references to the subject and the content of the essay. The tradition of his internal speeches is examined as well as his external reasons through the prism of the passages that contribute decisively to this tradition. In addition, he will examine the special value of Deipnosophists, as a work that is a testimony of many, very often unknown works and authors, but also in terms of its perspective and ideological dimension.
   The first part of the proposed dissertation focuses on the reception of the Aristotelian work by Athenaeus. In this section the dissertation examines the various questions concerning the evaluation of Aristotle by the author of The Deipnosophists, the credibility it gives him compare to other sources and witnesses, and the critique it exerts on him. More specifically, we will examine the approximately 170 references made to Aristotle in the 15 books of the Deipnosophists, the adjectives that accompany his name, the criticism of Athenaeus, the credibility he gives to other authors, the selection of Aristotelian works she makes for his excerpts, the order of classification and the way in which she quotes him according to her thematic discussion. Then the research focuses on the information about the work of Aristotle in the context of the peculiarities of the tradition of his work but also on the character and content of the individual books of Stageiritis, which we know only from Athenaeus. In addition, it refers to issues of classification of excerpts that are not attributed by Athenaeus to a specific book and are delivered unsigned. Finally, the great importance of Athenaeus as a tradition of the Aristotelian work and its contribution to the current form of the Aristotelian corpus is examined.
   The second part of the proposed research seeks to answer a series of theoretical questions concerning the ideological reception of Aristotle by Athenaeus to the Deipnosophists. The research will try to highlight the Aristotelian ideas in a series of philosophical issues, as they are accepted and presented by Athenaeus. Theoretical questions are still being processed, such as in which philosophical paths does Athenaeus consider Stageiritis an authority and when he invokes him, focusing on the individual themes. It is also examined whether Naukratitis has full supervision of the Aristotelian work and for what reasons, on what occasions and in which philosophical thematic units Aristotle becomes a subject of reference. Through the elaboration of the above theoretical questions, the proposed research seeks to highlight and analyze the position of Aristotelian views and ideology of Aristotle in Late Antiquity, through the ideological reception of Stagiritis' work by a writer who is a characteristic figure of the intellectual she.
[bookmark: _GoBack]   Finally, the conclusions of the research will follow. The main aim of the dissertation is to highlight a new parameter in the role that the Aristotelian work plays in the Deipnosophists of Athenaeus through the textual choices, the method and the comments of the latter. It also seeks to highlight the great importance of the Deipnosophists in the tradition of Aristotelian thought today but also the presence of Aristotelian ideology and Aristotelian philosophical positions in the intellectuals of Late Antiquity.
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