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Sigla in Greek Literary Papyri

If we leave aside the signs normally used to mark new sections in an ancient
text-- the paragraphus, the diple obelismene, the coronis, and the like--, and also the
decorative space-fillers at the ends of lines, there are roughly three hundred Greek
literary papyri from Egypt in which sigla appear in the margin or beiween the lines.
Their function is readily apparent and utilitarian in about a hundred texts. For the others,
although the precise meaning of the marks is obscure, [ think one can detect patterns of
usage. Indeed it is reasonabe to expect such patterns, since the great majority of the
papyri in question are from a single city and were written in the space of two centuries.
The chief advantange of identifying any patterns will of course be felt by editors of new
papyri, but students of known texts may also benefit from the resolution of earlier
uncertainties. The material presented here was collected from all published literary
papyri for which editors have reported either critical sigla or marks accompanying
corrections or variant readings.! While [ have tried to present the collected information
in as orderly a way as possible, I do not want to overstaie its systematic nature. It was
human scribes who added signs to papyri, and their work is full of human whim.
Conventions existed, but it will be obvious from the start that particular sigla are not
used in the same way by every scribe.

Evidence has been collecied from all published literary papyri, as listed in R.A. Pack The Greek and
Latin Literary Texts from Graeco-Roman Egypt (2nd ed. Ann Arbor 1965) and F. Uebel, AFF 21
(1971} 167Ff, as well as from texis published after those catalogues. Sigla are organized according to
function in three tables: Table 1, Aristarchan signs in papyri of Homer; Table 2, symbols with
utilitarian function; Table 3, sigla of uncertain meaning. For reatments of two of the usual symbols for
punciuating text see G.M., Stephen, "The Coronis,” Scriprorium 13 (1959) 3-14 (also A. Kerkhecker,
ZPE 71 [1988] 16-24); and R. Barbis, "La diplé obelismene: Precisazioni terminologiche ¢ formali,”
Proc. XVIIT Intern. Congress of Papyrology (Athens 1988) 473-76.



The best place to begin is with the best known ancient system of sigla,
namely that developed by Aristarchus for texts of Homer.? In the first place it was a real
system, and evidently supplanted those that came before. We also have the advantage of
knowing the meanings Aristarchus assigned to his signs,? so their application in papyri
is easy to check. The ways these marks are used by scribes, moreover, suggest
explanations for sigla in texts of other authors.

Most of the seven signs of Aristarchus had a precise meaning related to the
text.? They draw attention to spurious lines, questionable readings, lines out of place.
The exception was the diple, a general-purpose symbol indicating that a line contained
some noteworthy point-- linguistic, historical, or otherwise. Two features of the use of
these sigla in surviving papyri attract immediate attention. First, in cases where they fit
the prescription of AristarchusS it is not the text-related signs but the all-purpose diple
that appears most frequently. Secondly, only a little over half the texts containing
Aristarchan sigla have all the marks in the right place at the right time.® A mistake in the
choice or positioning of one of these symbols is curious, given the precise and exacting
nature of Aristarchan scholarship that each one presumably represents. Why these
oddities?”

The first peculiarity, the prevalence of the diple, is actually also the norm in
mediaeval manuscripts that preserve Aristarchan sign, and the diple is the sign referred
to most often in the scholia to Homer. In fact the scholia that treat the lines marked by
diplai in Homeric papyri suggeét a reason for their prominence. What they mainly offer
are lectional help and pragmatic explanations of content. Discussions in any way
scholarly-- and these abound in the fuller versions of "Aristarchan" scholia-- were
largely passed over by the people who selected the sigla for these texts.? This, on
reflection, is probably what we should expect to find, since the texts we are dealing with
are likelier to have belonged to ordinary readers than to leamed ones. Ordinary readers
had no pressing need to know the details of Aristarchus' textual or scholarly researches.
For them the primary value of any commentary would have been the help it gave them in
making sense of archaic text. Under these conditions it is natural that diplai-- particularly
diplai connected with notes offering simple exegesis-—- would predominate, and that
textual notes would be of minor interest to the annotator. Indeed, obeli are preserved in
only a dozen Homeric texts. As for Aristarchus' quibbles with Zenodotus', these were
Joys reserved to specialisis. The dotted diple that draws attention to them is found in
only two papyri of Homer. One of these is nearly contemporary with Aristarchus
himself; the other is a beautifully written edition whose sigla send the reader to such
elementary scholia, and are so often misplaced, that the book owner's scholarly
inclinations cannot have been extremely strong.?

The commonest of Aristarchan sigla, then, is the most general, and in
papyri it usually directed the reader to elementary notes. What about the errors? About
40% of Homeric papyri with Aristarchan marks deviate now and then from his sysiem.
In view of the learned precision of his scholarly work the rate seems very high. If we
take a pragmatic point of view, however, the situation looks less chaotic. In the first
place, the Aristarchan signs in the majority of Homeric papyri seem to have been written
by the same scribe who copied the main text.!? They will have been present in
exemplars, therefore, and subject to the same sorts of scribal lapses as any other
material. The errors among them will have been the slips of a hired hand, not of a
scholar or serious student. Occasional misrecognition and misplacement of a mark will

Table 1. Aristarchus seems to have introduced the dotted diple and the obelus with asteriscus, but other



sigla were already in use: a simple dot (his stigme) appears in two papyri of the 3rd cent. B.C., n
apparently as a stichometric sign (P.Heid. 4.2 etc., Homer; P.Berol. inv, 9781, oratory); the diple is
used in P.Heid. 4.2 eic., as well as in P.Tebr. 3.692 (2nd cent. B.C., Soph.); the obelus was used by
Zenodotus; the antisigma by Arisiophanes.

3The A-scholia to the /liad and the cod. Marcianus 454 (Venetus A) provide the most exiensive
evidence: H. Erbse, Scholia Graeca in Homeri Hiadem (Scholia Veiera) (Berlin 1969-T7) I xiii-xiv, xlv
and following; T.W. Allen, ed., Homeri Ilias (Oxford 1931) 196-205. The significance of Aristarchan
symbols (as well as others) is also set out in two redactions in cod. Rom.Gr. 6 ("Anecdotum
Romanum," Rome, BiblNaz.; saec. X), of which the relevant portion has been re-edited by F.
Montanari, Stedi di filologia omerica antica 1 (Pisa 1979) 43-75, esp. 54-55 (there is a bibliography of
previous editions on pp. 48-49). A Latn version survives in cod. Paris. 7530 ("Anecdetum Parisinum,”
saec, 8, ed. A. Reifferscheid, Suetonii Reliquias [1860] 137-41; G. Dindorf, Scholia Graeca in Homeri
fliadem 1 [Oxford 1875] p. xlvi-l; Keil Grammarici Latini vii 535); the list given by Isidore of Seville
is similar: Etymologiae sive Origines 121, ed. W.M. Lindsay [Oxford 1911]). For views on
Aristarchus’ coniribution to Homeric scholarhip see H. Erbse, "Uber Aristarchs lliasausgabe,” Hermes
87 (1959) 275-303; R. Pfeiffer, History of Classical Scholarship (Oxford 1968) 210-19, 225-33, On
critical signs in general see A. Godeman, RE 11.2 (1922) 1916-27.

4 The obelus ( — ) marked spurious lines, the diple periestigmene (=) passages where Aristarchus
disagreed with a reading of Zenodotus, the asteriscus (2% ) genuine Homeric lines found incorrectly
elsewhere in the poem, the asteriscus plus obelus (%€ — ) genuine lines that belonged elsewhere in the
poem, and the diple ( >) any of a variety of noteworthy features (repetifesar nphe o yAasooypheous
erepofafoug Exb WG T0 TOW Touyeoh sl i wackiss - i mpdg tig frak sipnuivag AEERL, f mpde Th dvavtin
Hogdjeve, wal frepe oyfipote mdpmoka xal (nfpate Anecd. Romanum). On antisigma and stigme see
below, n. 31.

SHomeric texts in which sigla conform o Arstarchan practice (Table 1): BritLibr.inv, 128,
Brit.Libr.inv. 136, P.Berolinv. 8440, P.Berol.inv, 9774, P.Berolinv. 16985, P .Cairo inv. 60566,
P.Cairo Goodspeed |, P.Gr.Mon. 38, P.Haw. 24-28, P Kéln 137, P.Lund (Arsb.Lund 1934-35),
P.Oxy. 3445 eic., P.Oxy. 4.687 etc., P.Oxy. 8.1086 etc., P.Ryl. 1.51, PSI inv.? (Ann.5c.Pisa 2.26),
PSI 1.8, P.Soc.Pap.Alex.inv. 212, P.Teb:, 1.4,

Elsewhere it is not clear whether the signs were used according to his system (usually because
confirmatory sigla and relevant scholia are lacking in other sources: so in BritLibr. inv. 271 eic.,
P.Berol.inv. 7307, P.Berolinv. 11761, P.Lips. inv. 338, P.Lit.Pisa 2, P.Mil.Vogl. 6259, P.Oxy.
11.1398, P.0Oxy. 15.1818 (D at lines prematurely copied; place for insertion not preserved), P57
15.1456.

EDeviations from Aristarchan usage (most of the following texts also employ Aristachan sigla with
conventional meanings): BritLibr.inv, 128 (— for 2(— 7 at 23.757; b for » at 23.850; > a
23.550-51 instead of 551-52, 680 instead of 679: % o mark a variant word at 23.657 E‘)é ed.]),
P.Gr.Mon. 38 (> atfl, 12,346 and 359, where ¥ is wanted), P.Hamb, 3,195 (— atdl. 2.401-402, but
athetesis not possible), P.Haw. 24-28 (— at /I, 2.794 insiead of 791-95, ar 875-876 instead of 874-
875; > instead of ¥ al 2.727, 83%; * instead of > at 2.745, 856; * at 2.484 but not at 485, 486; >
for % at 2.741; D precedes variants added in the margin, probably by a later hand than that which added
the other sigla), PIFAO inv, 75 (2 at Od. 17.359, where the scholia to /I, 22,329 indicate that — is
wanted), P.K5ln 1.37 (= at/l. 24.46 where 2 is wanted), P.Mich. inv. 6653v (% where — 3¢ is
wanted), P.Oxy. 3.445 (O with ? at 6.174, 3 at 6.490-92 but not 493, ¥ instead of > at 6.181,
186), P.Oxy. 4.687 (> for ¥ at/l. 3.211), PSI 1.8 (—at0d. 5.111 [— also appears]), PSI 1.10 (—
instead of > at /I, 11.612), PSI 2.113 (— instead of > at /I. 1.473, — at 471, 475),
P.Soc.Pap.Alex.inv. 212 (> at 7.318, not 319), P.Strassh.inv. Gr. 2675 (€ for > a1 9.350), P.Tebr.
1.4 (D a1 2.204, while scholia prescribe * at 203-205), PSI 15.1458 (2 where ¥ is wanted). Note too
the sigla 2, * (stichometric?), and [ written at the right of the col. in the pre-Aristarchan P.Heid. 4.2
etc. (3rd cent. B.C).

TOccasionally when a papyrus diverges from tradition it preserves the correct form of the siglum: in
F.Haw. 24-28 at 2.741 »>- (standing for 3 7) is preferable to the * of Ven. A, since the scholia discuss
areading of Zenodotus; at 2.801 the papyrus comectly hasa ¥ where Ven. A has 2> at 2.839 the » of
the pap. is preferable to the * of Ven. A. In P.Berolinv. 16985 at /I. 22.497 the scholia indicate a
diple (which the papyrus has) while Ven. A has— .

BK. McNamee, "Aristarchus and ‘Everyman’s' Homer," GRES 22 (1981) 247-55.



9P Tebi. 14; P.Haw. 24-28 (for its errors see above, n. 6). It would be casy 1o imagine that the owner
was more interested in the aura of leaming conferred by sigla than in the scholarly work they represent.
If this were generally true for texts with misplaced sigla, though, we should find the signs scatiered
wildly; in fact the deviations from what Aristarchus intended are almost always minor,

10 iz difficult to be to be certain who wrote a siglum, given their size and intermittent use, but of the
16 1ex1s with erroncous Aristarchan signs, the marks were fairly certainly the work of the griginal scribe
in 7 cases (P.Haw. 24-28, P.Mich. 6653v. P.Oxy. 3445 etc., P.Oxy. 4.687 cic., PSI 1.8, P5f
2.113, PS5/ 15.1458) and probably also in another 7 (P.Gr.Mon. 38, P.Hamb. 3.195, PIFAQ inv. 75,
P.Kdln 1,37, P.Soc.Pap.Alex.inv. 212, P.Swrassh.inv. Gr. 2675,P.Tebr. 1.4). Among other papyri
with Aristarchan signs, sigla seem gencrally to be written by the original scribe (guite certainly in
Brit.Libr. inv. 271 etc., P.Lips. inv. 338, P.Lit.Pisa 2, P Oxy. 15.1818; probably also in
BritLibr.inv. 136, P.Berolinv. 7807, P.Berol.inv. 8440, P.Berolinv. 9774, P.Berol.inv. 16985,
P.Lund [Arsb.Lund , 1934-35], P.Mil.Vogl. 6.259, P.Ryl. 1.51, P.Cairo Geodspeed 1, PSI inv.?
[Ann.Se.Pisa 2.26), PST 15.1456).



have been inevitable, for professional scribes will have had no personal interest in the
scholarly significance of the signs. Admittedly the persons who commissioned these
papyri never took the rouble to correct their mistakes, but again practical considerations
suggest an explanation. In the books we are talking about the slight misplacement of a
sign or the substitution of one for another-- even within Aristarchus' precise sysiem--
would not have been greatly confusing. Any reader who had a text prepared with sigla
presumably had access to Aristarchus’ opinions on the marked lines. Otherwise he could
scarcely have made sense of something like the diple, which has no intrinsic meaning, !
But in any case none of the papyri with Aristarchan signs is so heavily marked that such
a reader would have had trouble locating the right comment for a dislocated siglum, or
recognizing the reference for a miswritten mark. If he was in the habit of consulting his
commentary when a diple prompted him, he would be just as likely to look into it for
explanations of other sigla; these are abundantly preserved in the Aristarchan scholia 1o
Homer. The substitution of one sign for another would have been fairly insignificant.

Herein lie two important general principles which should govern the rest of
this discussion. First: as early as Aristarchus the siglum most heavily used was one that
had no particular meaning and served only as a reference mark to a hypomnema, or at
least as a sign that there was an interesting feature in the line. Secondly, flexibility is
rife. Many Homeric papyri preserve non-Aristarchan sigla,!? and even within a fairly
well defined system like Aristarchus’ a scribe could deviate from orthodoxy and still not
sacrifice sense.

This flexibility is one of the salient features of sigla as they were used by
ancient scribes. Indeed, Aristarchus’ marks were widely adapted for texts of other
authors. He himself used them in editing the Theogony,!? and papyri of the Works and
Days and the Catalogue preserve several, although not always with obvious
significance.l? Texts of Alcaeus, Archilochus, Corinna, Herodotus, Hipponax, and
Sappho contain various of his signs, again usually with unclear meaning,!? and ancient
sources supply a little more information about adaptations of the system. The scholia to
Pindar mention the obelus,!® and from Diogenes Laertius we learn that certain
Aristarchan marks in texts of Plato corresponded roughly in meaning to those in
Homeric texts.!? Two of the signs were also adapted for Biblical use by Origen, who
almost four centuries after Aristarchus’ death used them in preparing his Hexapla.1®
Hephaestion's account of sigla in lyric and dramatic manuscripts, on the other hand, is
concerned strictly with marks that indicate divisions in poetic texts. The system he
describes includes an asteriscus, but its function is not Aristarchan. It also probably

I
Lt

differed in appearance from Aristarchus', for the symbol 355 . not 2, is the form it
takes in papyri when it indicates the end of a poem.!® Hephaestion deals exclusively
with marks of punctuation, but he makes an apt observation which summarizes the
flexible significance of sigla in general in ancient literary texts: ti onpeia i mupi tolg
moupTois aodues mop” G o ket

To return to the evidence, let us lock now at sigla whose meaning was
fairly constant from author to author and century to century. These are marks of the sort
that a diorthotes (as opposed to a textual critic or a reader with a special interest in textual
variants) might employ. The ancora, first, normally written ¢ or &, was used almost
exclusively to mark a place where text had been omitted and (or) to draw attention to the
necessary restoration in the top or bottom margin.2® It may appear with a diagonal
penstroke, particularly to mark the two lines between which an omission has

Uwhile sirictly speaking these opinions need not have been wrilten-- they could have been ariginally



the cral explanations of Anstarchus himself and later of other grammatikoi-- the material was soon
enough organized in writing by Aristarchus' student Aristonicus, On the question of the genesis of the
scholia to Homer see Pleiffer (above, n. 3: they originated in a commentary by Aristarchus); also M.L.
West, ed., Hesiod Works and Days (Oxford 1978) 65 on the question of whether Aristarchus wrote
commentaries on Hesiod (he did not: apparent references 1o it are from Aristonicus’ treatise on the sigla
affixed by Aristarchus (o the text).

12Non-Aristarchan critical sigla in post-Aristarchan Homeric papyri (Table 3): P.Berolinv. 7807 .
P.Oxy. 2223 (/, /(, and —; see also Table 2D), P.Oxy. 3.550 descr. (), P.Oxy. 4.770 (£>),
P.Oxy. 15.1820 (), PSI 1.8 (7, once written = : perh. an expunged obelus), PST 1.10 (/" and +

, the Tatter perh, an expunged obelus), PSI 13,1298 (K); perh. BritLibr.inv. 128 (3 or 242), P.Rein.

2,69 (/¥ : not a siglum but an interl. n.7), PSI 2.113 (¥, ed., but the plate is obscure).

135 uidas o 3924 "Aprotivixos- Eypaye nepl thv onpelov wlv év ff Beoyovig "Howbov; sch.Th, 117,
573, sch.® 947-55; sch. W.&D. 104a, 207-212, 276b, 6492, Prolegomenon Ac (p. 2 Pertusi)
(references collected by R.L. Fowler, ZPE 33 [1979] 26). MLL. West presents the evidence for the
work of Aristonicus and Aristarchus on Hesiod in his ed. of W.&D. (Oxford 1978) p. 65.

papyri of Hesiod with Aristarchan signs: P.0xy. 17.2075 etc. (obelus at Cat, M-W fr. 25.26-33, part
of which also occurs elsewhere in Car.), P.Oxy. 28.2487 (obelus at M-W fr. 129.47-50), P.0Oxy.
45.3224 (obelus at W.&D. 181 [unless a preceding asteriscus has been lost in the lacunal, diple and
asteriscus at 182 and 184, asteriscus and obelus at 185, and chi or asteriseus at 186, None of the lines
marked with the asteriscus is known 1o have occurred elsewhere) .

15 Aristarchan sigla in authors other than Homer and Hesiod: (1) Obelus: P.Berolinv. 13284
(Corinna)=, P.Haun.inv. 301 etc. (Sappho; at 3 consecutive lines), P Kdln 2.59 (Alc.: 7 consecutive
lines), P.0xy. 18,2174 (Hippon.), P.Oxy. 22.2311 (Archil.; at 4 of 5 consecutive lines, the unmarked
line being bracketed), P.Ryl. 1.55 (Hdt.; with diple). Obeles-like marks in sublilerary texts or trealises
(Brit.Libr.inv. 131v, P.0xy. 35.2741), can hardly have indicated spurious lines; they are listed in Table
3. (2) diple periestigmene: P.0Oxy. 18.2163 (Aeschylus). (3) Asteriscus: P.0xy. 3.442 (oratory). Simple
dots (stigmai?) also appear (P.Berol. inv. 10567, Nonnus; P.Berolinv. 13284, Corinna; P.0xy.
37.2812, comm. on tragedy), but whether they had stichometric or critical significance iz usually
impossible to 2ll, In P.Berolinv. 13284, at least, the stichometric explanation is unlikely, since two
dotz occar in the space of four lines. For sigla in texts of Iyric see R.L. Fowler (above, n. 13) 24-28.
165ch. (1. 2.48c and f; references collected by Fowler (above, n. 13) 27,

17 Diog. Laert. 3.66; roughly the same in meaning as in texis of Homer were the diple (npig =i
Béynota xal dpéovovia Midravy), the diple pericstigmene (rpbe vig éviov Swpbhoei), and the
antisigma periestigmencn (7) mpbs 1de Surndg ypfioews kol umﬁzﬁmwv'smw {cm the antmgma in
Aristarchus, see below, n. 31). Diogenes adds the chi (X) rpig nﬁgléﬁtu; wooeh T g portee Keek Dhag T
MAczovadv cuviiBew, the chi periestigmenon (X - ) mpog tég £xhoyig kol koedliypapiog (evidently
different from the asteriscus which was used mpbg v cvpgoviey tédv Soypdatov), the obelus
periestigmenus mpis Tig elxceiows cfetforg, and the keraunion () mpls thy dyarmv g grlooogiog,
!aﬂﬁg{ﬂi'; Hezaplorum quae supersuni ed. Fr. Field (Oxford 1875, repr, Olms: Hildesheim 1964) lii-
Ix. There obeli marked passages of the Septuagint not found in the Hebrew text, asterisci the parts not
present in the Septuagint but preserved in Hebrew and the other Greek versions. Although the meaning
of Origen's asteriscus and obelus is clearly derived from their Aristarchan functions, his reasons for
using them were apologetic, not text-critical. He sought to produce an authoritative text useful o
Christians in discussions with Jews, not to esiablish the most accurate possible edition: 5.P. Brock,
"Origen’s Aims as a Textual Critic of the Old Testament,” Studia Parristica 10 (1970) 215-18, repr. in
Studies in the Septuagint: Origing, Recensions, and Interpretations, ed. 8. Jellico (New York 1974)
34346,

The form of Origen's obelus has been questioned. (see Field, loc.cir. ). Although in mss. of the
Hexapla it has a -mnet;,.' of forms {— e il T o Dng:n speaks only of two mglu. the asteriscus and
the obelus {1 lw:r. pEV afiehioapey v 1@ Eﬁpmw&r Wi Keipever, ob ToAuRoavTes Tl TV REpIEAETY
Tvie B pet’ m:epwm wpoq:ﬂnmuu- v BfAov 11 O i welpeve mopd toig O éx tiv Aowrdv
Exbooeey cuppdves 1i "Efpowd npooefijcopey, Opp- T. II, pp. 671, 672, quoted by Field pp. liii-
liv). His obviously conscious imitation of the Aristarchan system for Homer makes it likely, therefore,
that his obelus had the form of its model.



occurred.?! Most surviving examples are at the left of a column, sometimes with fvo
or k@t in the right margin to indicate exactly where the reader should look for relevant
material 22 Interestingly, although the sign may sirike the eye as having the shape of an
arrow, its "business end" -- the directional pointer-- was normally the open part of its
central shaft. Thus & typically served as a pointer upward, 7 down. Only one papyrus
preserves a complete pair, but there are abundant illustrations of the pairing of signs in
the work of seribes A and D of the Codex Sinaiticus.Z Other papyri also confirm the
usual directional sense of the signs, either through the presence of a clarifying dvo or
k&t or by the actual location of marginal restorations.24 This is not the realm of
absolutes, however: some scribes, including some correctors in the Codex Sinaiticus,
used identical ancorae with both omission and restoration.23 Nor did the conventional
role of the symbol as a caret mark keep scribes from dragooning it for other purposes
when they saw a parallel need. Thus ancorae occasionally mark errors and variant
readings (Table 2A).

19Hephaestionis Encheiridion, ed. M. Consbruch (Leipzig 1971) 73-76 (repi emueiov). Fowler (above,
n. 13) gives occurrences of the asteriscus in papyri of lyric; there P.0xy. 32.2617 should probably be
excluded, as the sign in question seems 1o be a form of the chi-rho monogram {:-‘-f: see below, n, 63).
20See Table 2A. On the ancora and other signs of omission see S. Daris, SP 7 (1968) 7-22. Papyri
provide no evidence for the ancora in the role described in Anecd. Parisinum {above, n. 3): ancora
superior ad aliqued praecipue dictum (vel ubl aligua res magra omnine est, lsid.). ancora inferior ad
humilius vel inconvenienting quid enuntiatum (similarly Isidore Erymologiae 1.21,24, above, n. 3).

21 Ancora used with the diagonal slash: P.Anr. 3.160 (a slash is wrilten between two lines where there
is an omission, and an ancora is written before the second; ©// is also written at the left of an
omission), P.Gen. 1 (~“at left of two consecutive lines, ancora below), P.Med. inv. 210 {# € beside
text and marginal addition), P.Oxy. 6.852 (ancora and ~ at consecutive lines), P.0xy. 10.1247 (" and
ancora interlinear, beside each other, above words to transpose), P.Oxy. 50,3538 (1 beside text, with
below it in a different hand).

22ancora at lefl margin with fve or kdto at right: BricLibr. inv. 107, P.Mich, inv. 2 (ancorae precede
each of two consecutive lines restored in top marg.), P.0xy. 6.852.

In fact éve or xato sufficed for some scribes, who wrile one or the other, but no siglum, in
Brit.Libr. inv, 132 (both words), BriLLibr. inv, 135, and O.Berol. 12319 (Pack2 1567); in Brit.Libr.
inv, 132 {Table 2D) and PSI inv. CNR 66+67 (Table 3), &veo or kéte indicate variant readings.
Fragmentary texis where dvo or xdto is preserved but no siglum: BritLibr.inv, 128 (Table 2D),
P.Berol. inv. 6845 (Pack? 831), P.Cairo 45614 (CE 60 [1985] 17-29), P.Heid. NF. 2.183 (Pack?
1434), P.Hercul. 243 (Cron.Ere. 14 [1984] 109-24, with a long restoration in the bottom marg.},
P.Oxy. 3.545 (Pack? 731), P.Oxy. 4.700 (Pack® 276), P.0xy.11.1358 (Pack? 522), P.0xy. 15.1793
(Pack? 234), P.Oxy. 17.2077 (Pack? 1478), P.Oxy. 17.2100 (Table 3), P.Oxy. 22.2313 (Pack? 128),
P.Oxy. 232377 (Pack? 230), P.Oxy. 252427 (Tables 2B, 3), P.Oxy. 47.3320, P.Tebt. 1.4 (Tables 1,
2D,

23 Ancorae "point” 1o each other in P.Oxy. 2.223; see also H.J.M. Milne and T.C. Skeat, Scribes and
Correctors of the Codex Sinaiticus, London 1938) 40-50 (mid-4th cent.),

24¢ is accompanied by &ve and by xétw in P.Amh. 2.24, P.Mich. inv. 2 (1) with &ve at an
omission, matched with & and k&J plus xro before each of two restored lines in the wop marg.),
P.Oxy. 2220 eic., P.Oxy. 6.852. Ancorae "point” to surviving restorations or notes in P.Anr. 3.160,
P.Oxy. 1.28, P.Princ. 3.113, P.Ryl. 1.53 (probably also P.0xy. 7.1011, P.Oxy. 13.1619).

SThe C correctors of the Codex Sinaiticus followed the convention of having L point to the top marg.
and A 1o the bottom, but matched the sign beside the text o that in the marg. Similarly the comectors
of MPER 6.81-97 (T beside the text and in the bottom marg.) and presumably P.Sirassh.inv. Gr.
2675 and P.Berol.inv. 9782 (only /2, ® remain, in the bottom marg.). Occasionally the signs are
matched but non-directional: Brit.Libr. inv. 107 (T~ beside the text and in the 1op marg.), P.Med. inv.
210 (/€ at both text and marg. addition),
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The antisigma (2) and a handful of lunate signs possibly intended for antisigmas
were the appropriate marks for introducing textual revisions, especially variants and
textual comments.26 Like the ancora they usually appear at the left of a revision, or in
the left margin, sometimes with @&ve or xatw.?’ An antisigma beside the text may be
matched by a similar sign beside the revision. Typically, then, the sign was a sort of
localized reference mark, guiding the reader's eye elsewhere in the vicinity of the
column. In one papyrus, however, a text of Aleman which has been corrected against
two different authorities, the antisigma seems to be a symbol designating something
external to the papyrus, namely one of the manuscripts that the reviser used for
comparison.2® As for the ancora, the work of the antisigma extended beyond the
flagging of textual variants. It sometimes accompanies errors or COrrections or even
informational notes, and at least once (in P.0Oxy. 1.12) it marks factual errors. As the
Youties surmised, most antisigmas that we find with corrections or errors seem to be the
work of the original scribe, while those accompanying variants or other notes are
usually in a different hand, and were undoubtedly written by the book's owner.?? The
simple presence of an antisigma in a second hand, therefore, is a sign of a well tended
manuscript. In about a quarter of all occurrences too little of the text survives for the
function of an antisigma to be clear, and certainly the possibility is open that the sign had
critical significance, as indeed it did for Aristophanes and Aristarchus. This is especially
likely when it is used in conjunction with other apparently critical signs. 30

Where it can be explained, the antisigma of papyri clearly has only a
tenuous relation (namely shape and an association with textual problems) to the
Aristarchan antisigma described in scholia and ancient testimonia, although the sources
are in conflict about the mearding even of that sign. The sign is reported, with stigme, to
have marked lines to be transposed and also, with or without stigme, to draw attention

268ee Table 2B on the uses of antisigma. It is used in conjunction with textual comments in: P.Haw.
24-28 (D precedes variants attributed o i xowdi, B Tion, ‘Apiorapyos), P.0xy. 9.1174 etc. (O precedes
a marginal variant, with the note ofite fiv év 1d Géwves), P.0xy. 21.2295 (2 twice above relevant texl,
with readings of Apion in the marg.), P.0xy. 25.2427 (O written below the line, with a variant and the
note otbroes k(o) ‘Atticol written in the marg.; in this and two other passages, however, Lobel, followed
by Austin, wok the sign 10 be a hypodiastole rather than an antisigma; 2 also appears as a critical
siglum here [Table 3], written at the left of two consecutive lines), P.0:xy. 47.3326 (O olitawg Tiv); perh.
P.Oxy. 37.2803 (2 wrinen beside each line of a lacunose two-line marg. note; other notes cite Theon,
Aristonicus? 2 also appears at the left of two consecutive lines of text: Table 3).

2T Exceptions: in P.Bodm. inv, 28 € and 2 are wrilten on cither side of a marg, revision, In P.Oxy.
10.1247 antisigma is written at the right of one variant; o/ is also written above xaro at right of col.,
directing the reader to a variant below which is preceded by antisigma. In PS8/ 6.721 £ (diple or
antisigma?) is written beside the text, then - at the left of an informational note and C at the right. In
MPER 1.73-83, P.Oxy. 21.2295, P.Oxy. 25.2427 (but scc above, n. 26), PSI 11.1191, antisigma is
in the interlineation. The sign appears with Gvw or xéte in BritLibr. inv. 1084115 (with Gve and
xéeren at omission and restoration), P.Oxy. 1.16 eic. (with Gve at omission), P.Oxy. 23.2359 (with =
below the variant). '

28 long note in the margin of P.0xy. 24.2387 explains a difference in readings between Aristonicus
and Piolemy, and for this reason the second element of a recurring note, péfvog ) M , has been interpreted
as M{rodepaiog ). The supposed pi now seems 1o me likelier to be a siglum: such extreme abbreviation
as [M{rodepaios ) is unusual, and sigla centainly served elsewhere as reference marks. Emend K.
McNamee, Abbreviations in Greek Literary Papyri and Osiraca (Chico, Calif. 1981} p. 87.

294 C, and L.C. Youtie, ZPE 10 (1973) p. 176 n. 5.

30Table 3. In P.Oxy. 18.2174 antisigma is written with the diple beside 9 cons. lines: > ; the
annotator of P.Oxy. 3.445 (Table 1) uses the combination D2 .
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to lines of comparable content.3! Papyri of Homer that preserve it tend to support the
first of these explanations, but the evidence is slight. Of the five Homeric texts with
antisigmas, one or two use it in the context of line ransposition (the one certain case is a
text actually contemporary with Aristarchus). Yet not even this conforms exactly to his
reported practice, since stigme is lacking.32 Of the other three texts, even those which
otherwise apply Aristarchan sigla "correctly” deviate in their use of the antisigma.?3
Clearly by the Roman period scribes had made it part of their repertoire and given it a
meaning wholly different-- although still textual-- from that assigned it by Aristarchus.

A collection of four sigla-- the diple in non-Homeric texts, a simple stroke
(usually diagonal), a dotted obelus, and chi -- occur in papyri with noteworthy
frequency, but seldom with obvious meaning. For the unexplained occurrences | offer
here an explanation that is hardly new, but was proposed by Sir Eric Turner several
years ago.3 I hape, however, that it will acquire force from a gathering of the primary
and secondary evidence. It is simply that these-- and undoubtedly other signs, for
example the unexplained examples of antisigma-- were used in much the same way that
Aristarchus used the diple, namely to indicate something worthy of comment in a line.
Frequently this may have been all that the reader, pen in hand, intended-- especially
when the siglum he added was the nondescript and apparently nameless diagonal
stroke.® In practical terms, though, some of these sigla probably served as reference
marks, and directed readers to discussions of interesting points in separate

31 Antisigma used (a) in conjunction with stigme (*) at lines w0 be interchanged: the scholia call for 2
atfl. 2.192 and * at 203-205. Cf. Anecd. Romanum (above, n. 3) © ti 5t dvriovpa cui f otypf, Sav
Bio oy Budvoran th atth onpaivovans, 0@ mowmTon fErpapitog aupotépag, dromg thy Erépay Enrar: 1 5
xpbve xai ai Sio chpiinaay obx dpdg Bovoa): also Aneed. Parisinum (above, n. 3): antisigma
ponebatur ad eos versus quorum ordo permutandus erat ). At another passage in the Anecd. Romanum
(above, n. 3} a similar use is prescribed for the antisigma alone (16 5t dvelovpe xaB’ tavrd =pbe Tolg
Evhdaypévons ténoug xal dndBovag), but no examples survive; (b) with or without the stigme, 1o mark
lines expressing the same idea in different ways: in Ven. A JI. 8.535-37 have 2, 538-40 have * and the
related scholium explains elg yop v withv yeypopuévor elol Budvower: A also has D at 17.219, cf.
17.215. (CF. Anecd. Romanum [above, n. 3] b 5k dvtiope mepeatuivor [ie D] rapoatificrol Srav
tavtodoyd ol iy admv Suivoiay Settepov Aéyy: Anecd, Parisinum (above, n. 3): andisigma cum
puncio ponebatur, cum eiusdem sensus versus duplices essent et dubitaretur, qui potius legendi; cf. cod.
Harl. 5693, saec. XVI, re-ed. G. Dindorf, Scholia Graeca in Homeri lliadem 1 [Oxford 1875] p- xlviz
=i B dvelovpe val al Sdo orvpal Stav xod 10 $E5g 81 ) wh absd vinpa xelpevey. wal fxi piv 100 xpotépou
tiflevon v dvrioyp, éxi Bk 10b Srutépon 81 Sbo erypni). Conceivably yvet another function— to mark an
athetesis or a problematic passage discussed in a scholium?-- is represented by the 2 in Ven. A at [,
24.558. The line is lacking in several mss., and there is a schalium in a later hand noting that the line
was not found in "the old copy.”
2 Antisigma used in the context of line transposition: P.Tebr. 1.4, dated to the first half of the 2nd
cent. B.C. Probably also in P.Oxy. 15.1818, where it is written beside lines prematurely copied (the
E[asc-l: for insertion is lost).

¥There are two Homeric papyri, P.Haw. 24-28 and P.Oxy. 3.445 ete., in which Aristarchan sigla are
generally “correctly” applied but the antisigmas follow a different system. In the former, however, the
other sigla seem (o be added by the original scribe, while the antisigmas accompany notes by a hand that
was probably later, In P.Lir.Pisa 2 the meaning of the antisigma is not clear,
340 for that matter by Aristophanes, evidently its inventor, who used it with sigma beside lines of
comparable content; Pleiffer (above, n. 3) 178,
35E.G. Tumer, Greek Papyri (2nd ed. Oxford 1980) 115-18.
361n fact for several of the occurrences of this sign that are listed in Table 3 with unexplained sigla the
reasons for their presence can be goessed from the context: they appear in the vicinity of errors or
variants, or near the beginning of significant anecdotes. In a single papyrus, however, cryptic examples
may also occur (so, e.g.. in BriLLibrinv. 131v and P.0xy. 2.223). Where there is significant doubt
about the meaning of a sign, therefore, it has been included in Table 3,
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hypomnemata, or in other authoritative texts. For the "noteworthy” characteristic of
many a marked passage can be quite unclear to the uninitiated reader, even when the text
is fairly intact. Unless explanatory commentaries existed, the meaning of many signs
would presumably have become, in time, as much a mystery for ancient readers as they
are for us, even if the readers themselves added the signs. Each of the four common
sigla to be treated here, however, also had certain practical functions, and these need to
be set out.

Hephaestion treats the use of the diple, first, as a punctuation mark in texts of
poetry. It has two forms, called by him SiwAfi #w vevevxvia (>) and Sixhfj €ow
veveukuia (or PAénovon, <).37 Papyri provide only the scantiest evidence, however,
for the system he sets out. Indeed, although the &£ vevevxvia form (2) is quite
common in papyri, there are scarcely any examples of its opposite. Among poetic texts it
appears only once in papyrus containing lyric (Alcaeus) and once in a text of tragedy,
and only in the latter could it possibly conform to Hephaestion's system.3® In its other
rare appearances, its significance is unclear, and I suspect it is actually a carclessly
written version of its more common counterpart, >.3 Certainly this is the likeliest
explanation for it in Brit.Libr. inv. 128, a text of Homer marked with Aristarchan sigla,
including a diple of that conventional form,

Papyri may not illustrate Hephaestion's system for punctuating texts of poetry,
but they do provide abundant evidence for the use of the diple as a punctuator marking
new sections in texts of prose as well as poetry. Presumably the rightward point of the
usual form made it a convenient divider.? It was also the standard symbol for marking
quotations, and when so used it appears at the left of each line quoted.*! Once or twice,
like antisigma, it marks erroneous text. Occasionally it introduces or concludes a
marginal note, and there it may reflect the punctuation of the source-commentary. In one

3 Hephaestion (above, n. 19) 75-77: (1) in lyric texts, the SuxAR Ew BAérovoe ( 2) marked the change
of meter at the halfway emim in strophic poems of Alcman; (2) in texts of tragedy and comedy, the
Binhf Pow vevevkuie (4) indicated the division between strophe and antistrophe in passages sung
alternately by different performers, (Here the paragraphus that normally divided the strophes would not
suffice, since it was also at changes of speaker). The Buthf EEw Plénovoa was writlen, however, if there
was no metrically equivalent antistrophe but only a change 1o a new swrophe. (3) In a parabasis where an
antepirrheme corresponded 10 an epirtheme, the Suth £S5 vevevwuia marked the former, the Eow
veveokuie the latter. (4) Where iambic dialogue intervened between comesponding lyric strophes, the
HumAfi EEo PAénovoc was wrilten at the beginning of the last line of the first set of strophes, the reverse
sign at the end of that line; the SiwAf 8w PAfmovon was wrilten at both the beginning and the end of
the last line of the corresponding strophes.

38The Sunhfi Eow veveusvie occurs in P.0xy. 15,1788 etc. (Alcaeus; with 2 and < in successive
lines) and in P.Tebt. 3.692 (Soph. frachos; GMAWZn. 58)

390 ther occurrences of the SR Fow vevevsuia: Brit.Libr.inv. 128 (Hom., Table 1: L=, plus 2 and
other Aristarchan signs), P.Athen.Univ. inv. 2780-1 (medical receipts, Table 3), P.Oxy. 24,2389
{comm. on Alem., Table 3: L perh, with ¥ above, i.e. oli(zac)? The text is lost at the right of the
siglum, so there is no way to know whether it bears any relation 1o Hephaestion's system.),
P.Strassh.inv. Gr. 2673 (Hom., Table 1).

40Diplai separating passages of text: see Table 2C. In this role diplai are likely Lo be writien with a
flourish of the pen, Scribe A of the Codex Sinaiticus frequently wrote a diple below section numbers.
For the use of the diple as a dividing sign in Herculaneum texts see below, n. 93.

41Diplai marking quotations: see Table 2C and GMAWZ n. 76, In P.Ant. 3.182 only one diple,
written < and embracing two lines, is preserved. Single or double diplai mark quotations in theological
texts oo (P.Oxy. 3405 = theolog. fr., 3rd cent; Bib.VarGr. 1209 = Heb. 1.1-2.2, 4th cent,,
B.Metzger, Manuscripts of the Greek Bible [Oxford 1981] no. 13} >> in Pap.Texte Abk. 11, TIT {comm.
of Didymus on Job, 6th cent.).
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or two papyri finally, there is concrete evidence to support Turner's suggestion that it
served as a reference mark to hypomnemata 42 Here it marks either a passage for which
a note is supplied, or both the text and its related note. The diple in such a context is
certainly an acknowledgement that the text contains an interesting point: the annotator
has, after all, gone to the trouble of excerpting relevant material from a commentary.
Such a usage corresponds, interestingly, to the Aristarchan use of the sign in texts of
Homer. His name and methods had perennial authority,4? so it is perhaps not
unreasonable to look for a parallels in non-Homeric texts. Certainly diplai used in this
way had no practical value as place-markers: the marginalia in these papyri and in
ancient texts in general are so sparse that there was no need for signs to show where
they applied. Certainly the vast majority of occurrences of the diple in papyri are opaque
in meaning (Table 3) and the suggestion that they refer to hypomnemata, or that they at
least direct attention interesting points, is especially attractive.

The next siglum in this set is a simple penstroke, usually written ., although
other versions occur.® It is the commonest of all signs encountered in literary papyri,
occurring in more than a hundred texts. Its purpose is obvious about two-thirds of the
time. Sometimes it serves as a simple check-mark, set in the left margin beside items in a
list.#5 In an extension of this function it also marks text containing variants or (much
more fregently) errors, omissions, or restorations.#6 In another role it commonly serves
as a kind of divider, appearing like the paragraphus in the left margin at a break in sense,
especially at the beginning or end of a speech. Most such examples are in Homeric
papyri where, as Nancy Priest saw, scribes evidently sought to avoid confusion
between the paragraphus and the obelus.#? Similarly it may precede marginal notes or
separate lemmata from comments, undoubtedly because the source-hypomnema had the
same punctuation. In a large number of papyri, however, its function is obscure. Often
in those texts it appears beside intact and apparently unflawed passages, and not at any
natural break in the narrative.*® In such cases it presumably indicates a passage to be

42p Oxy. V 841, 34.2687. More commonly the siglum chi is used in this way to mark text supplied
with notes (see Table 2F).

43Pfeiffer (above, n. 3) 232 (citing Cic. ad Aw. 1.14.3, in Pison. 73, fam . 3.11.5, 9.10.1, Hor. AP
4500 and 174, :

44Variations: 4 in Brit.Libr. inv. 126, P.Flor. 2106, P.0Oxy. 4.694 ("two dashes”), P.Oxy. 8.1089,
P.Oxy. 182168 eic., P.Turner 9; ™ in P.Berolinv, 13044, P.Bodm, 26 + P.Kdln 1.3, F Marm. ,
P.Med. inv. CN.E. 68.3, P.Oxy. 6.853, P.Oxy. 22.232%; — in BritLibrinv. 131v, P.Berol. inv.
10567, P.Berol.inv. 13284, P .Oxy. 2.223 (also I, /(, 71/), P.Oxy. 35.2741; | in B.Mich. inv. 2,

P.Oxy. 2223 (also 71/, — ), F.Oxy. 44.3154; ™ in P.Oxy. 7.1011; ,/q 2./ inPParis 2 7

(?) in P.Marm.; /# in P.Cair.Masp. 2.67172-74,

In documents it can serve the same funclion; see, e.g., the agendas of Zenon discussed by Z. Aly,
Proc. XVl Intern. Congress of Papyrology (Athens 1988) 55-62 (with plates).
46Table 2D; note particularly Brit.Libr, inv. 733 (with various curved signs [Table 2G] to mark the
lines between which omission occurred), P.Flor. 2.106 {/f"" at a line added between /1. 1.475 and 476),
P.Gen. 1 (#"at two lines between which a line has dropped out, with ancora), P.Morgan Libr, (twice at
omissions; 2 other omissions are marked by XN, P.0xy. 7.1011 f_-' above text o be replaced at line
265 = Pf. fr. 194.65), P.Oxy. 7.1018 (interlinear, used with b’ and a’ 1o mark words to be transposed),
P.Oxy. 17.2102 (interlinear, with revision and at point of insertion), P.Strassb. inv, Gr. 2462242489
{on right of line containing errar), perh. also P.Berol.inv. 9782 (at right of error), and P.Oxy. 53.3710
51:: mark error: perh. 7T);

TN. Priest, ZPE 46 (1982) 59.

435imp!¢ stroke begide intact text (Table 3): P.Berolinv. 9764, P.Berolinv. 9782, P.Kdln 5.205,
P.Oxy. 2.223 (see also Table 2), P.Oxy. 20,2259, P.Oxy. 31.2537.
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looked into, but whether for accuracy or meaning or background is hardly apparent.
This mark, even more defensibly than the diple and chi, was a "maid of all work."#?

A much smaller group of papyri preserves examples of the dotted obelus,
usually written ;<. Like the signs above, its meaning is unclear in the majority of cases,
even when the text it accompanies is relatively intact.5® Again as there, there are
indications, not individually persuasive but suggestive in combination, that it too served
as a reference mark linking commentaries and literary texts. The sign does seem to have
a special association with hypomnemata: it is particularly common in commentaries,
appearing without explanation in the margins of five. It also tends to accompan
marginal notes, especially long ones which almost certainly came from commentaries 31
Finally there are texts in which we can actually see it doing the work of a signe de
renvoie, linking corrections or variants or notes to text.32 That one of its regular
functions was to link text and commentary as well as text and, say, variant, is entirely
plausible.

Ghosts of the dotted obelus, incidentally, have been sighted in about twenty
texts of poetry, but some at least can be banished. The papyri in question tend to be
heavily encrusted with diacritical signs,®® which naturally were subject to revision just
like regular text. An individual scribe, therefore, might reasonably have added dots to
draw attention to a diacritical mark he was adding or to expunge an erroneous one,33

#IFunction of the simple stroke unclear: see Table 3, and note especially P.Berol. inv. 13044 (twice in
consecutive lines), P.0Oxy. 13.1611 (2 consecutive lines), P.0xy. 15,1820 (9 times, including passages
of 3 and 4 consecutive lines), P.Oxy. 21.2301 (on the right of the col.), P.Oxy. 21.2307 (left of
coronis; cf. P.Oxy. 18.2165, with chi beside coronis), P.Oxy. 24.2389 (" 4 times, P once), P.Oxy.
37.2819 (at 2 conzecutive lines).

30Dotted obelus beside relatively intact text (Table 3): P.Oxy. 1.16 ete., P.Oxy. 15,1797, P.Oxy.
21.2306 (a comm. by same hand as P.Oxy. 23.2368, where the same sign recurs). Other unexplained
cccurrences: Table 3, and nb. MPEE 1.73-83 (inter]), MPER M.5. 1.14 (inwerl), P.Flor, 2.112
(comm.; 11 times, plus once with a marg. n.), P.Ryl. 3.475 {interl.), P5/ 1.8 (once interl.: a corrected
accent? see below, n.53; once written = beside the line: an expunged obelus? Aristarchan sigla are also

used).
3 Doited obelus with marginal motes (Table 2E): MPER MN.5. 3.37 (at end of long n.), P.Bodm. inv.
28 (— at left of a speaker n.), P.Flor. 2.112 (comm.; at left of m arg. note), P.Oxy. 111371 (*
before the lemma of a long n.), P.Oxy. 15.1790 etc. (at right of the first line of a long n.),
P.¥indob.inv. 200 { —= ed.. interl. at the point to which a n. refers).
52Table 2E; n.b. P.Daris inv. 12 (with restoration in top marg.), PS5/ 14,1399 (twice, in a draft of a
speech, at a revision and its point of insertion); perh. P.Kdln 2.76 (> above upsilon in the marg.
variant vra [ie. Dmel: unless a corrected acc.?]). Examples of the use of the sign with comections
proliferate in the Codex Sinaiticus, particularly with shorter revisions, and sometimes in conjunction
with the ancora (above, n. 23), and cf. its use as caret in P.Bodm. 2 (GMAWZ no. 63, John 1-14; 3rd
cent., Achmim?).

3Texts with frequent diacritical marks, including apparent dotied accents: P.0Oxy. 5.841, P.Oxy. 9.1175
etc., P.Oxy. 10,1234 etc. (Pack? 59), P.Oxy. 15.1787 etc., P.Oxy. 21.2295, P.Oxy. 252427, P.Oxy.
25.2430 (P.Turner 3), P.Oxy. 26.2442, P.Oxy. 34.2697, P.Oxy. 35.2735, P.Oxy. 50.3545, P5SI 1.8;
P.Oxy. 32,2617 and P.Cxy. Hels. 6 are less heavily supplied with diacritics, but contain dotted accents.
Dots mark the correct accent: P.Oxy. 5.841 dv[t]epeiav with ~ above alpha, for doviepetbon (edd.)
of ave' épeibuv; the correct mark of quantily is marked by dots above the incorrect one in P.0xy.
9.1175 etc., P.Oxy. 25.2427, P.Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3: twice; in 4 other cases (oo little survives
for cerainty), P.Oxy. 32.2617 (in the left marg.).
35Dots expunge incorrect accents: P.Oxy. 10.1234 eic.(Pack? 59 @upe with ** above alpha, read
Gppe), P.Oxy. 10.1240 [Packz 376 | with * below the circumflex, read 7)), P.Oxy. 15.1787 erc.
{Ju&uboiz[ with * above second iota: presumably Si8ois; first iota dotted; 2 other uncerain cases),
P.Oxy. 252427 (zdyiwox' with ™ above second alpha, presumably for taye; 4 other uncertain cases),
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just as he did in revising the actual text.3% If accents dotted in this way were acute or
grave, they would inevitably resemble the dotted obelus, although the two kinds of mark
had no relation. Many of the texts in question are very fragmentary, however, so it is
unclear whether the dotted interlinear diacritics are errors or corrections. s

The last siglum, chi, is one of the commenest in literary papyri.®® It appears
now and then with variants or corrections, but in the majority of cases its meaning is no
more apparent than that of many of the other signs treated above.3? Its very obscurity
leads us back to the same interpretation as above, that it indicates something noteworthy
in a line and that by inference the annotator had access to a commentary where the
interesting point was explained. It is worth noting in passing that chi never appears in
Homeric papyri,®® where of course the diple did this job. For chi, however, unlike the
diple, there is considerable evidence in secondary sources to support the theory that the
sign was a reference mark directing the reader to a commentary. We possess no single,
general statement about its use for this purpose, since each of our sources treats the
meaning of the siglum in the manuscripts of a single author. Still their accumulated
information points to a common significance.

Diogenes Laertius, first, reports that in texts of Plato chi was used in much the
same way as the Aristarchan diple, to mark passages containing any of a variety of

P.Oxy. 34.2697 (Buviv with * above upsilon: Mapiav8uviv Ap.Rhod. Argon. 2.140), P.Oxy.
15,2735 (Jrparéta| with = above alpha: the grave appears secondary), P.Oxy. 45.3220
(x]eooapox|ovre]emg with * above second epsilon: Teconpaxovietiis wanted, as codd. [Hes W.&D.
4417), P.0Oxy. 50.3545 (perv with * above alpha, for pdov, ie. unv, Theocr. 1.86), P.Oxy.Hels. 6 (e
[lale s [1] alAAn ve yuva]wey with % between iota and sigma of the enclitic tig), PS5/ 1.8
{emovoopuy with * above alpha), PSF 11.1214 (Pack? 1482, xfipec with * above eta; lep. yfipa; a
variant in the text is also dotted); perh. P.Kdln 2,76, fI. 15.625 ixéx( ) lost in lacuna, vaa in the
marg. with “above upsilon (for tnal as in most codd.).

38Dots were commonly used 1o designate variants (copied presumably from independent exemplars).
There are instances in about 70 texis, sometimes with the source named, e.g.: P.Oxy. 5.841 at Pind.
Paean 261, -+ Ap{ ) above the nu of eveoreBnxmv: P.0xy. 9.1175 etc. at Soph. Eurypylos fr. 84.2,

M -Aetvee 0B beside o]8wt). When corrections are dotted, they 100 presumably come from independent
exemplars, for about half the time there are dotted variants in the same texi: BritLibr. inv. 135, P.0Oxy.
1.16 eic., P.Oxy. 5.841, P.Oxy. 8.1082 + P.Lond.Lit. 59 (Pack? 237), P.Oxy. 9.1175 etc., P.Oxy.
15.1787 etc., P.Oxy. 19.2220 (Pack? 373), P.Oxy. 22.2313 (Pack? 128), P.Oxy. 22.2327 (P.Turner
3), P.Oxy. 23.2372 (Pack? 1892), P.Oxy. 25.2427, P.Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3), P.Oxy. 26.2442,
P.Ozy. 32,2620, P.Oxy. 35.2735.

3TQuestionable cases are found in: P.Oxy. 15.1787, P.Oxy. 212295, P.Oxy. 252427, P.Oxy.
25.2430 (P.Turner 3), P.Oxy. 26.2442 fr. 6.2, P.Oxy. 26.2443 {Pacﬂ 1918, ZPE 26 [1977] 38-39,
Alcmu), P.Oxy. 27.2452,

3BTable 2F. In P.0xy. 9.1174 etc. the name of the siglum was used rather than the sign itsell: ;o
59Table 3. Note especially: P.Oxy. 10.1231 etc. (at 2 consecutive lines), P.Oxy. 18.2165 (wrillen at
left of coromis; cf. P.Oxy. 21.2307, where ~ appears beside a coronis), P.Oxy. 24.2394 (iwice in
consecutive lines), P.Oxy. 25.2427 (1wice; also, separately, a marginal note refers to the use of the
giglum: ot fiv T ¥ £v 16 Bfwvog), F.Oxy. 33.2654 + P.Kdln 1.4 (twice alone, once in a row or 4, o
mark end of act, or, if this is a collection of exeerpts, o indicate an omission?), FSf 7.846 (a marg. n.
also refers 1o a siglum now lost: mpdg tov mAzovaop(ov) tob av; chi twice in consecutive lines), PSI
10,1175 (twice in consecutive lines).

60with the irrelevant exception of P.Morgan Libr., where it is proofreader’s mark (Table 2F), not a
critical siglum. In the single case in which Eustathius uses xucCe in a critical context (on Od. 2.144)
he is actually discussing an Aristarchan athetesis, and clearly gives the verb the general meaning of
"mark with a critical sign:” onpeinom 8 kol 6 1o dgeEic 'Aplotapyos dlethons exiaxey, abbvaroy
elvon gimdw toaatto Pasrdon dvlipaornov.
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interesting features: yi mpdg tig AEEerg xad Té oyt kol Ghog Ty MAasovidy ouviifewey. b1
Whether these were then also discussed in a commentary he does not say, but a
commentary seems required for the siglum to have had full effect.52 The use of chiasa
critical siglum is also attested in the scholia to Pindar, Sophocles, and Euripides. As for
Plato, the siglum in those poetic texts evidently carried a wide variety of meanings.
These were explained in commentaries of which these scholia are the remnants, but
could hardly have been guessed without those commentaries.®3 A papyrus text of
comedy (PSI 7.846) also provides information on the sign. It contains a marginal
comment phrased like the explanations of Aristarchan sigla in scholia to Homer. It refers
undoubtedly to chi, for chi appears elsewhere in these margins.5 Like the diple, finally,
chi is quite firmly linked to commentaries in some papyri, specifically when it
accompanies marginal notes®? or variants,8¢ or marks the lines where they apply.

According to late sources,’7 chi could be used interchangeably with the

monogram 3, which also survives in several papyri,® to indicate noteworthy passages.
While in the most elementary sense both signs evidently marked something interesting in
a text, they were not in fact interchangeable. For while I am arguing that chi sometimes
was a reference mark to commentaries, the monogram certainly was not: for a common
habitat for it is commentaries and treatises. Moreover, in no fewer than five papyri

61gee above, n, 17.

62Among papyri the sign appears in two Platonic texts, with unclear purpose. Perversely, it is the
vdipln:ﬁ pecurring in & papyri, that predominates in surviving papyri of Plato.

635ee Fowler (above, n, 13) 27 for references in the scholia to Pindar, Gudeman (above, n. 3) for
scholia 1o Sophocles, and the references collected in G. Dindorfs edition of the scholia to Euripides
(Cxford 1863) vol. 4 p. 310. Note, e.g.: sch, Pind. Pyth. 3.18a, onperolveo ol UROUVTHETIGELEVOL
réx Bho ke th y' mopaniBévees, Bru dovviprntd el mi yip gnow eig "AtBao Bopov, kol nddav év
Bechdgio waéfo ki eEmyotpevol nepritebov Aaufidvouo w v Baldpe; ibid. 4.135d <0 8t onpeiov i’
m otaBpdug T xat! dypoig Erabheig Eheyov, ko tm ebdeiehov th ebénhov npogsovopdleta....; ibid
4.149b, 215b, 5.16b, Nem. 1.64b, [sthm. 6.47¢; sch. Soph. Phil, 201, eboton’ Exe nefi- eldbagw olita
héyew Gvti oD gudma- 1 5 towlrov kexlaoton b1 EALdvics mote dvayvdokey 1é ‘Hpobdtou
(2.71) Breyev “reph 5k TivSe por eliotopn xeiobo” ob Suapdv g Slo Aefewg alll’ dg dv Tig elnoy Todna
eboTop- 1o0to 8 enow b yopbs KTimOV dxobong Enepyopivon Toh GulokTiton Kol oTEvoVTog Kot
v mopeioy Hul T ahyos.

&4The note in question, xpdg Thv mhgovaaudy Tob av, is written beside the broken text Jobx &v Soxi.
The same mpdc... locution recurs in P.Oxy. 8.1086 (comm. on fl.), where Aristarchan diplai are
explained: lines 27-28 ) Guopw Bn[Aeiugs eéfov “Apnos popleatong (/1. 2.767): Tb onueiov mp(be) Thy
@oPov 611 ..., lines 97-98 ) [nioan 8" diyvuto nila, ex 8" Eoovto hade (/1. 2.800): 1b ompeiov mpog
1obTo Bt Ty thAny m[AnBuviikis etpnrev.], et al; of. sch. A (Aristonicus) 1.218a éxhuov- Rpdg 10
oyfipe, b1 ob xhiovow elmev T axobooveas. In another carefully revised text of comedy, P.0xy.
25,2427, the note ol iy tH 3 év 18 Bémvog also clearly refers o the use of chi as a critical symbal.
65Tahle 2F. In P.Paris 71 chi is wrillen 5 times beside text for which notes are provided. It does not
accompany the notes, but that they were copied from a hypomnema is beyond doubt, for one includes a
lemma, and four are introduced by 51, a truncation of the phrase t& onueiov Gt.. familiar from
Aristonican/Aristarchan scholia. In PSI 11,1192, similarly, the note begins with a lemma. In P.0xy.
5,841, where the diple is also so used, and in P.Oxy. 26.2450 chi appears beside text, not notes. In
P.Berol.inv. 9780v chi is written twice, beside text and subject headings in the marg.

66variants in a heavily annotated text like P.0xy. 5.841, for example, are especially likely 1o have been
taken from commentaries.

67Anecd. Parisinum (above, n. 3% * chi et rho. kaec sola > voluniate uniuscuiusque ad aliguid

notandum ponitur; Isidore Etymologiae 1.21.22 (above, n. 3): * C<hzrisimon. Haec sola ex
voluntare uniuscuinsque ad aliquid notandim ponitur.

63Tahle 3: it is usually writien 3. but has several variant forms _)‘f e 0 4
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where the chi-rho appears the simple siglum chi is present too, and the two can hardly
have been equivalent.

Whether chi and . originally developed as symbols for the same word is
unknown. Even the identity of such a word is open to question: xpfioig, "passage,” or
ypnotov, "useful” are the meanings usually suggested for the monogram. In the literary
texts where it appears-- fragments of Aeschylus, Euripides, Sophocles, Menander, and
Stesichorus®-- a case can be made for the former, Certainly the gnomic quality of the
dramatic trimeters encouraged quotation and anthologization of appealing "passages.”™
Ancient sources also provide evidence for xpfioig as a term for a quoted "passage” of
text,”! but the usual meaning of the term is different: in the scholia to Homer it
conventionally refers to Homeric "usage.” Most occurrences of the monogram in any
case are in commentaries, treatises, and technical works, beside sections that a reader
would hardly have chosen to quote or anthologize, although they might have struck him
as useful. Certainly yprotdv is the better choice here,’? and in fact it is universally
preferable. For a gnome or passage that a reader found memorable or good for
excerpting from comedy or tragedy would clearly have been somehow "useful” to him.
It is unlikely in any case that a monogram so distinctive in appearance and appearing so
frequently in texts of roughly the same date and provenance bore more than one
meaning.™

Comparable monograms were also occasionally used to draw the reader's
attention to important passages. One is ¥, standing for dpaiov, found exclusively in
legal works written in Latin and annotated in Greek, or written in a mixture of Latin and
Greek, and dated to the fourth to sixth centuries. In the margin of a text of Gaius and
another of juridical fragments the scribe has made the monogram ornate by the addition
of decorative flourishes, more or less in the manner of the coronis in many texts. In the
juridical text it appears in the marginal note onp(efwoay) «.74 It is also imbedded (in
less ornate versions) in the text of two other papyri, P.Ryl. 3.476 (Pack? 2282) and the
so-calledScholia Sinaitica. (Pack? 2958). It is the latter occurrence that confirms its

8%p Oxy. 20,2255, F.Oxy. 27.2452, P.Oxy. 32.2617 (see above, n. 19), P.Oxy. 32.2637, P.Oxy.
44,3151, P.Sorb. inv. 2328; see also below, n. 72 for P.Berolinv. 11866A-B, P.Oxy. 8.1086 eic.,
F.Oxy. 13.1611, subliterary texts where the monogram marks cilations or quolations.

T0%ee Pack? 15671 for anthologies of ragedy and comedy on papyrus.

Tipion. Hal, De Rhet. 4.3, Apoll.Dysc. De Syar. 1.119, Anecd.Oxon. 2.452.19 Gk A PLOTORGVOUS
[Av. 1180])

?2* at presumably "useful” passages: P.Berolinv. 11866A-B (iwice at opinions cited from one
‘Avatdlios, in a legal catechism), P.Oxy. 6.885 (treatise), P.Oxy. 8.1086 ete. (hypomnema, three
times: at a new lemma; at a quotation from Ale.; al a reference to a previous line of the poem), P.0xy.
13.1611 (wreatise; at the beginning of an anecdote Acusilaus, with / beside the two lines that follow the
excerpl; a comparable anecdote at line 42 is not so marked), P.0xy. 25.2429 (hypomnema; beside a
comment, approx. at midpoint) P.0xy. vol. 29 (treatise: the marked 1ex1 is lacunose), P.Oxy. 352741
(hypomnema: beside viy Al Sebor[x, prob. a quotation, at approx. the midpoint of a comment), P.0xy.
53.3711 (hypomnema: nine times repeatedly beside commenis, including three times within one
passage: probably to mark pdssages for excerpting [M. Haslam ad loc. 1), PST 9.1095 (wreatise on logic;
at the conclusion of a demonstration), #5/ 11.1182 (Gaius frsrir; at the heading of a new section).
DEmend McNamee, Abbreviations (above, n. 28) p. 109 and n. 81.

T4p Ryl. 3.475,P5I L1.1182 (at two other passages here the annotator has added what looks like the

“tail” of a coronis: ?’ Lo apparently without the monogram; in neither case is there anything
obviously noteworihy about the marked text ).
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meaning, for enpu(eiwownt) bpaiov also occurs there, with dpeiov written in full.73
The other monogram in question combines the transverse rho with phi, perhaps to
represent ppacig and to mark an interesting poetical feature. In occurs only once in
papyri,’s but its currency must have been wider than this suggests, for it is mentioned in
the Anecdotum Parisinum and by Isidore, both Latin sources with Greek roots. They
identify it as a sort of query mark, but neither sufficiently explains the abbreviation.”?

If the diple, the simple stroke, the dotted obelus, and chi shared a common use,
namely indicating something interesting in a passage, then why the variety? Not because
of varying provenance or date, for the evidence is actually less haphazard than usual on
those points. All four sigla, but most notably chi and the diple, were in common use in
one particular city within one resiricied period of time: of the nearly 150 papyri
containing one or more of these four marks, nearly half come from Oxyrhynchus and
are dated to the second or third century, while another twenty Oxyrhynchite texts are
from the first Christian century or the end of the first century B.C. Nor did the contents
of a text determine which sigla were appropriate. Mo mark is restricted to any single
author or genre. Chi and the diple are used together in relatively heavy concentration in
texts of lyric, especially Pindar. They are even commoner, though, in texts of Plato and
can also be found alone or together in texts of the three major tragedians and also of
other authors. A scribe's choice of one over another was evidently personal, limited
only by the convention that influenced him to use one of these particular signs. Even this
was a convention honored much in the breach, however. For a number of unique sigla,
apparently with critical si:‘lgniﬁ.canca like these four, also survive in Egyptian papyri of
the Roman period (Table 3).

Of course when two or more of the common sigla appear in a single text there
must have been a reason for the differentiation. If they are the work of different hands
(something usually very difficult to decide),” they might reflect the varied interests of
two different readers of the same book. If a variety of sigla was added by the same
hand,’® however, which seems to be the norm, it must have been to keep references
clear. Certainly in correcting text, scribes varied the sigla they used to forestall

T38cholia Sinaitica §27 Ac socer: Grav eic iv névBepov [ mpoikl] xoizéipyerar, Sbvorar fua mayry
Bhafifiven, x(ail) o0 o ramp Enbolc mpoina Sdvera no[u oo abmv adventician, emp(eloou) dpouiov
[kwei | dviiopov (see also §12, onuieloom) fo7): Z55 4 (1883) 1-32 (diplomatic transcript), B,
Juebler, E.Seckel, Jurisprudentia Antejusiiniana Relig. 2.2 (6th ed. 1927) 461-84, Pack?® 2958, The
common nature and subject of this text and P.Ryl. 3475 suggested to C.H. Roberts that they were from
the same work.

61 £.Oxy. 523686 “J?’ is written at the left of the marginal letters no.[ beside Soph. Ant. 120, a
passage of lyric: gp(douwg) mounmuwnd? PJ. Parsons, cited by H. Cockle, but they note the possible
omicron or sigma in the right part of the monogram.
T Anecd P arisinum (above, n. 3): phi ef rho. haec apponuntur guotiens vel emendario vel (sensus)
eius versus sollicitiur est inspiciendus; Isidore Erymologiae 1.21.23 (above, n. 3): phi &t ro, id est
eviic. Haec, ubi aliguid obscuritalis est, ob solliciiudinem ponitur,
"8Papyri in Table 3 with multiple sigla added by two or more hands: P.Oxy. 5.841, P.Oxy. 25.2427,
P.Oxy. 262442, perh. P.Oxy. 35.2741.
“'P'apr:i in which a varicty of sigla have been added by a single hand (Table 3): P .Anr. 3.116,
P.Beral.inv. 9780v, P.0xy. 15.1809, P.Oxy. 17.2102, P.Oxy. 182174, P.Oxy. 202255, P.Oxy.
222322, P.Oxy. 222327 (P.Turner 3), P.Oxy. 23,2368, P.Oxy. 24.2389, P.Oxy. 26.2441, P.Oxy.
26.2445, P.Oxy. 26.2450, P.Oxy. 372452, P.Oxy. 322617, FP.Oxy. 3712812, P .Oxy. 44,3151,
P.Oxy. 44.3152, P.Oxy. 453224, P Oxy. 523656, P.Oxy. 523675, P.Oxy. 533710, P.Ryl. 3.475,
P.Ryl, 3.539, P.Tebe. 3.692, PSI 11.1182,
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confusion.®? By analogy, it seems likely that when chi and the diple appear together
(and this is the commonest combination) each bore a different meaning, and in practice
probably referred to a different hypomnema. Is it realistic to imagine readers so energetic
as to link their books to two or more commentaries? For texts containing these sigla,
yes, for many were also very carefully revised, sometimes against two or more
exemplars,®! and some contain marginal commentary referring explicitly to more than
one external source.®2 They are the books of scholars first brought to our attention by
Eric Turner.®? Outstanding among them are three which are hypomnemata themselves,
notably one on Eupolis which has indeed been very carefully revised.$4

Signs less uniform in shape or less commeon than those already discussed also
survive.%3 A cross () is common at the top left of a column of writing, sometimes to
delimit the area to receive writing, elsewhere perhaps with Christian significance 36 A
simple dot might occasionally indicate an error, or possibly a division in the text 87
Several other signs, particularly curved and angled ones, indicate omissions or
corrections or variants; others mark divisions in the text. Although some bear a
resemblance to the antisigma or the diple, it is probably best not to force them into some
such category, since their shapes vary considerably from each other. Each in any case is
unambiguous in context. They are useful reminders that it was human hands and not
machines that wrole these texis.

80Texts in which more than one siglum is used with comrections (Table 2): BritLibr. inv. 107,
BriLLibr. inv. 733, P.Amh. 2.24, P.Marm., P.Paris 2 (all these employ different sigla within a single
column); also MPER 1.73-83, P.Ane. 3.160, P.Morgan Libr., P.Oxy. 9.1174 etc., P.Strassh. inv. Gr.
31432; perh. P.0Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3).

#1There are 32 in Table 3, and just half contain two or more sigla (marked here with *): P.Heid. 4.2
ewc., *F.0xy. 1.16 cic., *P.0xy. 2.223, *P.Oxy. 5841, P.Oxy. 6.852, P.Oxy. 9.1174 21, F.Oxy.
9.1175 ele., P.Oxy. 111361 ewc., *P.Oxy, 13.1620, P.Oxy. 15.1788 etc., P.Oxy. 15.1792 cic.,
P.Oxy. 15.1820, P.Oxy, 2064, F.Oxy. 17.2100, P.Oxy. 182165, P.Oxy. 21,2205, P.Oxy. 212297,
*P.Oxy. 22.2327 (P.Turner 3), F.Ozy, 24,2387, P.Oxy. 24.2394, *F.Oxy. 252427, *P.Oxy.
26.2441, *P.Oxy. 26.2442, *P.0Oxy. 26.2445, *P.Oxy. 26.2450, P.Oxy. 27.2468, *P.Oxy. 32.2617,
*P.Oxy. 35.2141, *P.Oxy. 53.3710, *P.Ozy. 53,3711, *P Rein. 1.2 cic., PSI 2.123, *P.Tebr. 3.692.
See K. McMamee, "Papyri Revised by Two or More Hands,” Proc. of the XVI Intern, Congress of
Papyralogy (Chico, California 1981) 79-91.

Marginal notes referring to more than one external source: Brit.Libr. inv, 271 etc, (dpgpdtepor or
‘Aupdviog, év -, Epw{ ), Apion), P.Oxy. 5841 (Nicanor?, Aristonicus?, Theon, Chrysippus?),
P.0Oxy. 31174 eic. (Nicanor?, Arisionicus?; that a second exemplar was used is indicated by a reference
o a source by the numeral o' [implying that there was a B']), P.Oxy. 11.1361 etc. (Piolemy,
Pindarion?}, P.0Oxy. 22.2327 (P.Turner 3; Apion, Nicanor?, aupdtepoy ), P.0Oxy. 24,2387 (Aristonicus,
Plolemy), P.Oxy. 26.2442 (Didymus?, Nicanor?), P.0xy. 32.2617 (duedtepor ), P.Oxy. 37.2803
(Theon, Aristonicus?). Perh. POy, 9.1175 eic. (ref. to Nicanor?, also the note év éxépa); perh. P.0xy.
25.2427 (ref. to Theon, also the note ot v 6 7).

B3E.G. Tumer, “Scribes and Scholars of Oxyrhynchus,” MPER N.S. V 141-46; and above, n. 35.

B2 Hypomnemata containing more than one obscare siglom: P.0xy. 23.2368 (on Bacchyl.; sigla by a

single hand), P.Oxy. 24.2389 (on Alcm.; sigla added by a single hand), P.Oxy. 35,2741 (on Eup.; sigla
perh. 2 hands, one the original scribe and the other the hand that has added text-critical notes).

E3Table 26.

8650 Banoleiti in ed. of PSI 14.1399,

#7Stichometric dots-- i.e., those that seem 1o have been added by scribes as they counted written lines

for the purpose of determining fees-- have not been collecied here,
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There remain several miscellaneous sigla, none with clear significance, in about
two dozen texts.8® On one level, their dissimilarity from the sigla discussed above
simply confirms that individual scribes worked in idiosyncratic ways. Certainly the
array of forms assumed by standard signs like the ancora and antisigma and the
fluctuating significance of most sigla make it clear enough that this happened. In fact,
though, it is more helpful to look at the matter another way. More than half these papyri
with unique signs come from towns other than Oxyrhynchus and from centuries other
than the first to third. In other words, scribes in Oxyrhynchus in the high Roman period
seldom used sigla other than those discussed above. This suggests that those signs were
part of an approved canon in scriptoria in that time and place. While each of them
individually may have meant roughly the same thing: "look this up!" the repertoire of
symbols appropriate for making this point was fairly limited, and only rarely do we find
Oxyrhynchite scribes borrowing (or inventing) other marks. The impression. of
regularity at Oxyrhynchus is further confirmed by a glance again at unconventional signs
used to mark new sections of text: most of them too pre-date or post-date the Roman
period, and derive from other towns.

Of course the regularity of Oxyrhynchite material does not mean that order and
convention prevailed only in the scriptoria of that town.8? The evidence from
Oxyrhynchus is simply abundant and consistent enough to justify the general
conclusions offered above about habits of scribes in that one city over a period of about
three centuries. Relatively little evidence comes from other places, but it is important to
note that the common marks are indeed represented outside Oxyrhynchus. 1 would not
be surprised if they were actually conventional among scribes throughout in Roman
Egypt. Certainly this is true of the coronis, itself a mark of a carefully written text,
which survives in papyri from a variety of towns.?0

Supporting this theory is the fact that across the sea, the language of signs
changes only a little. Sigla familiar from Egyptian papyri-- chi and the diagonal stroke--
survive in a small number of Herculineum texts.! the former apparently used as a
critical siglum as in Egypt,?? as well as, occasionally, the latter, which also had the
familiar job of marking errors.%® The paragraphus and coronis, for marking divisions in
the text, are also familiar.%4 The practice of scribes in Herculaneum texts diverges,
however, in their very common use of the diple where we are used to seeing

B8Table 3, last col. | have seen photographs or plates of only about half of these, so conceivably some
s'gjn are misrecognized examples of the common signs.

B%n fact twenty-one of the Oxyrhynchus texis come from just seven pens, so naturally the sigla in
those texts sometimes coincide: Scribe 1: P.Oxy. 22.2318, P.Oxy. 22,2327 (P.Turner 3), P.Oxy.
24.2389, P.0Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3) (some scholarly notes may be by the same annolator as in
P.Ozy, 22.2327 =P .Turner 3); Seribe 2: P.0Oxy. 18.2163, P.0zy. 18.2164, P.Oxy. 18.2178, P.Oxy.
20,2245, P.0xy. 20.2250, P.Oxy. 20.2255, PSI' 11.1210 etc.; scribe 3: P.Oxy. 15.1788 etc., F.Oxzy.
26,2445, Scribe 4: P.0xy. 21.2306, P.Oxy. 23.2368, Scribe 5: P.0Oxy. 9.1174 etc., P.Oxy. 9.1175
elc.; Scribe 6: P.Oxy. 252427, P.0Oxy. 44.3151, scribe 7: P.Oxy. 15.1787 ewc., P.Oxy. 26,2442,
905tephen (above, 1. 1) 8,

#10n seribal conventions in Herculaneum texts see G. Cavallo, Libri scritture seribi a ercolano =
Cranache Ercolanesi vol. 13 suppl. 1 (1983) 23-25.

92Chi as a critical symbol: P.Herc, 163, B.Herc. 460 + 1073 fr. 5 i.17-18, P.Herc. 1050 frr. 3.12, 19
vii.13 (Cavallo,LSSE pl. 28), P.Herc. 1065. The sign —+ which appears twice in P.Herc. 1148 is perh.
another form of chi.

93Diagonal stroke () as a critical symbol: P.Herc. 1148 x1 (Cavallo, LSSE pl. 12). It marks erors or
corrections ¢.g. in P.Herc. 182 (Cavallo, LSSE pid).

Y The coronis: P.Herc. 1427, Ric.Pap.Erc. 3, 1977, P.Herc, 994, Ric, Pap.Erc. 2, 1976, P Herc. 163,
Crop.Erc, 8, 1978, 52ff. The simple paragraphus occurs passim.
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paragraphi, in the presence of the double penstroke () to mark a citation, as well
as in the common use of chi, the asteriscus, and the dotted diple as space-fillers.¥” Each
is familiar enough to us from Egyptian texts, but this routine and un-Egyptian use of
them is a sign that the scribes who copied the Herculaneum texts were trained to a
slightly different system-- a system, incidentally, which is probably closer to scribal

practice in the mainstream of Greek culture.?® Similarly the "asterisk” sign (‘;E}
marking changes of speaker in the Latin Alcestis has no direct parallel in Greek papyri

from Egypt.%?

To sum up: there is more regularity in the use of sigla in Graeco-Egyptian papyri
than appears when one encouniers them only sporadically. In Oxyrhynchite and other
texts of the high Roman period the ancora and the antisigma were typically marks made
by revisers of text-- the former usually marking omissions, the latter normally with
variants and textual notes. To these should be added the simple diagonal slash, which
commonly indicates something amiss in a line. Each of these found alternate uses in the
hands of individual scribes, however. The simple stroke, the chi, the dotted obelus and
the diple in non-Homeric texts seem to have been used predominantly to mark the
presence of an interesting point in a line, or as a reference mark indicating the presence
of a useful note in a separate hypomnema. But none of these sigla had a tightly restricted
significance, and (outside Oxyrhynchus and the second and third centuries) the same
jobs were also done by various other sigla. The most useful reminder, for editors, that
the meaning of these signs did vary is inconsistent use by scribes of even the very
specialized sigla of the system of Aristarchus-- and the toleration of those
inconsistencies by readers.”

93Cavallo (above, n. 91) remarks on the rather more common use of diple as a divider in Herculaneum
papyri than in Egyptian; see also K. Marichal, "De l'usage de la "dipl®” dans les inscriptions et les
manuscrits latins,” Paleographica Diplomatica et Archivistica: Studi in onore di Giulio Batelli vol. 1
(Rome 1979) 63-39 with plates of two Herculaneum texts. Diplai mark pauses in the following
Herculancum papyri: P.Herc. 1081 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 2, 1976; GMAW<78), P.Herc. 1074 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 3,
1983; GMAW 2 no, 78), P.Herc. 1672 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 3, 1977; also &~ and L), P.Herc. 1427
(Ric.Pap.Erc. 3, 1977), P.Here. 994 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 2, 1976), P.Herc. 411 + 1572 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 1,

1969, 66-67), P.Herc. 1012 + 1786 (Cron.Erc. 10, 1980, 25-53, wrillen ]}, P.Herc. 26 (Cron.Ere. 3,
1973, 89-91), P.Herc. 1676 (Cron.Erc. 1, 1971, 90-111), P.Herc, 1013 (Cron.Erc. 9, 1979, 11-35),
P.Herc. 18841014 (Cron Erc. 8, 1978, 104-23), P.Herc, 14147 (Cron.Erc. 7, 1977, 96-113), P.Herc.
10047 (Cron.Erc, 6, 1976, 69-76; ususally the diple obelismene is used), P.Herc. 1050 (Oxf, P. 5, cal.
vi.19-20, vii.31-32, 37-38).

96,/ marks a citation in P.Herc, 163 (Cr.Erc. 8, 1978, 52If; Cavallo [above, n. 91] p.24).
ITMiscellancous space fillers: P.Herc, 1081 (Ric.Pap.Erc. 3, 1983): €, << ; P.Herc. 411, 1572
(Ric.Pap Erc. 1, 1969, 66-67): 2 X; P.Herc. 463 (Cron.Erc. 12, 1982, 67-83): X; P.Herc. 163
(Cron.Erc. 8,1978, 5200): 3%, &, #, A : PHerc. 1012 + 1786 (Cron.Erc. 10, 1980, 25-53): %, 3,
=3 The apparent chi-rho monogram {'?j beginning the long n. in the bottom marg, of P.Herc. 152 is

probably a misdrawn abbreviation of mpos ( JfI. ). which recurs later in the note (ed. H. Diels, Philodermos
Uber die Gdtter drittes Buch. Abh.Preuss.Akad Wiss. philol.-histkl, 1916 [Berlin 1917, repr.
Amsterdam/Leipzig 1970] 24-27) .

% Cavallo (above, n. 91) 49,

9%The closest thing is ;K: wrilten between the lines o note a change of speaker in a text of the "Acta
Alexandrinorum” (P.Harris, JRS 39 [1939] 79-80). R. Roca-Puig, Alcesiis. Héxametres Llatins: Papyri
Barcinonenses inv. no. [58-161 (Barcelona 1982).

*I am grateful to Linos Jacovides, who wrote the program used to organize these data; w0 Gregg
Schwendner, who read an early draft and kindly redirecied me on more than one point; and 1o James
Porter for helpful conversation,
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Notes and Abbreviations to Tables 1-5:

Centuries are of the common era unless indicated.

Lower-case "p" precedes Pack2 numbers,

T marks texts appearing in Table 1 or Table 3 as well as in Table 2 (Sigla with
Utilitarian Functions).

§ marks texts appearing more than once in Table 2.

The List of Texts (Table 4) indicates whether plates (pl.) or photographs were available.

Abbreviations

Anecd. Parisinum cod. Paris. 7530 (saec. 8), ed. G. Dindorf,
Scholia Graeca in Homeri lliadem 1
(Oxford 1875) pp. xlvi-l; Keil Grammarici
Latini vi1 535

Anecd Romanum cod. Rom.Gr. 6 (Rome, Bibl.Naz.: saec. X}, ed.
F. Montanari, Studi di filologia omerica antica 1
(Pisa 1979) 43-75

Cavallo, LSSE G. Cavallo, Libri Scritture Scribi a Ercolano,
Cronache Ercolanesi 13 suppl. (1983)
------- . Ric. maiuscola bibl, Ricerche sulla maiuscola biblica (Florence
1967)
Erbse, Sch.Gr.Hom 1, Scholia Graeca in Homeri Hiadem (Berlin 1969- )
GBBy:z.Per. G. Cavallo and H. Maehler, Greek Bookhands

of the Early Byzantine Period A.D. 300-800
(Bulletin of the Institute of Classical Studies
Supplement 47: London 1987}

GMAWZ E. G. Turner, Greek Manuscripts of the Ancient
World, 2nd ed. P.J. Parsons (Bulletin of the
Institute of Classical Studies Supplement 46:
London1987)

McMamee, Abbr. Abbreviations in Greek Literary Papyri and
Ostraca (Bulletin of the American Society of
Papyrologists Supplement 3: Chico,
California 1981)

New Pal Soc. The New Palaeographical Sociery: Facsimiles of
Ancient Manuscripits eic., ed. EM. Thompson,
G.F. Warner, F.G. Kenyon, J. P. Gilson, Series
1 (London 1903-12), Series 2 (London 1913-30)
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Pack2

Pal Soc.

Roberts, GLH

Schubart, Pap Gr Berol.

Seider, PGP
Turner, Codex
Uebel

R.A. Pack, The Greek and Latin Literary Texts
from Graeco-Roman Egypr (2Znd ed. Ann Arbor
1965)

The Palaeographical Sociery: Facsimiles of
Manuscripts and Inscriptions, ed. E.A. Bond,
E.M. Thompson, G.F. Warner, Series 1
(London 1873-83), Series 2 (London 1884-

94)

C.H. Robens, Greek Literary Hands 350 B.C.

- A.D. 400 (Oxford 1955)

W. Schubart, Papyri Graccae Berolinenses
(Bonn 1911}

R. Seider, Paldographie der griechischen Papyri
vol. 2: Literarische Papyri (Stuttgart 1970)

E.G. Turner, The Typology of the Early Codex
(Philadelphia 1977)

E. Uebel, APF 21 (1971) 167ff
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Table 4
LIST OF TEXTS

BN Paris, P.Gr. 1120, Suppl. grec 2, MIFAQ 9.2 (1893), p1345, pl. (partial); Turner,
Codex p. xii (Table 2)

BKT: see P.Berol.

Brit.Libr. inv. 107, P.Lond.Lit. 25, p953, pl. (partial): Pal.Soc. ser. 2.1.64 (Table2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 108+115, P.Lond Lir. 132, P.land. 5.80, p1233, pl.: Pal.Soc.
ser.1.2.126, Roberts, GLH 13b, (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 126, P.Lond.Lit. 5, p634, pl. (partial), GMAW214 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 128, P.Lond.Lir. 27, p998, pl. (partial); Erbse, Sch.Gr.Hom.Il. val. 5
(Tables 1, 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 131v, P.Lond. Lir. 108, p163, pl.: Aristetle on the Constitution of the
Athenians: Facsimile of Papyrus CXXXI in the British Museum (London 1891)
(Tables 2, 3)

Brit.Libr. inv. 132, P.Lond Lit. 131, p1272 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 134, P.Lond.Lir. 134, p1234, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 135, P.Lond.Lir. 96, pd85, pl.: Herondas: Facsimile of Papyrus inv.
no. I35 in the British Museum (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 136, P.Lond.Lir. 11, p697, pl. (partial) (Table 1)

Brit.Libr. inv. 271, P Lond Lit. 30, P.Vindob. 6746+26754-60, Archiv fir
Bibliographie-, Buch, und Bibliothekswesen 1 (1926) 92-93, pl1039, pl.
(partial): Pal Soc. 2.2.182; Seider, PGP 19 photo (Table 1)

Brit.Libr, inv. 733, P.Lond Lir. 46, PSI 121278, p173, pl.: The Poems  of
Bacchylides: Facsimile of Paprus DCCXXXI in the British Museum (London
1897); Seider, PGP 37 (partial) (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 1184: see P.Oxy. 2.220, 221

Brt.Libr. inv. 1190: see P.Oxy. 3.445

Brit.Libr. inv. 1533: see P.Oxy. 4.659

Brit. Libr. inv. 1535: see F.Oxy. 4.687

BritLibr. inv. 1546A, P.Lond Lir. 140, p2516, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

Brit.Libr. inv. 1842v: see P.Oxy. 5.841

Brit.Libr. inv. 1873: see P.Ryl. 3.540

Brit.Libr. inv. 2040, P.Lond.Lit. 174, P.Oxy. 3.412, p53, pl. (partial): P.Oxy., New
Pal.Soc. ser.].1.104, Robers, GLH 23a (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 2443: see P.Oxy. 11.1361

Brit.Libr. inv. 2055: see P.0Oxy. B.1086

Brit.Libr. inv. 2068: see P.Oxy. 9.1174

Brit. Libr. inv. 2069: see P.Oxy. 9.1175

Brit.Libr. inv. 2469: see P.Oxy. 13.1608

MPER 1.73-83, Stud.Pal. 1 (1901) iii-x, p499, photo (Tables 2, 3)

MPER 2.74-76, p1270 (Table 2)

MPER N.S. 3.60: see P.Vindob. inv. 29311

MPER 6.81-97, Pap.Lugd.Bat. 18.13, W5 14 (1980) 29-37, p1551, pl. (partial): WS ;
photo (Table 2)

MPER 6.97-113, p1552 (Table 3)

MPER N.5. 1.14, p2531 (Table 3)

MPER N.S. 3.23, pl631, photo (Table 2)

MPER MN.S. 3.37, p2866, photo (Table 2)

P Aberd. 134: see P.Berol. inv. 6869+7492-95

P.Amh. 2.13, p1626, pl. (Table 2)

P.Amh. 2.24, p263, pl. (partial), GBByz.Per. 13c (partial); photo (Table 2)

P.Amst. inv. 1, Mnemosyne 4.24 (1971) 162-68, pl. (Table 2)
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P.Antinoe, A.S. Hunt & J.Johnson, TwoTheocritus Papyri (London 1930) 20ff, p1487,
pl. (partial}, photo (Table 2)

P.Ant. 2.80, p321, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P Ant, 3.116, Uebel 1353, photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Anr. 3.134, Uebel 1454 (Table 2)

P.Ant. 3.160, Uebel 1295, photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Ant. 3.164, Uebel 1312, photo (Table 2)

P.Ant. 3.182, Uebel 1487 (Table 2)

P.Ani. 3.183, Uebel 1442, photo (Table 2)

P.Athen.Univ. inv. 2780-1, $B 9860a-f, Uebel 1456 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 8, BKT 2.52-53, pl. p1404 (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 5865, BKT 5.1.54 APF 27 (1980) 19-32, p119, photo (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 6869+7492-95 BKT 5.1.3, P.Aberd. 134, APF 24,25 (1976) 6-12, p572
(Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 7807, BKT 5.1.4, p842 (Tables 1, 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 8440, BKT 5.1.4, p735 (Table 1)

P.Berol. inv. 9764, BET 3.22-26, p2354, pl. (Tables 1, 2, 3}

P.Berol. inv. 9770: see P.Rein. 1.2

P.Berol. inv. 9780, BKT 1, L. Pearson & 5. Stephens (Stuttgart 1983),
p339, pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 9780v, BKT 4, p536, pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 9781, BKT 7.4-13, p2511, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 9782, BKT 2, p1393, pl. (partial), also New Pal Soc. ser.1.1.103,
Schubart, Pap.Gr.Berol. 31; ;:idcr, PGP 40 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 9908, BKT 5.2.64-72, p449, pl., also Schubart, Pap.Gr.Berol. 30b
(partial) (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 10558-59, BKT 5.1.82-93, p1851, pl. (partial): Schubart, Pap.Gr.Berol.
43a (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 10567, BET 5.1.94-106, p1329 (Table 2) "

P.Berol. inv. 10575, Festschr.z.150-jakrigen Bestehen d Berliner Agyptischen Mus.
(Berlin 1974), pl. (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 11620A-B + 13417 A-B: see P.Oxy. 18.2168

P.Berol. inv. 11761, Rev.Phil. sér. 3.29 (1955) 199, no. 452, p1005 (Table 1)

P.Berol. inv. 11866A-B, Aegyprus 13 (1933) 621-43, p2277, pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 13044, BKT 5.1.7-18, p1774 (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 13284, BKT 5.2.19-55, p251, pl. (partial) (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 13405, BKT 7.31-34, p2512, pl. (partial) (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 16985, Rev.Ph. sér. 3.29 (1955) 199 no. 449, p980 (Table 1)

P.Berol. inv. 21114: see P.Oxy. 15.1792

P.Berol. inv. 21186, ZPE 4 (1969) 109-12, Uebel 1214, pl. (Table 3)

P.Bodm. 26 with pl. +P.Kéln 1.3, Uebel 1177 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Bodm. inv. 28, Mus. Helv. 33 (1976) 1-23, pl. (Table 2)

P.Cairo inv. 60566, Mélanges Maspero 1.148-51(MIFAO 67.1, Cairo 1934), p1184, pl.
(partial): Erbse, Sch.Gr.Hom.Il. vol. 2 (Table 1)

P.Caire Goodspeed 1, pl116 (Table 1)

P Cair.Masp. 1.67055 etc., p348, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P Cair.Masp. 2.67172-74, p658, pl. (partial) (Table 2) :

P.Colon. inv. 3328, A. Henrichs, Die Phoinikika des Lollianos (Bonn 1972), Uebel
1513, pl. (Table 2)

P.Col. 8.202 (inv. 517a), p410, pl.: CP 33 (1938) 411-13 (Table 3)

P.Daris inv. 12, Stud.Pap. 7 (1968) 7-22, p788 add., Uebel 12892 (Table 2)

P Flor. 2.106, p604, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P.Flor. 2.112, p157, pl., also ZPE 25 (1977) 54-57 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Genéve: see P.Lit.Pisa 2
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P.Gen. 1, p5 (Table 2)

P.Gr.Mon. 38, pl.: Atheneum 52 (1974) 25ff (Table 1)
P.Grenf. 2.4 see P.Heid. 4.2

P.Hal. 3 inv. 18: see P.Oxy. 15.1787

P.Hamb. 2.129, p2115, pl. (Table 3)

FP.Hamb. 3.195, pl. (Table 1)

P.Harris, JRS 39 (1949) 79-80, p2224 (Table 2)
P.Harr. 1, p1325, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P.Harr. 38, pd03, pl. (partial), photo (Tables 2, 3)
P.Harr. 41, p1508 (Table 2)

P.Haun. 1.8: see PSI 11.1207

P.Haun.}inv. 301, P.Univ.Statale di Milano, Riv.Fil. 69 (1941) 161-68, p1452, pl. (Table

)

P.Hawara, APF 5 (1913) 378, p1550 (Table 3)

P.Haw. 24-28 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. a.1 (P), p616, pl.: Erbse,Sch.Gr.Hom.Il. vol.
1; GMAWZ 13;vidi (Tables 1,2)

P.Heid. 4.2, P.Hib. 1.22, P.Grenf. 2.4, p979, pl. (P.Heid., P.Grenf., partial) (Tables 2,

3)

P.Heid. N.F. 2.188, p1962, pl. (Table 2)

P.Hercul. 163, Cr.Erc. 8 (1978) 52ff. (Table 3)

P.Hercul. 182, ed. C. Wilke, Philodemi de ira liber (Leipzig 1914) 53-58, pl. Cavallo,
LSSE pl. 18 (Table 2)

P.Hercul. 460 + 1073, Ric Pap.Erc. 2 (1976), (Table 3)

P.Hercul. 1050, ed. T.Kuiper, Philodemus Over den Dood (Amsterdam 1925) 159-62, pl.
Cavallo, LSSE 28 (Table 3)

P.Hercul. 1065, ed. P. & E. De Lacy, Philodemus On Methods of Inference (Maples
1978) 80-82, pl. Cavallo, LSSE pl. 29 (Table 3)

P.Hercul. 1148 x1,Cr.Erc. 14 (1984) 17-107, pl. Cavallo, LSSE pl.12 (Table 3)

P.Hib. 1.3, p1480, pl. (partial) (Table 3)

P.Hib. 1.22; see P.Heid. 4.2

Pland. 5.80: see Brit.Libr. inv. 108+115

PIFAQ inv. 75, BIFAQ 46 (1947) 66-67, p1127, photo (Table 1)

P.Ist.Pap.G. Vitelli 2013, Srudia Flor.A. Ronconi Sexagenario Oblata (Rome 1970) 207,
pl. (Table 3)

P.Kdin 1.3: see P.Bodm. 26

P.Kéin 1.4: see P.Oxy. 33.2654

P.Kaoln 1.37 (Table 1)

P.Kdln 2.59, Uebel 1369, pl. (Table 3)

P.Kdln 2.76, pl. (Table 2)

P.Kdln 3.125, pl. (Table 2)

P.Kdln 5.205, pl. (Table 3)

P.Kdln 6.242, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Kdln 6.247, pl. (Table 3)

P.Lille 73+76+111c, ZPE 26 (1977) 1-6, 7-36, pl: CRIPEL 4 (1976) 287-329, GMAW?
74 (partial) (Table 3)

P Lips. inv. 338, APF 29 (1983) 15-17 (Table 1)

P.Lit.Pisa 2 (P.Gengve), pl1030, pl., photo (Tables 1, 2)

P.Lond.Lir. 5: see Brit.Libr. inv. 126

P.Lond.Lit. 6: see P.Ryl. 3.540

P.Lond.Lir. 9: see P.Oxy. 4.687

P Lond Lit. 11: see Brit.Libr. inv. 136

P.Lond Lit. 14: see P.Oxy. 3.445

P.Lond.Lit. 25: see Brit.Libr. inv. 107
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P Lond Lit. 27: see Brit.Libr. inv. 128

P Lond.Lit. 30: see Brit.Libr. inv. 271

P.Lond.Lir. 44: see P.Oxy. 4.659

P.Lond.Lit. 45: see P.Oxy. 5.841

P.Lond.Lit. 46: see Brit.Libr. inv. 733

P.Lond.Lit. 48: see P.Oxy, 11.1361

P Lond.Lit. 66 : see P.Oxy. 9.1175

P Lond Lit. 67: see P.Oxy. 9.1174

P .Lond.Lit, 96: see Brit.Libr. inv. 133

P Lond Lir. 108; see Brit.Libr. inv, 131w

P.Lond.Lir. 131: see Brit.Libr. inv. 132

P.Lond Lit. 132: see Brit.Libr. inv. 108+115

P.Lond Lit, 134: see Brit.Libr. inv. 134

P.Lond Lir. 140: see Brit.Libr. inv. 1546A

P.Lond Lit. 148: see P.Oxy. 13.1608

P.Lond Lir. 174: see Brit.Libr. inv. 2040

P.Lond Lit. 176: see P.Oxy. 8.1086

P.Lond.Lit. 178; see P.Oxy. 2.221

P.Lond.Ljt. 185: see P.Oxy. 2.220

P.Lund, Arsb.Lund (1934-35) 53f, p781 (Table 1)

P.Marm. , pd55, pl. (Table 2)

P.Med. inv. 210, Aegyprus 58 (1978) 110-16, pl. (Table 2)

P.Med. inv. CNR 68.3 Aegypris 47 (1967) 191, Uebel 1311, pl. (Table 3)

P.Michael. 2, p997 (Table 2)

P.Michael. 4, ZPE 10 (1973) 75-77, p2271, pl. (Table 3)

P.Mich. inv. 2, TAPA 53 (1922) 128-33, p958, vidi (Table 2)

P.Mich. inv. 1575, ZPE 46 (1982) 88-91, pl. (Table 2)

P.Mich. inv. 2810, ZPE 46 (1982) 58-69, p599,vidi (Table 2)

P.Mich. inv. 2906, ZPE 10 (1973) 175-85, pl. (Table 2)

P.Mich. inv. 3390, ZPE 76 (1989) 237-38,vidi (Table 2)

P.Mich, inv, 4270, ZPE 29 (1978) 5-13, vidi (Tables 2, 3)

P.Mich. inv. 6643,W5 79 (1966) 186-89, Uebel 1474, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Mich. inv. 6653v ZPE 14 (1974) 39-‘-3‘0 pl. (Table 1}

P.Mil Vogl. 1.9, p1406 (Table 3)

P.MilVogl. 6. 259 (Table 1)

P.Monac., APF 1 (1901) 473-75, p1566 (Table 2)

P.Morgan Libr., Sitzb Berl Akad. (1912) 1198-1219, p870, pl. (partial) (Table 2}

P.Oxy. 1.9 : see P.Oxy. 34.2687

P.Oxy. 1.12 (Cambridge Univ. Libr., add. 4029), p2205 (Table 2)

P.0xy. 1.15 (Glasgow Univ. Libr.), pl618 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 1.16, 4.696 (Univ. of Pennsylvania Museum), p1524: pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 1.28 (5t Andrews Univ. Libr.), p1554, photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 2212, Brit.Libr. inv. 1180, P.Lond Lir. 85, p156 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 2.220, Brit.Libr. inv. 1184, P .Lond.Lit. 185, p2172, pl. (partial) (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 2221, BritLibr. inv. 1184, P Lond.Lit. 178, pl205, pl.: Erbse, Sch.Gr.Hom.Il.
vol. 5, P.Oxy. (partial) (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 2.223 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. a.8 (P), p733, pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 2.229, p1392, photo (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 3.412: see BritLibr. inv. 2040

P.Oxy. 3.442 (Trinity College Library, Dublin, Pap. E.8), p2543 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 3.445, BritLibr. inv. 1190, P.Lond.Liz. 14, p778, pl.: Erbse, Sch.Gr.Hom Il
vol. 2, P.Oxy. (partial), photo (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 3.471 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. a.10 (P), p22235, photo (Table 2)
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P.Oxy. 4.659 (P.Princeton AM 9054), Brit.Libr. inv. 1533, F.Lond.Lit. 44, p1371, pl.
(Table 3)

P.Oxy. 4.676 (Wellesley College), p1722 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 4.687, Bnt. Libr. inv. 1535, P.Lond. Lit. 9, p691, pl. (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 4.694 (P.Princeton), p1492 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 4.696: see P.Oxy. 1.16

P.Oxy. 4.770 (Chadwick Museum, Bolton, Lancashire), p909, photo (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 5.841, Brit.Libr, inv. 1842v, P.Lond.Lit. 45, p1361, pl. (P.Oxy., partial },
Roberts, GLH 14, photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 5.844 (Houghton Libr., Harvard Univ.), p1263, pl. (partial); photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 6.852 (Bodleian Libr.), p438, partial pl.: P.Oxy., full pl.: W.E.H. Cockle,
Euripides Hypsipyle (Rome 1987), GMAW?2 31 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 6.853 (P.Cairo), p1536, pl. (parial) (Table 3}

P.Oxy. 6.875: see P.Oxy. 523686

Oxy. 6.885 (Musées Royaux, Brussels, inv. E5973), p2105, pl.: M. Wittek, Album de

Paléographie Grecgue (Gand 1967) 6 (Table 3)

Oxy. 7.1011 = Bodleian Libr.,, Gr. class. c.72 (P), p215, pl. (partial); photo (Table 2)

Oxy. 7.1018 (P.Ryl. inv. 450), p1548 (Table 2)

Oxy. 8.1086, Brit.Libr. inv, 2055, P.Lond.Lir. 176, pl173, pl.: Erbse,

Sch.Gr.Hom.Il. vol. 1, GMAW? 58 (Table 3)
gxy 8.1089 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. d.101 (P), p2217 (Table 3}
xy.
Oxy.

8.1093 (P.Cairo), p328 (Table 2)
9.1173: see PSI 11.1207
Oxy. 9.1174, 17.2081a, Brit.Libr. inv. 2068, P.Lond.Lit. 67, p1473, pl. (P.Oxy.,
partial), GMAW2 34 (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 9.1175, 17.2081b, Brit. Libr. inv. 2069, P .Lond Lit. 66, p1472, pl. (P.Oxy.,
partial) (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 9.1182, p295, pl. (partial): GMAW?Z 67 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 10.1231, 17.2081c, 18.2166a, 21 pp. 122-26 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. ¢.76
(P), pl445, pl. (partial), photo (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 10.1232 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. ¢.75 (P), p1447, pl. (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 10.1233, 17.2081d, 18.2166b, 21 pp. 127-30 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. b.18
(P) p56, pl. (P.Oxy. 10, partial), GMAW?2 72 (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 10.1241 (Trinity College Dublin), p206% (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 10.1247 (Toledo Museum of Art), p1532, photo (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 10.1248 (St Andrews Univ. Libr.}, p1397, photo (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 11.1356: seePSI 11.1207
P.Oxy. 11.1361, 17.2081e, Brit.Libr. inv. 2443, P.Lond Lir. 48, p179, pl. (P.Oxy.,
partial); photo (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 11.1364 (Cambridge Univ. Libr. add. 6355}, p92, pl. (partial}; photo {Table 2)
P.Oxy. 11.1371, pl45, pl. (partial); photo (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 11.1398 (5t Paul's School, London), p1147, pl.: Cavallo, Ric. maiuscola bibl.
26a (Table 1)
P.Oxy. %3.1603. Brit.Libr. inv. 2469, P.Lond Lir.- 148, p19, pl. (P.Oxy., partial) (Table

)
P.Oxy. 13.1611 = Bodleian Libr., Gr. class. b.17 (P), p2290 (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 13.1614, p1352, pl. GMAW2 23 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 13.1617 (Bibl. de I'Université de Louvain D.371.2), p152 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 13.1619, p474, pl. (partial); photo (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 13.1620 (Libr. of the Univ. of Melbourne), p1506, pl. (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 15.1787, 18.2166d, 21 pp. 134-39, P.Hal. 3 inv. 18, p1449, pl. (P.Oxy., partial)
(Table 3)
P.Oxy. 15.1788, 21 pp. 139-45, 23 pp.105-106, p61, pl. (partial) (Table 3)

P
P
P
F
£
P
P
P

53



P.Oxy. 15.1790, 17.2081f, p1237, pl. (partial), GMAW?2 20 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 15.1792, vols. 26 pp.13-25, 37 p.104; P.Berol. inv. 21114, ZPE 3 (1968) 97,
p1363 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1797, p93 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1803, p2126 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 15.1806, p1495, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1809, p1391, pl.: GMAW?2 19 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1818 (Musées Royaux, Brussels, inv. E.6002 A, B, C), p988, pl.: Lameere,
Apergus de paléographie homérigue... (Paris and Brussels 1960) 148-74 (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 15.1820 (P.Cairo), p1133, pl. (partial) GBByz.Per. 22b (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 2064, A.S. Hunt & J.Johnson, Two Theocritus Papyri (London 1930) 3-19,
p1489, pl. (partial), photo (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2075, PSI 14.1384, p516, pl.. GMAWZ 11 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2078, p254, pl., GMAW? 33 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2081a: see P.Oxy. 9.1174 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 17.2081b: see P.Oxy. 9.1175

P.Oxy. 17.2081c: see P.Oxy. 10.1231

P.Oxy. 17.2081d: see P.Oxy. 10.1233

P.Oxy. 17.2081e: see P.Oxy. 11.1361

P.Oxy. 17.2081f: see P.Oxy. 15.1790

P.Oxy. 17.2093, pl4d61, photo (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 17.2094 (ap. 49.3445 p. xviii), p1285 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2100, p1523 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2101, p1545, pl.: Cavallo, Ric. maiuscela bibl. 42 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2102, p1402 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2158: see PSI 11.1207

P.Oxy. 18.2160: see PSI 11.1210

P.Oxy. 18.2163, p33, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2164, p4d, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2165, po2, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2166a; see P.Oxy. 10.1231

P.Oxy. 18.2166b: see P.Oxy. 10.1233

P.Oxy. 18.2166d: see P.Oxy. 15.1787

P.Oxy. 18.2168, P.Berol. inv. 11629A-B + 13417 A-B Sirz.Berl Akad. (1914) 222-44,
(1912) 524-44, p201, pl. (partial: P.Oxy., SBA 1912, 1914); full pl. of P.Berol.
11629: GBByz.Per. 10b (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 18.2170: see PSI 11.1218

P Oxy. 18.2174, p547, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2176 and pp. 184-85, p551, pl. (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 18.2178, p20, pl. (Table 3}

P.Oxy. 19.2224: see P.Oxy. 44.3152

P.Oxy. 20.2245, p37, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2250, p43, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2255, pd5, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2258, p186, pl.; GMAWZ 47 (partial), photo (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 20.2259, p2160, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2290, p1450, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2291, p1901, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2295, p63, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 21,2297, p65, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2301, p69, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2306, p74, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2307, p75, pl. (Table 3)
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P.Oxy. 21 pp. 122-26: see P.Oxy. 10.1231

P.Oxy. 21 pp. 127-30: see P.Oxy. 10.1233

P.Oxy. 21 pp. 134-39: see P.Oxy. 15.1787

P.Oxy. 21 pp. 139-45: see P.Oxy. 15.1788

P.Oxy. 22.2310, p125, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2311, p126, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2312, p123, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2318, p127, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2322, pB7, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2327 (P.Turner 3), p1750, pl. (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 22,2335, p381, pl. (partial): B. Donovan, Euripides Papyri 13 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 23.2354, p508, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2359, p1485, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2362, p180, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2368, p183, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2369, pl474, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23 pp.105-106: see P.Oxy. 15.1788
P.0Oxy. 24.2387, p79, pl., GMAW? 15 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 24.2389, p81, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 24,2390, p82, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 24,2394, p1890, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 24.2399, p2194, pl., GMAW?2 55 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 25.2427, p360, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 25.2429, p362, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3), p1910, pl. (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 25.2434, p1951, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 26.2441, p1370, pl., GMAW2 22 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 26,2442, p1360, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 26.2445, p1368, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 26.2450, p1369, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. vol. 26 pp.13-25: see P.Oxy. 15.1792
P.Oxy. 27.2452, p1479, pl. (partial); GMAWZ 27 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 27.2454, p1711, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 27.2468, p1396, photo (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 28.2487, p528b, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. vol. 29, p1950, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 31.2537, Uebel 1507, pl. (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 32,2617, Uebel 1386, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 32.2637, Uebel 1393, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 33.2654+P.Kéin 1.4, Uebel 1182, pl.,, GMAW2 41, (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 33,2656, Uebel 1184, pl. (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 34.2687 (P.Oxy. 1.9 add.), p166 add., Uebel 1429, pl. (P.Oxy. 34) (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 34.2694, p103, pl.: BICS 7 (1960) 45-56 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 34,2702, Uebel 1237, photo (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 35.2741, Uebel 1175, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 37.2751, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 37.2803, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 37.2812, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 37.2819, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. vol. 37 p.104: see P.Oxy. 15.1792

P.Oxy. 38.2825, Uebel 1186, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 423002 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 42.3003 (Table 3)
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P.Oxy. 44.3151, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 44,3152 (19.2224 add.), p395 add., pl. (partial): P.Oxy. 44 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 44.3154 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 45.3224 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 47.3326 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 49.3437 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 49.3445 p. xviii: see P.Oxy. 17.2094

P.Oxy. 49.3452, pl. (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 50.3538, pl. (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 52.3656, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 52.3662 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 52.3663 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 52.3675 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 52.3686 (P.Oxy. 6.875 add.), p1463 add. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 53.3695, pl. (Table 3}

P.Oxy. 53.3699, pl. (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 53.3710, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 53.3711, pl. (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 54.3722, pl. (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 54.3724, pl. (Table 2)

P Paris 2, p246, pl. (partial) Roberts, GLH 6a, Seider PGP 13 (Table 2)

P Paris 71, p78, pl.; GMAWZ 16; photo (Table 2)

P Princ. 3.113, p1280, photo (Table 2)

P Rein. 1.2, P.Ryl. 1.21, P.Berol. inv. 9770 (BKT 3.10-19), p2346, pl. (Table 3)

P.Rein. 2.69, p873, photo (Table 3)

P.Ross.Georg. 1.4, p941 (Table 2)

P.Ross . Georg. 1.17, p2083 (Table 3)

P.Ryl. 1.16, pl688, pl., Roberts, GLH 22b, (Table 2)

PRyl 1.21: see P.Rein. 1.2

P.Ryl. 1.29a, p2416 (Table 2)

P.Ryl. 1.34, p1941 (Table 3)

P.Ryl. 1.51, pl016, pl. (partial) (Table 1)

P.Ryl. 1.53, p1106, pl. (partial): New Pal.Soc. ser. 2.1.54; photo (Table 2)

P.Ryl. 1.55, p472, pl. (partial) (Table 1)

P.Ryl. 3.475, p2280, photo (Table 3)

P.Ryl. 3.531, p2418 (Table 2)

P.Ryl. 3.539, p575, pl.: Two Biblical Papyri in the John Rylands Library (Manchester
1936) 11 (Table 3)

P.Ryl. 3.540, Brit.Libr. inv. 1873, P.Lond.Lit. 6, p643, pl.: New Pal.Soc. ser. 2.1.53,
Seider pl. 11 no. 21 (Table 2)

P.Ryl. 3.541, p652, photo (Table 2)

P.Schub. 11, p1978 (Table 3)

P.Schub. 38, p2596 (Table 3)

PSI inv. CNR 66+67, Papiri dell'Odissea 5, pl. (Table 3)

PSI 1.10, Mus.Phil.Lond. 2 (1977) 1-17 with pl., p833 (Tables 2, 3)

PSI 1.8, pl059, pl. (partial) (Tables 1, 3)

PSI 2.113, p608, photo (Tables 1, 3)

PSI 2,123, pl444, pl., Pap.Flor. 12 suppl. pl. 70 (Table 3)

P51 2.130-131, pﬁ;l.pl.: Pap.Flor. 12 suppl. pl. 69, APF 16 (1956) 26-81 pl. 6 (Table
2)

PSI 2.140, p1000, photo (Table 2)

PSI 3.158, p2053, pl: Pap.Flor. 12 suppl. 74 (Table 3)

PSI 6.721, p332, photo (Table 2)
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P51
P3I
PSI
PS5l
P31
P3I
P3I
PBSI
PS5
PSI

FPSI
PSI
P8I
FSI
PSI
PSI
FPSI
PSI
PSI

7.846, p1628, photo (Table 3)

7.850, p2462 (Table 3)

0.1095, p2567, pl: Pap.Flor. 12 suppl. 75 (Table 3)

10.1175, p1640 (Table 3)

10.1180, p2421, photo (Table 2)

11.1182, p2953, pl. (partial) (Tables 2, 3)

11.1185, p795, pl: Pap.Flor. 12 suppl. 76 (Table 3)

11.1191, p497, photo (Table 2)

11.1192, p1467, photo (Table 2)

11.1207, P.Oxy. 9.1173, 11.1356, 18.2158, P.Haun. 1.8, p1344, pl. (P§/ , partial)
(Table 2)

11.1210, P.Oxy. 18.2160, p28, pl. (P.Oxy., partial) (Table 3)

11.1218, P.Oxy. 182170, p213, pl. (PSI, partial) (Table 2}

12.1278: see BritLibr. inv. 733

12.1289, p2054, photo (Table 2)

13.1298, ZPE 36 (1979) 61-62, p904 (Tables 2, 3)

14.1384: see P.Oxy. 17.2075

14.1399, p2518, photo (Table 2)

15.1456 (Table 1)

15.1458, p955, pl. (Table 1)

P.Soc.Pap.Alex. inv, 212, BIFAQ 46 (1947) 57-60, p810 (Table 1)

P.Sorb. inv. 2328, Rech.Pap. 4 (1967) 11-67, Uebel 1211 (Table 3)

P.Strassb. inv. Gr. 31432, BIFAO 54 (1954) 45-62, p591, pl. (partial), photo (Table 2}
P.Strassb. inv. Gr. 2462a+2489, BIFAQ 61 (1962) 172, p1035 (Table 2}

P.Strassb. inv. Gr. 2675,.BIFAQ 61 (1962) 151-68, p789, photo (Tables 1, 2)
P.Tebt. 1.4, p632, pl. (partial), GMAW? 12, photo (Tables 1, 2)

P.Tebt. 2.432, Calif St. Class.Ant. 4 (1971) 201-202 (with partial pL.), p1156: (Table 2)
P.Tebt. 3.692, p1475, pl. (partial), photo (Table 3)

P.Turner 1 pl. (Table 2)

P.Turner 3: see P.Oxy, 22,2327, P.Oxy. 25.2430

P.Turner 9, pl. (Table 2)

P Vindob. inv. G2314, Feierl Sitz.d. Kaiserl Akad.d Wiss. (Vienna 1886) 57-60, Varirag

ii.d.gr.Pap.Erzh Rain. (Vienna 1886) 44-49, p17, pl. (partial): ZPE 46 (1982) 1-
31 (Table 2)

P.Vindob. inv. 200, W5 7 (1885) 116-22, p1534, pl. (Tables 2, 3)
P.Vindob. inv. 26746+26754-60; see Bnt.Libr. inv. 271 (Table 3}
P.Vindob. inv. 29311, Hommages Préawx 548-34 (re-ed. of MPER N.S. 3.60), p2261

(Table 2)

Perg. Berol. 13217, BKT 5.2.73-79, p437 (Table 2)
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Table 5
CONCORDANCE OF PACKZ AND UEBEL NUMBERS

FPublication

P.Gen. 1 (Table 2)

P.Vindob. inv. G2314, Feierl 5itz.d. Kaiserl Akad.d Wiss. (Vienna 1886) 5-
Vorirag il.d.gr.Pap.Erzh.Rain. (Vienna 1886) 44-49 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 13.1608, Brit.Libr. inv. 2469, P.Lond.Lir. 14 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 18.2178 (Table 3)

PSI 11.1210, P.Oxy. 18.2160 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2163 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2245 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2250 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 18.2164 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2255 (Table 3)

Brit.Libr. inv. 2040, P.Lond Lit. 174, P.Oxy. 3.412 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 10,1233, 17.2081d, 18.2166b, 21 pp. 127-30 (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 15.1788, 21 pp. 139-45, 23 pp.105-106 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 18.2165 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2295 (Tables 2, 3)
P.Oxy. 21.2297 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 21,2301 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 21.2306 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 21.2307 (Table 3)
P.Paris 71 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 242387 (Table 3)
FP.Oxy. 24 2389 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 24.2390 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 22.2322 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 11.1364 (Table 2)
P.Oxy. 15.1797 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 34.2694 (Table 2)

P.Berol.inv. 5865, BKT 5.1.54 APF 27 (1980} 19-32 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 22.2312 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2310 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2311 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2318 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 11.1371 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 13.1617 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 2.212, Brit.Libr.inv. 1180, P.Lond. Lit. 85 (Table 3)
P .Flar. 2.112 (Tables 2, 3)

Brit.Libr.inv. 131w, P.Lond Lit. 108 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 34.2687 (P.Oxy. 1.9 add.) (Tables 2, 3)

Brit.Libr. inv. 733, P.Lond.Lit. 46, PSI 12.1278 (Table 2) ]
P.Oxy. 11,1361, 17.208 le, Brit.Libr.inv. 2443, P.Lond.Lit. 48 (Table 3)
P.Oxy. 23.2362 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2368 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 20.2258 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 18.2168, P.Berol. inv. 11629A-B + 13417 A-B Sitz Berl.
Akad. (1914) 222-44, (1912) 524-44 (Table 2)

PSI 11.1218, P.Oxy. 18.2170 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 7.1011 (Table 2)
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246 P Paris 2 (Table 2)

251 P.Berolinv. 13284, BKT 5.2.19-55 (Table 3)

254 P.Oxy. 17.2078 (Table 3)

263 P.Amh. 2.24 (Table 2)

295 P.Oxy. 9.1182 (Table 3)

321 P Ant. 2.80 (Table 2)

328 P.Oxy. 8.1093 (Table 2)

332 PSI 6.721 (Table 2)

339 P.Berolinv. 9780, BKT 1, re-ed. L.Pearson & 5.Stephens (Stuttgart
1983) (Tables 2, 3)

348 P Cair.Masp. 1.67055 etc. (Table 2)

360 P.Oxy. 252427 (Tables 2, 3}

iR2 P.Oxy. 25.2429 (Table 3)

381 P.Oxy. 22.2335 (Table 3)

395 add. P.Oxy. 44,3152 (19.2224 add.) (Table 3)

405 P.Harr. 38 (Tables 2, 3)

410 P.Col. 8.202 (P.Columbia Univ.Libr.inv. 517a) (Table 3)

437 Perg. Berol. 13217, BKT 5.2.73-79 (Table 2)

438 P.Oxy. 6.852 (Tables 2, 3)

449 P.Berolinv. 9908, BKT 5.2.64-72 (Table 3)

455 P.Marm. (Table 2)

472 P Ryl. 1.55 (Table 3)

474 P.Oxy. 13.1619 (Table 2)

485 Brit.Libr. inv. 135, P.Lond.Lir. 96 (Table 2)

497 PSI 11.1191 (Table 2)

499 MPER 1.73-83, Stud Pal. 1(1901) iii-x (Tables 2, 3)

S08 P.Oxy. 23.2354 (Table 3)

516 P.Oxy. 17.2075, PSI 14.1384 (Table 3)

528b P.Oxy. 28.2487 (Table 3)

531 PSI 2.130-131 (Table 2)

536 P.Berol.inv. 9780v, BKT 4 (Tables 2, 3)

547 P.Oxy. 18.2174 (Table 3)

551 P.Oxy. 18.2176 and pp. 184-85 (Table 2)

272 P.Berol. inv. 6869+7492-95, BKT 5.1.3, P Aberd. 134, APF 2425
(1976) 6-12 (Table 2)

575 P.Ryl. 3.539 (Table 3)

501 P.Strassh. inv. Gr. 31+32, BIFAQ 54 (1954) 45-62 (Table 2)

599 P.Mich. inv. 2810, ZPE 46 (1982) 58-69 (Table 2)

604 P Flor. 2.106 (Table 2)

608 PSI 2.113 (Tables 1, 3)

616 P.Haw, 24-28 (Tables 1, 2)

632 P.Tebi. 1.4 (Tables 1, 2)

634 Brit.Libr. inv. 126, P.Lond Lit. 5 (Table 2)

643 P Ryl. 3.540, BritLibr. inv. 1873, P Lond.Lit. 6 (Table 2)

652 P.Ryl. 3.541 (Table 2)

658 P.Cair Masp. 2.67172-74 (Table 2)

691 P.Oxy. 4.687, Brit. Libr.inv. 1535, P.Lond. Lit. 9 (Table 1)

697 Brit.Libr.inv. 136, P.Lond.Lir. 11 (Table 1)

733 P.Oxy. 2.223 (Tables 2, 3)

735 P.Berol.inv. 8440, BKT 5.1.4 (Table 1)

TT78 P.Oxy. 3.445, Brit Libr.inv. 1190, P.Lond Lit. 14 (Table 1)

781 P.Lund, Arsh.Lund (1934-35) 53f (Table 1)

788 add. P.Daris inv. 12, Srud Pap. 7 (1968) 7-22 (Table 2)

789 P.Strassh.inv. Gr. 2675,BIFAOQ 61 (1962) 151-68 (Tables 1, 2)
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795
B10
833
842
870
B73

941
953
955
958
962
979
980
DR
097
908
1000
1005
1016
1030
1035
1039

1059
1106
1116
1127
1133
1147
1156
1173
1184

1205
1233
1234
1237
1263
1270
1272
1280
1285
1325
1329
1344
1345
1352
1360
1361
1363

PSI 11.1185 (Table 3) ;

P.Soc.Pap.Alex.inv, 212, BIFAO 46 (1947) 57-60 (Table 1)

PSI 1.10, Mus.Phil.Lond. 2 (1977) 1-17 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol.inv. 7807, BKT 5.1.4 (Tables 1, 2, 3)

P.Morgan Libr., Sirzb.Berl Akad. (1912) 1198-1219 (Table 2)

P .Rein. 2.69 (Table 3)

PSI 13.1298, ZPE 36 (1979} 61-62 (Tables 2, 3}

P.Oxy. 4.770 (Table 3)

P Ross.Georg. 1.4 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr, inv. 107, P Lond Lir. 25 (Table 2)

PS1inv.?, Ann.Sc.Pisa 2.26 (1957) 179-80 (Table 1)

P.Mich. inv. 2, TAPA 53 (1922) 128-33 (Table 2)

P.Berol.inv. 9774, BKT 5.1.18-20 (Tables 1, 2}

P.Heid. 4.2, P.Hib. 1.22, P.Grenf. 2.4 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berolinv. 16985, Rev.Ph. sér. 3.29 (1955) 199 no. 449 (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 15.1818 (Table 1)

P Michael. 2 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr.inv. 128, P.Lond Lit. 27 (Table 1, 2)

PSI 2.140 (Table 2)

P.Berolinv. 11761, Rev.Phil. sér. 3.29 (1955)199, no. 452 (Table 1)

P.Ryl. 1.51 (Table 1)

P Lir.Pisa 2 (P.Genéve) (Tables 1, 2)

P.Strassh. inv. Gr. 2462a+2489, BIFAQ 61 (1962) 172 (Table 2)

BritLibr. inv. 271, P Lond Lit. 30, P.Vindob. 6746+2675460,Archiv
fiir Bibliographie, Buch-, und Bibliothekswesen 1 (1926) 92-93
(Table 1)

PSI 1.8 (Tables 1, 3)

P.Ryl. 1.53 (Table 2)

P.Cairo Goodspeed 1 (Table 1)

PIFAOQinv. 75, BIFAO 46 (1947) 66-67 (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 15.1820 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 11.1398 (Table 1)}

P.Tebt. 2432, Calif.51. Class.Ant. 4 (1971) 201-202 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 8.1086, Brit.Libr.inv. 2055, P.Lond.Lir. 176 (Table 3)

P.Cairo inv. 60566, Mél.Maspero 1.148-51(MIFAQ 67.1, Cairo
1934) (Table 1)

P.Oxy. 2.221, BritLibr. inv. 1184, P.Lend.Lit. 178 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 108+115, P.Lond.Lir. 132, PJand. 5.80 (Table 2}

Brit.Libr. inv. 134, P.Lond Lir. 134 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 15.1790, 17.2081f (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 5.844 (Tables 2, 3)

MPER 2.74-76 (Table 2)

Brit.Libr. inv. 132, P.Lond Lit. 131 (Table 2)

P Princ. 3.113 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 17.2094 (ap. 49.3445 p. xviii) (Table 3).

P.Harr. 1 (Table 2)

P.Berol. inv. 10567, BKT 5.1.94-106 (Table 2)

PSI 11.1207, P.Oxy. 9.1173, 11.1356, 18.2158, P.Haun. 1.8 (Table 2)

BN Paris, P.Gr. 1120, Suppl. grec 2, MIFAO 9.2 (1893) (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 13.1614 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 26.2442 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 5.841, BritLibr. inv. 1842v, P.Lond Lit. 45 (Tables 2, 3)

P .Oxy. 15.1792, vols. 26 pp.13-25, 37 p.104; P.Berol.inv. 21114,
ZPE 3 (1968) 97 (Table 3)
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1368
1369
1370
1371
1391
1392
1393
1396
1397
1402
1404
1406
1444
1445
1447
1449
1450
1452

1461
1463 add.
1467
1472
1473
1474
1475
1479
1480
1483
1487

1489

1492
1493
1506
1508
1523
1524
1532
1534
1536
1545
1548
1550
1551
1552
1554
1566
1618
1626
1628
1631
1640

P.Oxy. 26.2445 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 26.2450 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 26.2441 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 4.659, Brit.Libr.inv. 1533, P.Lond.Lir. 44 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1809 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 2.229 (Table 3)

P.Berol.inv. 9782, BKT 2 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 27.2468 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 10.1248 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2102 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Berol. inv. 8 BKT 2.52-53 (Table 2)

P.MilVogl. 1.9 (Table 3)

PSI 2.123 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 10.1231, 17.2081c, 18.2166a, 21 pp. 122-26 [Table 3)

P.Oxy. 10.1232 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 15.1787, 18.2166d, 21 pp. 134-39, P.Hal. 3inv. 18 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21,2290 (Table 3)

P.Haun.inv. 301, P.Univ.Statale di Milano, Riv.Fil. 69 (1941)
61-68 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2093 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 52.3686 (P.Oxy. 6.875 add.) (Table 3)

P8I 11.1192 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 9.1175, 17.2081b, Brit. Libr. inv, 2069, P .Lond Lir. 66 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 9.1174, 17.2081a, Brit.Libr.inv. 2068, P.Lond.Lir. 67 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2369 (Table 3)

FP.Tebt. 3.692 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 27.2452 (Table 3)

P .Hib. 1.3 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 23.2359 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Antinoe, A.S. Hunt & J.Johnson,TwoTheocr Pap. (London 1930) 20ff
(Table 2)

P.Oxy. 2064, A.§. Hunt & J.Johnson, Two Theocr Pap. (London 1930) 3-19
(Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 4.694 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1806 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 13.1620 (Tables 2, 3)

P Harr. 41 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 17.2100 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 1.16, 4.696 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 10.1247 (Table 2)

P.Vindob.inv. 200, WS 7 (1885) 116-22 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Oxy. 6.853 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 17.2101 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 7.1018 (Table 2)

P.Haw., APF 5 (1913) 378 (Table 3)

MPER 6.81-97 (Table 2)

MPER 6.97-113 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 1.28 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Monac., APF 1 (1901) 473-75 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 1.15 (Table 3)

P.Amh. 2.13 (Table 2)

PSI 7.846 (Table 3)

MPER N.S.3.23 (Table 2)

P8I 10.1175 (Table 3)
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1688
1711
1722
1750
1774
1851
1890
1901
1910
1941
1950
1951
1962
1978
2053
2054
2069
2083
2105
2113
2126
2160
2172
2194
2205
2217
2224
2225
2261

2271
2277
2280
2290
2346
2354
2416
2418
2421
2462
2511
2512
2516
2518
2531
2543
2567
2596
2866
2953

P.Ryl. 1.16 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 27.2454 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 4.676 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 22.2327 (P.Turner 3) (Table 3)

P.Berolinv. 13044, BKT 5.1.7-18 (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 10558-59, BKT 5.1.82-93 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 24.2394 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 21.2291 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 25.2430 (P.Turner 3) (Table 2)

P.Ryl. 1.34 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. vol, 29 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 25.2434 (Table 3)

P.Heid N.F. 2.188 (Table 2)

P.Schub. 11 (Table 3)

PSI 3.158 (Table 3)

PSI 12.1289 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 10.1241 (Table 3)

P.Ross.Georg. 1.17 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 6.885 (Table 3)

P.Hamb. 2.129 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 15.1803 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 20.2259 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 2.220, Brit.Libr. inv. 1184, P.Lond.Lit. 185 (Table 2}

P.Oxy. 24.2399 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 1.12 (Table 2)

P.Oxy. 8.1089 (Table 3)

P_Harris, JRS 39 (1949) 79-80 (Table 2)

P_Oxy. 3.471 (Table 2)

P.Vindob. inv. 29311, Hommages Préawx 548-54 (re-ed. of
MPER N.5. 3.60) (Table 2)

P.Michael. 4, ZPE 10 (1973) 75-77 (Table 3)

P.Berol.inv. 11866A-B, Aeg. 13 (1933) 621-43 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Ryl. 3.475 (Table 3)

P.Oxy. 13.1611 (Tables 2, 3)

P.Rein. 1.2, P.Ryl. 1.21, P.Berol. inv. 9770 (BKT 3.10-19) (Table 3)

P.Berol.inv. 9764, BKT 3.22-26 (Table 3)

P.REyl. 1.29a (Table 2)

P_Ryl. 3.531 (Table 2)

PSI 10.1180 (Table 2)

P8I 7.850 (Table 3)

P.Berol. inv. 9781, BKT 7.4-13 (Table 2)

P.Berol.inv. 13405, BKT 7.31-34 (Table 3)

Brit.Libr.inv. 1546A, P.Lond.Lit. 140 (Tables 2, 3)

PSI 14.1399 (Table 2)

MPER N.S. 1.14 (Table 3)

P Oxy. 3.442 (Table 3)

PSI 9.1095 (Table 3)

P.Schub. 38 (Table 3)

MPER N.S.3.37 (Table 2)

PSI 11.1182 (Tables 2, 3)

62



Uebel Publication

1175 P.Oxy. 352741 (Table 3)

1177 P.Bodm. 26+P.Kéin 1.3 (Tables 2, 3)

1182 P.Oxy. 33.2654+P Kéln 1.4 (Tables 2, 3)

1184 P.Oxy. 33.2656 (Table 2)

1186 P.Oxy. 38,2825 (Table 3)

1211 P.Sorb.inv. 2328, Rech.Pap. 4 (1967) 11-67 (Table 3)
1214 P.Berol.inv. 21186, ZPE 4 (1969) 109-12 (Table 3)
1237 P.Oxy. 342702 (Table 2)

12893 P.Daris inv. 12, Siud Pap. 7 (1968) 7-22 (Table 2)
1295 P.Ant. 3.160 (Tables 2, 3)

1311 P.Med.inv. CNR 68.3 Aeg. 47 (1967) 191 (Table 3)
1312 P Ant. 3.164 (Table 2)

1353 P.Ant. 3.116 (Tables 2, 3)

1369 P Kéin 2.59 (Table 3)

1386 P.Oxy. 32.2617 (Table 3)

1393 P.Oxy. 32.2637 (Table 3)

1429 P.Oxy. 34.2687 (Table 2)

1442 P.Ant. 3.183 (Table 2)

1454 P.Ant. 3.134 (Table 2)

1456 P.Athen.Univ.inv, 2780-1, §8 9860a-f (Tables 2, 3)
1474 P.Mich.inv. 6643, WS 79 (1966) 186-89 (Tables 2, 3)
1487 P.Ant. 3.182 (Table 2)

1507 F.Oxy. 31.2537 (Tables 2, 3)

1513 P.Colon. inv. 3328, A. Henrichs, Die Phoinikika des Lollianus (Bonnl1972)






The Inflection of Marginal Notes in Literary Papyri

Marginal notes in literary papyri commonly gloss a single word or short phrase,
which may or may not be repeated as a lemma. In either case the explanation, whe-
ther a word or two in length or longer, normally keeps to the inflection of the source.
A fair number of notes, however, spread across 22 papyri, have lemmata or explana-
tions inflected differently from the original text. Usually they appear as nominatives
{in at least 41 of 33 occurrences), but there are some accusatives; only nouns, pro-
nouns, and adjectives are involved. ! The number of occurrences is too large and the
variations too regular to dismiss the forms as freaks of chance. Why then the ano-
maly ?

Maturally the explanation is linked to the source of papyrus notes. Precisely how,
though, is not straightforward. For an assortment of reasons, marginalia are usually
assumed to have been copied from separate commentaries. Frequently they corres-
pond in wording and content to mediaeval scholia, whose roots are generally thought
to be in hypomnemata. The phrasing of longer notes is indistinguishable from that of
ancient commentaries : exegetic expressions like routéotiv, o £Efjc. dvrl tol, Aiyeta,
elne (elpnke, Aéyel, Epn., enowv) are at home in each. Notes are often set off by sigla
that would be hard to explain unless they had been copied from something like a
commentary, where such marks were conventional. Paragraphi, for example, typically
separate the sections of a hypomnema ; but since annotations rarely abut each other in
rolls or even codices, any accompanying paragraphus is usually superfluous. *

The lemmata of ancient commentaries, however, are typically inflected “correctly ;™
they had to be in order for a reader to locate them easily. No full-scale hypomnemata
survive in which they are systematically converted to the nominative (not to mention
any other grammatical case) and they are not likely to be found. Superficially, then, it
is unlikely that the anomalous marginalia were copied from works like those: why
would annotators trouble to change the form of key words ? We must at Jeast consi-
der, then, whether the notes came from something other than commentaries, some-
thing in which regularity of form was the rule and where it worked as an aid, not a
hindrance, to readers.

Lexica? Alphabetic lexica on papyrus do survive whose declinable lemmata are
largely nominative. This is true especially for miscellaneous collections of hard words

! Appendix 1, Texts with Anomalous Marginalia. Appendix 2, Marginal Notes Inflected
Anomalously. Accusatives: nos. 2, 15, 18, 34, 35; possibly accusative: nos. 10, 11, 12, 24, 40,
45, 50.

2 [t serves mo purpose, ¢.g.. in F.Par. 71 = P.Mel.Gr. 1 (Alcm., p78) ; Brit. Libr. 271 = J.Phil.
22 (1894) 238-46 (Hom. Od. 3; p 1039); MPER N.5. 1 23 (Pind. P. 1; p1356). When notes are
written close together, on the other hand — even if annotation is not especially dense — para-
graphi sometimes keep the comments distinct. See, e.g., P.Oxy. V 841 (p1361) col. 1, iv, xv etc.
(Pind. Paean 2.3, 45, 96); P.Berol. inv. 5865 = APF27 (1980) 19-32 (p119) 1 fr A | ete. (notes on
Aratl. Phaen. 146-148); P.Oxy. XVIII 2166¢c = Poet.Lyr.Fr. 77 (Alcagus,; p39).

65



or foreign words. * Lists like these had no close tie to any particular literary text, but
drew from many. A single such work served readers of several different books. For
our purposes the significant thing is that the lemmata in these lexica, by virtue of
being included in a sort of encyclopaedic word list, were distanced from their sources,
and in many cases had given up their original inflections for the uniformity of a single
case, the nominative. We can only speculate about when or why such conversions
were made, but two things appear certain : the practice of treating the nominative as
the basic lexical form is quite ancient, and this inflection was entirely acceptable in
general lexica that had only remote connections to literary texts. If their lemmata
differed from original sources, this evidently detracted in no way from the usefulness
of the lexicon to the person consulting it. The same principle applies for lexica put
together as tools for writers as opposed to readers, for example the Atticist manuals of
rhetoricians and students. A person could consult these for the meaning of a term or
for information about its dialectal affiliation. That it existed in the work of an Attic
author and was sanctioned was more important than its original inflection. “Normali-
zation™ in the nominative in texts like these is rarely complete, for accusatives can also
appear, but it is conspicuous. *

There are two problems with tracing the anomalous marginalia of papyri to lexica,
however. First, the anomalies are intermittent, never extending to all the notes in a
papyrus but typically mixed in with other, «correctly» inflected glosses and
comments. Secondly, general and rhetorical lexica are hardly the only sort of word
lists that circulated in antiquity ; and they are not necessarily the ones that the annota-
tor of a literary work would consult. Glossaries that followed the order of the text
and text-specific, alphabetized lexica also proliferated. Typically, these lists were short
and their contents restricted to the literary text at hand. * The Scholia Minora to
Homer most copiously illustrate this type of glossary, but similar lists circulated for
other authors. © Surely if word-lists were the usual source of papyrus notes a specific,

* E.g. P.Oxy. XV 1802 (ii/iii ; foreign words), P.Mon. 11 22 (early iii ; difficult words), P.Oxy.
XLV 3239 (late ii; an alphabetical “glossary” offering quirky equivalencies. e.g. Tapayine =
gunpi N, ipopopos = Suyd). Alphabetization in word lists is as early as Zenodotus: RE
s.v. Lexicographie (1925) 2436 (Tolkhien).

* P.Gxy. XVII 2087 (i ; Auticist lexicon), P.Ry/. 1T 532 (iifiii : Harpocration), P.Oxy. XV 1804
(iii ; rhetorical lexicon), Compare P.Oxy. XV 1803 (vi; Attic glosses) : declinable words are all
listed as accusatives, but only about half the lemmata match the inflection of the sources.

* M. Naoumides, “The Fragments of Greek Lexicography in the Papyri,” Classical Studies
Presenied to Ben Edwin Perry (Urbana 1968) 181-202, esp. 190f.

® Om Scholia Minora in general see A. Calderini, Aegyprus 2 (1921) 303-26 and A. Henrichs,
ZPE T (1971) 97-116; certain exceptional lemmata and glosses (Calderini p. 315, Henrichs
p. 121) will be discussed below. MNon-Homeric glossaries that retain order and inflection of the
original : P.Oxy. XLVII 3328 on Callim. H. 3 (ji), probably P.Oxy. XXIV 2393 on Alcman (i,
p85). Lexicon alphabetical, but retaining the inflection of the original : Bodl.MS.Gr.class.e. 44,
CR 11 (1897) 390-93 (Ap. Soph.; i, p1217); P.Cairo 50208, Mél. Maspero 1 152-54 (Homeric
lexicon ; the lemma &vtunig in line 13 was actually written originally as a nominative singular
and later corrected ; iii, p1218); P.Rainer inv. 7, Stud Pal. 4 (1905) 111-13 {lexicon to Dem. 21,
with most lemmata matching the text ; iv-v, p308); BKT I 78-82 (lexicon to Dem. 23, with most
lemmata matching the text; iv-v, p317). Some lemmata match the original text: £.0xpy. XXX

2517 (Homerie lexicon ; ii).



« reader’s » manual like this is a likelier place to look than a general « writer’s » one.
This brings us back to a familiar difficulty, however. For the lemmata in such glossa-
ries, like those of hypomnemata, ordinarily retained the inflection of the source text
and undoubtedly for the same reason: ease of reference.

To complicate matters, cross-fertilization was extensive in antiquity between glossa-
ries and commentaries. The letter to Eulogius that introduces Hesychius® general
lexicon, to cite a prominent example, traces its material even to Aristarchus, an author
of commentaries but not of lexica. In fact Hesychius' chief immediate sources were
other lexica, but on the strength of his testimony we may be fairly confident that they
went back at least in part to the Homeric commentary of Aristarchus. 7 (His most
important direct source, the encyclopaedic second-century lexicon of Diogenianus,
also derived from commentaries on Xenophon, Hesiod, Callimachus, and others.) *
On the other hand, word-explanations moved in the other direction as well: some
material in ancient commentaries unquestionably derives from glossaries and, per-
haps, lexica. Even learned tracts like P.Oxp. VIII 1086 (hypomnema on fliad 2) and
the Aristarchan scholia to the fliad are infilirated by glosses and paraphrases of the
Scholia Minora type. Contamination between the two genres probably goes back to
the earliest phase of their co-existence.®

A further problem is that the distinction between glossary and commentary 1s some-
times just a modern convenience. A “commentary” on papyrus may amount to little
more than a vocabulary list with meanings, written continuously in the manner of a
hypomnema. '® On the other hand, texts identified as lexica or glossaries are some-
times set out in the format conventional for hypomnemata, with lemmata and explana-
tions written continuously instead of in separate columns, '* The entries of an alpha-
betical “lexicon,” finally, might offer so much non-lexical detail that in content at least
it more resembles a commentary. ** Under these conditions it may be pointless to
enguire whether an annotator found his notes in a “hypomnema” or a “glossary,”

Where does this leave us 7 First, the prima facie likelihood that the odd marginalia
were copied from commentaries faded when we recalled that a commentary would
typically adhere to the inflection of the original text. Next, a direct connection with
lexica (i.e. alphabetical lists of words and meanings) was found to be unlikely, since
annotators would be likelier to consult glossaries specific to a text, and these usually
retained the inflection of the original. Finally we had the reminder that our notes
undoubtedly are tied in some way to both commentaries and lexica, since the text
tradition of those subliterary works in so intermixed. Is it futile, then, to look for the

T Hesychii Alexandrini Lexicon, ed. K. Latie (Copenhagen 1953) pp. 1-2 and viii-xi ; RE (1925)
2441.

2 Latte (above, n. 7) p. xlii.

# Henrichs (above, n. 6) provides a schema of the complicated interrelations among matenals
connected to the Scholia Minora (p. 114). On variability in the tradition of subliterary works the
comment of M. Haslam ap. P.Oxp. XLVII 3329 (Diogenianus) is salutary.

18- P At T 20, on Callim, H. 2 and 3 (iv-v, pl87).

P Oxyp. XLVII 3329 (Diogenianus : uiifiv); P.Oxy. XLIV 3158 (Scholia Minora on I 5; u-
iii).

12 P.Rainer 7, Stud. Pal. 4 (1905) 111-13 (lexicon to Dem. 21 ; iv-v, p308); BKT | T8-82 (lexi-
con to Dem., 23; iv-v, p317)
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source of the marginalia at all? As to the ultimate source, probably, for there is no
telling how frequently the information in them wandered back and forth from texts of
one format to texts of another, or how it was altered before it arrived in the margins
of papyri. About the proximate source of the marginalia, though, the papyri them-
selves yield an answer.

If we look beyond the lemmata or key words in the longer and better preserved, the
reason for their inflection becomes plain. They are cast in the nominative (or accusa-
tive) case because they are the grammatical subjects (or objects) of discursive explana-
tions. They were copied, then, from commentaries :

ddildwvore kalpear [ ateiveos: Ghilovov elnle) v Kopuvbov Sua o duoi Beldooaig
deldaba, i 18 Tpos T Asyein xai 14 év tfaic] Keyypeaile oteilvos 8¢ [eln(e)
tov llgbpdv: oi pév olv AR [oltadiov plasi) o petald dveiv.
App. 2, no. 15

zﬂ,[-éi Labvderow @ [slovbetfols A[Eyetar] [6t]h Eoye cuvdpeway wh Titapnoiom, | 6

Indpporav dnod Truyog Exer O¢ kla]i "Opnpog | Aéyer.

App. 2, no. 3.

dpakdver. Apakavoc dpog tiic <’1=>xapieg | rov Evevviibin) & Awdvusoc. | AJid-
vogog Aéy(etar) En(el)b(n) év o | Nioon o apiv dvetpapn | f| Zejuéhn éxel
attolv) éyévwma(e). | TAovousi]a vijoos fiv g Nafow.
App. 2, no. 53.

In ancient hypomnemata, in fact, even though the key words of explanations ordi-
narily match the lemmata, the same sort of inflectional adaptation can sometimes be
found :

P.Ane. 1 20, on Callim. :
[Kvvbiadov]: | Kivlog y[ilp Gpog Afiou (H. 2.61)
[Ammdpy &vi: Aamdpn yip] vijgog Zwkedine finc mplotepov Mejlyouvic |
(H.3.47)
‘Oaaaion: tiig "Ocgon|g]. "Oooun 82 | Osocaliog | (H. 3.52)
[Mamvaiing: Mailvakov yap Spog [ekomovvijo(ou) (H. 3.89)
P.Oxy. VI 853, on Thuc. ;
év Ppuyior;: tomog dnpov “Abnpovim(v (2.22.2).
P.Oxy. VIII 1086 on Hom. I, 2;
aragiiy éni vibrov | [Eeicag] ... otapiin 86 Eotiv & haolEoikdg SaPhtne bg Exler
én’ abtol omdprov x(oi) &’ Gxkpou ol emdprou poivPiov EElnprnpévov @
ueTpobol] thv lootnto. otagikny 82 dvopacey nei 10 | podifiov (fot) ota-
pift Tpolkt Suowov (2.765).
nip Arog alpidyoo dyyediy dieyervii: dheyervi<v> (adeyeivm pap.) v Giyoc
Elmptpovoay | (2.787).
In the last example, interestingly, the scribe began the comment in the conventional
way with the lemma and its explanation both inflected as in the text, in the dative.
The ensuing thv. however, shows that his exemplar must have contained an explana-
tion restated in the accusative, on the model some of the examples offered above.
Lexica with strong debts to commentaries may similarly diverge from the inflection of
the original. A case in point is a fragment identified as Apion's Glossae Homericae, '*

12 P Ryl. 1 26 (i, pl1216).



which were based on Aristarchus. Two entries (of three surviving) are listed as nomi-
natives but have lengthy explanations in the accusative.

The comments in the examples above resemble the oddly inflected marginalia not
just in their adjustments for the sake of syntax but also in the mode of exegesis
adopted. The explanations appear to have come most recently from the schoolroom,
however scholarly may be any antecedents detectable behind them. Their phrasing
reflects the question-and-answer method of the grammatikos which, as a matter of
course, transforms lemmata into the subjects or objects of explanatory sentences. We
can hear him at work in the recurring, garrulous yép, the formulaic dvopnotal/dvo-
jucev, the rote pattern of question and answer. Why are the goats that Artemis hunts
called Kuvvbiadov? Because Kynthos was a mountain on Delos. What does
*Ocouioic mean? Belonging to Ossa. What is Ossa? Ossa is a mountain of Thes-
saly. What does otapoAy mean? A otagiin is a stonecutter’s rule. They call it
arapiinv because.... And, among marginalia: Why does Callimachus call Corinth
dldvoro 7 He called it &hilovov because it is girded by two seas. '* An annotator,
encountering a word in his source-commentary whose inflection had been altered in
this way for the sake of syntax, would not be likely to rephrase his source so that the
term again matched the original text. What he saw was what he copied.

Comparable variations from the norm have been noted for at least one papyrus
version of Scholia Minora, even though the lemmata and explanations in those glossa-
ries ordinarily match the inflection of the text. '* Some of the exceptions are undoubt-
edly pure blunders, '¢ but others follow patterns like those we have observed above.
For two verbs, for example, second-person singular forms are provided where the text
has infinitives. !7. It happens that each infinitive is couched, in Homer, in speeches
addressed to an individual ; the second-person forms make sense, then, if understood
as remnants of paraphrases. Seven other substantive entries follow the pattern discus-
sed above, their lemmata or explanations being cast as nominatives or accusatives
although the passages they explain are inflected otherwise. '® It seems unlikely, espe-
cially for the altered verb forms, that these variations are all simply errors, and we
may at least consider the possibility that they, like the anomalous forms in marginalia,
are vestiges of simple exegesis or paraphrase. '®

14 Ina similar vein G. Zuniz treated the expression obx dpyds which is common in the scholia
to Aristophanes, appears occasionally in papyrus marginalia, and reliably indicates the school-
room a5 the source of a note : Die Aristophanes-Scholien der Papyri (Ind ed. Berlin 1975) 13-21.

14 PSirassh. inv. 33, on M. 1 (iii, pl163); see Henrichs (above, n.6) pp. 102, 119-48 (esp.
p. 121) and A. Calderini (above, n. 6) 315.

16 P Sirassh. iii.2]1 on 1186, vi.12 on 1.251, +i.23 on 1.284, vii.26 on 1.287, ix.2a on 1.321.

17 P Strassb. iii.9 on 1,171, v.20 on 1.230.

18 P Sirassh, v.15 on 1.225, vid on 1.237, %i.13 on 1.252, vii.13 on 1.272, ix.2a and ix.6 on
1.321, ix.21b on 1.358,

1# A uniquely anomalous entry appears in one other Homeric glossary, P.0xy. XLIV 3160,
where fimog { Od. 2.230) has been converted to the genitive and glossed as such (firiow: mpadou,
col. iii.28). This exceptional abnormality probably crept in under the influence of Béowo in line
229 and was not a feature of the unrecoverable (and unaccountable) syntax of some source-
paraphrase.
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In the cases we have looked at so far, the marginalia themselves are long enough to
demonstrate how key words could gravitate to different forms in the course of exege-
sis. For shorter notes, comparable support sometimes comes from scholia ; and since
the major source of scholia was hypomnemata, these parallels reinforce the possibility
that the anomalous notes were copied from hypomnemata :

ethpdpary . eldog brodnpatols.
Cf. sch. Eur. Or. 1370: &v ebuapiowv: elipapic eldoc tmodfuatos cavbaid-

BOUG....
App.2 no. 24,

Am pnvév: topog év "A[Bdqporg olitw keholjuevog [Glmoy] .
Cf. Sch. Lycophr. Alex. 440 Anpaivon kives Anpaivés 1omog ofite kakotpevos
&v "APSipoc, Evbe Anpoivol "Ardilavoc lepov Baoniv, ob pynpoveter TlivBa-
pog év IMaidon,
App.2 no. 29,

“Cipoog: | dpog Beoouliag,
Cf. sch. Ap.Rhod. Argon. 2.515 (p. 170 Wendel) "Ofpug dpog @ecouhiag
DymAov....
App. 2 no. 40.

There remain several very terse marginalia which have no persuasive parallels in
scholia or ancient commentaries. There is no way to demonstrate infallibly that they
were copied from running commentaries, but of course it is all the likelier if the
annotator also entered other comments on the background of the text or other sub-
stantive matters. Only one of the texts under consideration, a wooden tablet contain-
ing liad 11 with glosses of the Scholia Minora type, has no such discursive notes. 2°
Its one or two “wrongly” inflected glosses can perhaps be understood now in light of
the other anomalous marginalia and the Strassburg Scholia Minora. The value of the

present analysis is that it helps to account for anomalous notes in texts devoid, like
this one, of other clues.

In eceentrically inflected notes, then, we can look over the shoulder of readers and
watch them as they copy, verbatim, useful portions of hypomnemata into their texts.
When the syntax of those sources forces a term into a case different from that of the
original text, they are likely to copy the modified phrasing. Not surprisingly, then, the
authors best represented in Appendix 2 — Callimachus, Pindar, and Theocritus, and
to a lesser extent Aristophanes and Plato— are authors for whom significant propor-
tions of the surviving papyri contain marginal annotation, often heavy. 2! The fre-
quency with which anomalously inflected notes appear in an author may have some
relation, then, to the number of texts and commentaries on his work that were in
circulation. We may abolish any notion that such notes owe their form to the arbitra-
rily regular lemmata of some general lexicon. The information they provide may have
found its way into lexica too, but the immediate source of the notes on papyri was
commentaries, not lexica,

I Mus. gr-rom. d'Alexandrie, CE 43 (1968) 114-25 (iv-v, Uebel 1300).

' Callimachus : 28%, Pindar: 26%, Theocritus : 60%, Aristophanes : 46%, Plato: 21%. Cal-
culations are rough, based on data [ have collected about annotated papyri and on W.H. Willis®
tallies of texts in Pack® (GRBS 9 [1968] 212). The Pack? figures need updating, but are useful for
general purposes since the tendencies they reveal have not significantly changed.
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If material constantly travelled back and forth between ancient commentaries and
lexica, are the syntactic shifts of hypomnemata partly responsible for the high propor-
tion of nominatives in ancient and mediaeval lexica and etymologica ?2* The possibi-
lity cannot be ruled out, but direct connections will be virtually impossible to establish
because of the complicated and amorphous text tradition of the later works. Certainly
the number of possible correspondences will vary with the nature of the dictionary.

To look at cases : among Hesychius' declinable entries in ap-, well over half (55%)
are nominative. Of this group, only a small fraction (10 to 15%) were unquestionably
nominative in their literary sources. A few demonstrably were not. Among the cor-
responding ap- entries of the Etvmologicum Genuinum, 70 to 80% have nominative
lemmata. #* OF these roughly the same proportion as for Hesychius, 10%, were cer-
tainly nominative in their literary sourcs ; but at least 25% were demonstrably not. As
with anomalous marginalia, explanations for the “normalized” forms are better
sought in the lexicographers’ immediate sources than in their ultimate ones. Hesy-
chius informs us himself that his immediate sources were other lexica, themselves
largely derivative. That of Diogenianus takes precedence, who also found his material
in some unguestionably general works : Pamphilus’ 95-book Onomasticon, Homeric
glossaries by Apion and Apollonius, comic and tragic lexica by Theon, Didymus and
others, and miscellaneous glosses from other sources (ndoug Tag onopadny napa tio
kewpeves LEEeig.) ** In addition even a quick survey of Hesychius turns up a large
number of definitions that seem to have come from word lists on specific topics —
geography, festivals, dialectal forms — miscellaneous word lists of the very sort, that
is, that appear from time to time in papyri with a heavy preponderance of nominative
lemmata. ** The resulting composite dictionary was intended to be a useful reference
tool for general readers in need of word meanings, as was Diogenianus’ before it. 2¢
Lexica of this type, as we have seen, typically had large proportions of nominative
lemmata. 27 So, while hypomnemata of Theon, Didymus, Aristarchus, and others

2 Latte noted that Hesychius' lemmata include a high proportion of nominatives, (above,
n. 7) xvii. The ensuing comments leave to one side the post-Hesychian interpolations which
Latte was able to identify.

** R. Reitzensiein, Geschichie der griechische Erymologika (Leipzig 1898) 11-44.

3+ Latte (above, n. 7) p. 1 line 7.

** See, for example Hesych. s.v. dpfporiZag, dpeivacig, "Apsiolc yovia, duévnta, dpsptov,
G, dpidivea, "Apadde, "Appdy, poog. dpovoypi, durodgol, "Aputpov, dpuptov, dpoa-
ooc, TAgappévn, dppaoun, dueny, dppdekd, dupotep], tapdons.

¢ Hesychius, introductory epistle to Eulogius, Latte p. | lines 17 fiyeito pdp (se. & Aoye-
viavac), ofpat, pi povolg thoveiong, dhid kol toig tévnon v dvipdroy ¥propeioey e Kol
avii Siboowalov dprioety abtd, &l pwovov repiepyacipevor naviaydfey dveupeiv Taite duvn-
Beiev kel dyxparcic altiy yeviobai, and p. xliii.

£ Were Diogenianus’ lemmata nominative ? The two surviving papyri are inconclusive on
this point. In P.0xp. XLVII 3329 (3rd/4th cent.) as many as seven of the eight surviving lem-
mata may be nominative (three certainly are ; one is accusative ; four could be either nominative
or accusative). In PSJ VIII 892 (4th cent.) seven of nine may be nominative (two certainly are ;
one is accusative; five could be either). The legible lemmata and explanations of both texts,
however, are very close to Hesychius, so chances are good that the tendency overall in Hesychius’
version of Diogenianus was toward nominative lemmata,
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may have been the ultimate source of a tremendous number of the entries Hesychius,
most of those glosses had probably already been “normalized™ as nominatives by the
time they reached Diogenianus, as a result of their sojourn in miscellaneous word lists
that had only tenuous connections with literary sources. The nominatives in our
Hesychius, therefore, are not very likely to reflect syntactic flukes like those noted for
marginalia. *#

The key sources of the Er.Gen. include even later lexicographers (primarily Metho-
dius and Orion), and its heavy representation of nominative forms may be traced to
the same cause. This is a different kind of work from Hesychius®, however — more
expansive and, as Reitzenstein's source analysis showed, more directly dependent on
“scholia™ (scil. hypomnemata). It is to scholia, in fact, that the majority of the non-
nominative (or, rather, unaltered) lemmata can be traced. If the inflection of some
entry in this work differs from its literary source, there is a greater chance that the
variation goes back to the syntactic structure of a source commentary. A few plau-
sible instances can be located among the glosses in ap-. 2° The phenomenon is rare, as
it is in papyri, but it looks real.

Anomalous nominative forms, then, which are accidents of the syntax of their
immediate sources (i.e. commentaries) occur as early as the Roman period in the
marginalia of papyri and possibly also in late etymologica that depend relatively
closely on hypomnemata. For the widely circulating general lexica, however, a far
more important factor determining the inflection of the lemmata was the reliance of
their compilators on miscellaneous or all-purpose word lists. These, because of their
ever more tenuous connections with literary sources, tended toward more regularity of
form, and this more than any other reason accounts for the preponderance of nomina-
tive forms in our present versions of Hesychius and the non-scholiastic portions of the
Erymologicum Genuinum.

** Except, of course, to the extent that such flukes had been adopted by Hesychius' sources.
But this is unmeasurable.

** ErGen. sv. 15 apapuypn kol dpepuyas: onpaiver tig thy doBaipdy éxhapyec. "Hoio-
o5 Nuvawkdv kateldye (Ir. 43.4 MW) “Xaplrov dpapiypar Exovoa.” .. 28 Gpadpuddec:
"Anokhdvios & i "Apyovavtikd, olov: .. Apadpuiadog (Argon. 2.477)..." *Apadpuddes vipgm
Aeyovear.... 32 duatpoxuds (11 23.422): dpartpoyid 8 fon o dpa tpeyey... 128 dpgpaciav: v
dpoviay xei Exninfiv. . dpgasin...” (04 4.704, Ap.Rhod. Argon. 3.284); 162 "Apgrpitn [ 1]
onpaivel 8& v Bilaooav.,. . Apmrpitng..” (Dionys Perieget. 134.135);
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APPENDIX 1

Texts with Anomalous Marginalia

« Antinoe Theocritus, » (4mt.Th.) Twoe Theocritus Papyri, ed. A.S. Hunt and J. John-
son (London 1930) 19-87 (5th-6th cent.; Pack?® 1487).

Bodl.Libr. Gr. class. [.72P, G. Zuntz, Die Aristophanes-Scholien der Papyri* (Ar.
Schol) (Berlin 1975) 29-47 (4th-5th cent. ; Pack® 141): Ar. Eg..

MPER N.S. [23; (6th cent.; Pack® 1356): Pind. Pyth.

Mus. gr.-rom. d'Alexandrie (wooden tablet), CE 43 (1968) 114-25; (4th-5th cent. ;
Uebel 1300): Hom. .

P.Berol. inv. 11629 + 13417 = R. Pleiffer, Callimachus (PF.), frr. 23, 228 (3rd cent. ;
Pack?® 201).

P.Berol. inv. 11759 ined., Rev.Phil. Ser. 3.29 [1955] 201 no. 125 (1st-2nd cent. ; Pack®
1119): Hom. Od..

P.Berol. inv. 21105 + 13929, 4r.Schol. 5-27 (4th cent. ; Pack® 142 + Uebel 1165): Ar,
Eq..

E.Berol. inv. 21182, ZPE 4 (1969) 114-16 (6th cent.; Uebel 1350): Theocr.

P.Cairo inv. 47993b, W. G. Waddell, Et.Pap. 1 (1932) 13-15 (1st cent.; Pack? 189):
Callim. H..

P.Lille 76, Supp!. Hell. 257 (3rd cent. B.C.): Callim. Aet. 3 (Pf. 54-39).

P.Louvre, Ar.Schol. 56 (6th cent.; Pack® 140): Ar. Av..

P.Oxy. V 841 (2nd cent.; Pack® 1361): Pind. Paeans.

P.Oxy. VII 1011 = Pf. frr. 191, 194 (4th cent.; Pack® 215): Callim. fambi.

P.Oxy. VIII 1082, Dichl 33 pp. 141-48 (2nd cent.; Pack? 237): Cercidas Meliambi.

P.Oxy. XI 1370 (5th cent.; Pack?® 402): Eur. Or..

P.Oxy. XI 1371, Ar.Schol. 47-55; (5th cent.; Pack® 145): Ar. Nub..

F. Oxy. XII 1619 (Ist-2nd cent.: Pack® 474): Hdt.

P.Oxy. XV 1808 (2nd cent.: Pack? 1421): PL. Resp..

P.Oxy. 2064 + P. Oxy. L 3548 (2nd cent.: Pack® 1489): Theocr.

P.Oxy. XVII 2080 = Pf. fr. 43 (2nd cent.: Pack? 206): Callim. Aer..

P.Oxy. XX 2258 = PL. frr. 110, 384 and Hymn 3 (6th-Tth cent. ; Pack? 186) : Callim.
VAFrid.

P.Oxy. XXVI 2442 (3rd cent.; Pack® 1360): Pind. Pacan fr. 59.

P.Oxy. XXVI 2450 (1st-2nd cent.; Pack? 1369): Pind. fT.

P.Oxy. XXX 2526 = Suppl. Hell. 442 (2nd cent.; Uebel 1249): Euphorion.

PST VI 721 (2nd cent.; Pack® 332): Dem.
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APPENDIX 2

Marginal Notes Inflected Anomalously

(Note : An asterisk (*) precedes lemmata which form part of the note in the papyrus
margin. Numbers from Pack? are preceded by a lower case “p”. Dates, all Roman,
are in Roman numerals.)

ARISTOPHAMES
l. mppyopedivas @ wpohofos. | fi t@dv Spvibuwy papul.

Av, 1113: P.Louvre, Rev.Phil. N.5.6 (1882) 179-85, Zuntz 56; pl40 (vi).

Hesych. npnyopeay (Ar. Av. 1113, Eg. 374) v dpvéwv & mpoélofog (-hoyog
codd.), Hn mpogudiéyerm v odtoic T ouia.

Cf. sch. (Diibner) npnyopedvac - Aidupoc tobg Bpdyyoug v dpvEmy Kupimg
tolc Aeyouévoug tpoidfoug, 8t ouhiéyeron v adtoic ta citia. Aéyetan e
kol éni aviponey mpnyopedv malw & Ppdyros. Exdrepov 8& dnd Tob
npoafpoilewv ékel ThHv Tpognv.

2. Imm' fivaé Hooedov : viv 1ov Tnmov [Moolebdve émcakeltat, | Enel & yopog &5
innélov cuvE[oTnkey.

Eg. 551: P.Berol. Inv. 21105 + 13929, Hermes 96 (1968) 287-93, Zuntz 5-27;
pl42, ullés (iv).

3. alpwrdy: pumapdc.
Nub. 44: P.Oxy. XI 1371, Zuntz 47-55; pl45 (v).

CALLIMACHUS
4. Xleddog: Zedhfoil) ‘10" @pixinc) EBviog) nreoio.

Aet. | (Sacrificium Lindiuny), Pf. 23.3: P.Berol. inv. 11629 B recto, Wilamowitz,
Sitz. Berl. Akad. (1914) 222-44; p201 (iii).

P.Oxy. XXVI 2442 fr. 96B, ed. Lobel (marg. note on Pind. Paean fr. 59.3 Snell/
Maehler, q.v.) [[Tivéapog "Eldol, "Ounploc Zehhol, Kalhipalyos dpgo-
tepa.] “Edpavov 'ExLd[v" (PL 675) xal “Zedhdc évi Tluapiowg”.

5. (fupotoy @ pd<t>a 8(E) heyetar T Afelrra pakn ta Pokiopeva Exil td Ehxm,
ofey Euuotov EléveTo.

Aet. | (Sacrificium Lindium ), PE 23.21 : P.Berol. inv. 11629 B recto, Wilamowitz,
Sitz. Berl. Akad. (1914) 222-44; p201 (iii).

Sch. D. Hom. fl. 4440 Gpotov - drhfjpwtov * d¢' ob xal poéta é Emnbipeva
T0ig Koikoig tpatpacy dBowvia mpdg dvamhipooy Tijg capkog.

Cf. Hesych. (D) pote: 14 minpoivia v xoiknv 1w tpaupdtov parn.

6. "Epuca: "Epuk [uldlc) Bobt{ov) | de’ ob [ mdhig | klal) "Agplod(itn) "Epux(ivn)
| ouf.

Aet. 2, (De Siciliae Urbibus), PE. 43.53: P.Oxy. XVII 2080 ii.55; p206 (ii).

Sch. Theoer. 15.100 *EpuE 88 modiig Zikeliog dnd *Epuxog 1ot Bottow xai
"Appoditng.
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9.

10.

14.

Steph. Byz. s.v. "Epug - ndhig Likehiac dpoevikdis, amd “Epuxog tol "Appoditng
kai Boltou. 1o é8vikdv “Epuxivog, xoi "Epuxivn Agpoditng &v "Pouy xoi
Ewkedin.

CI. sch. Ap. Rhod. 4917 "EpuE Svopa ndhewe, Evia nipdtal 1 "Agpoditn: ol 6
v Eikehicy,

dpmagoy: Gpracog glfdloc) | dpviou Packaviov).

Aet. 2, (De Sicifine Urbibug), Pf. 43,61 : P.Oxy. XVII 2080 i1.63 ; p206 (ii).

CF. EM 148,20 dpry- eldog dpvéouw dpowov detd....

atiziny map' dylzpdoy : dyepdoc [\ dypia dmog?
Ael. 3 (Herculis et Molorchi Colloguivm), Suppl.Hell. 257.15 (Pf. 54-59) : P.Lille

76 11.23-24, C. Meillier, CRIPEL 4 (1977) 261H (iii B.C.).
EM 1813 Gyepdog fj dypia fmoc....

*Xalddfov o dlméldeirio) yévioc): XdoPles) Zxulilag) Ebvog mup’ olg

mpdtolg nopedn | f 2pyacia tob §[. ] ofi8lqpou klal) iowe Evretbey [Aelyet(on)

o mepizepsiv 1o mepioku[filoar §. ] @ Exdby | ouénpo.

Exuvbi(ac): Txvabix(ov)]? 8] |- &épluls? PL

Aet. 4 (Coma Berenices), Pf. 110.48 : P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr. | front, bottom marg.
14-16 + addenda, p.104 (Pf.vol. 2 p.115); pl&6 (vi-vii).

Sch. Ap. Rhod. 1.1323 XdahvPec 80vog Exobiag, dmov & oiénpog yivetut. Kodii-
paxos * Xahdpov — yévog.”

Hesych, Xdaiupor Evog thc Exvbiag, dmov ocidnpog yivetal

CI. sch. Ap. Rhod. Argon. 2.375 of 52 XdahuPec Edvog Exubicov petd tov Bzp-
pddovee, ol pétalia cubfipov ebpdviec poybotcy mepi thv Epyuciav...
pepv ol aotdv kei Kelkipoyog “Xodipfov — Epnvov.”

aitryy 1 ODpveov.

fambus 1, Pf. 191.56: P.Oxy. VII 1011.121; p213 (iv).

CI. Hesych. oittn. dpvig mowds. ol 6& dpuoxohdntng <cf. Ttta>.

Cf. Hesych, oirtag &pvic motde. Evior 8¢ toOv yittaxdy Aéyouaiv.

fidpon : eldog Gpaxovrog.

fambus 4, Pl. 194.22: P.Oxy. VII 1011.218; p215 (1v).

®apdlleciv) : T mpopepdlusva.

Lyrica (Ectheosis Arsinoes), Pf. 228.13: P. Berol. inv. 13417 recto, Wilamowitz,
Sitz. Berl. Akad. (1912) 524-44 ; p201 (iii).

Xdapr: f| ooveont @ | "Hooiotn Xame,

Lyrica { Ectheosis Arsinoes), Pf. 228.47 : P.Berol. inv., 13417 verso, Willamowitz,
Sitz. Berl Akad. (1912) 524-44; p201 (iii).

*w 1o pev &5 "Epipns dpuay oeiy vopopoyv

... "Epopa 82 1) KopwBiog)....

Elegiacs ( Sosibiou Nike), Pf. 384.4: P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr. 2 back, bottom marg.
26-27: pl86 (vi-vii).

ddileveto kdaflpear | areiveos : *dialavere : | dhilovov eln(e) | thy KopivBov | Sud

70 duol Dolhdoouis Sield|obal, i 16 npdc 1@ | Asyaio xai tq | &v tfaic] Key-

rpslaile. oretlvog 8¢ | [elnie) tov "llobpov: ol pév oliv AP’ [olradlov plact) 1o
petatl Svsiv.
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17.

18.

19.

20,

2l.

22

Efegiacs ( Sosibion Nike), Pf. 384.9-10: P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr. 2 back, left and
bottom marg. .13-22; pl86 (vi-vii).

Hesych. (D) dlifovos lobpds, mapd oo dhil Sieldobo. [kai Ebvog Pupfupixov].

EM 63,47 (845 Lasserre & Livadaras) dhilwvog (this fr.) iofpdg, S 1o dhi
defmato (Lex. Diogen.).

Cf. Er.Gen. 469 Lasserre & Livadaras (= EM 63,57, 849 Lasserre & Livadaras).

Kpeopvitny ... Aéraiov: obtor tomor tiig KopivBlou) xiai) 2] | Jep(ov) xoi

anovi(iv) Kpopwi [ | Aérao]v] xadsita.

Elegiacs ( Sosibiou Nike), Pf. 384.12: P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr. 2 back, right marg.
+ addenda p. 106 (Pf. vol.2 p.121); p186 (vi-vii).

Cf. Hesych. (D) Aéymov: ériveiov KopivBioig eig toltovg Tolg tomoug dnedi-
apagkov ol olkEton.

Cf. Suda 347 (Harp.) Aéymov: Ermivewov KopivBiov.

Kivogn dictepén : Kiv<v>y motapdc e Apo<n=[s. | ] iva olv adrfév | kai

*AleEavipeic kel Ailpueg dxobowoiv hotegia.

Elegiacs (Sosibiou Nike), Pf. 384.23-24: P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr.2 front, right
marg. .9-12; pl86 (vi-vil).

*duporipe mapd | mardi; 1ov Mela|képrny Ady(el) kol tov "Apyépo|pov. Eni pev

yitp th Melképlty tifeton i | Tobua, &l 88 1@ | "Apyepopo 1a Nipea.

Efegiacs { Sosibion Nike), Pf. 384.25; P.Oxy. XX 2258 C fr. 2 front, right marg,
A3-19; pl86 (vi-vii).

mpnocry . mproves ol tymid|teror k(ol) metpoldels tidv) dpdiv) | Adpor.

Hymn 3.52: P.Cairo inv. 47993b, W.G. Waddell, Er.Pap. 1 (1932) 13-15; pl189
(i).

CI. Ei.Gen. B mpooveg (EM 692,47 mpidvec) ol dymlol tomol.... “‘mpooveg
Gxpor™ (M. B.557).

‘Oggaioiciy: "Ooou Beoouililag | Gpog dyniotutfov.

Hymn 3.52: P.Cairo inv. 47993b, W.G. Waddell, Er.Pap. 1 (1932) 13-15; pl189
(i).

P.Ant. 1 20.8-9 (comm. on Hymms) ‘Ocoaiowsiv : tiig "Ogong. "Ooouw 6¢ | Beo-
osahlag...].

Sch. =npnoow 'Qooeiowov> ; “Ooou Hpog Beooolhicsg.

povigy ddaxoc: ol kan]por 1Bik[ig vepduevor | drayehdlove]a yap aAlf[hov

(suppl. e.g. Lobel).

Hymn 3.84: P.Oxy. XX 2258 A fr.4 front, PI. vol. 2 p. 55; pl86 (vi-vii).

Cf. Sch. <powvidv ddxog>: poviov to katd pdvag vepdpsvov. daxog 5& 10
Onpiov.

Cf. P.Anr. 1 20 (comm. on Hymns) poviov daxog : | Og Gyprog g dv pi ouv]aye-
Aalnron ETépois.

Cf. Hesych. (LXX) *powids: g dyprog & un toig dhhoig cuvayehalopevos....

DEMOSTHEMES

*Aiéavdpov: Betteddg oltog Eortiv.
51.8: PSI VI 721 top marg.; p332 ().
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EUPHORION
23, Aniavroro : Afhaviov | (Bom) 8(2) Gpog x(ai) moiic).
Unidentified fr., Suppl.Hell. 442.4: P.Oxy. XXX 2526 B fr. 2.3: ul249 (ii).

(In error: Lelantum is a plain between Eretria and Chaleis : Lelantus is a river in
the plain.)

EURIPIDES

24, elpdpiory : €ldog Omodnpatolc.
Or. 1370: P.Oxy. XI 1370 ; pd02 (v).
Sch. &v elpapiow: elipapig £ldog drodfipatos cavbuhodous....
Cf. Hesych. (D) ebpamdes eldoc tmodnpatoc.
25. mactddwv: ) neordc | xlelrofixikpévols | [ol]kos.
Or. 1371 : P.Oxp. X1 1370; p4D2 (v).

Cf. EM 65541 nootos fy éx nopumetacpdtov toukilowv KOUTETREVUGUEVT]
oknvi), fiTig £oTi meroucdpuéyn....

HERODOTUS

26. cipeto xatéong Tovg Pagtiniovs xaleopivovs dikagras: Pachiifion Sikactali.
3.31.2: P.Oxy. XIII 1619 v top marg. (referring to line 69); pd74 (i-ii).

HOMER

27. dpapuiag: fppocuévy). !
II. 11.18 : Wooden tablet, Mus. gr.-rom. d'Alexandrie, J. Schwartz, CE 43 (1968)
114-25; ul300 (iv-v).
28, dAA" dpelc kdprepor afei: dvtl t(ob) k(owoi) Eyxpatiic.
Od. 15.534: P. Berol. inv. 11759 ined. (H.J. Mette Rev. Phil. Sér. 3.29 [1955] 201
no. 125); pl119 (i-ii).

PINDAR

29, dnypyvév: tomog év 'A[panpoig ofitw Kalotjuevos [G]mou [

Paean 2.5: P.Oxy. V 841 A i (fr. 1) .15: p1361 (ii).

Sch. Lycophr. dlex. 440 Anpawvond kiveg Anpovdg torog ofite xahotpevos v
"ABdipoig, Evia Anpaivod Ardiievos iepov Eativ, ob pvnpoveter TTiv-
dapog &v [Mawio,

30. Medappidiov: tomos ofi(tog) év "APdipoig | MeA]appuiiov.

Paean 2.69-70: P.Oxy. V 841 A wvi (fr. 3 1) 4-5; p1361 (ii).

! oflivog: Suvapeig at Al 11.11 (Wooden tablet, Mus. gr-rom. d'Alexandrie, . Schwartz, CE
43 [1968] 114-25) is more likely a case of itacism than a shift of inflection. CF. Suda 518 (A)
ofiivog: Sivapss: xai 1) donikd 6 oléver
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3l.

32

33

34,

35:

36.

37.

Lru[yi aivderov : [olovdetfole Agyetal [61] Eoye cuvapeiay 1@ Titapnoio, | e

almoppolav dnd Etvyoc Exer dg kafi "Opnpoc | Aéyer

Paean 10.4: P.Oxy. V 841 Dfrr. 129-31 i.5; p1361 (ii).

"Edidv : [Iiveapog "ElLoi, "Opnplog Zehhoi, Kakhipa[yos | dppotepa.] “Edpa-

vov "EARG[v" (PI. fr. 675) xail “Zeddidg | &vi Tluapiow (fr. Pf. 23.3).

Paean {r. 59.3: P.Oxy. XXVI 2442 fr. 96a.3 + 96b; p1360 (iii)..

CE sch. Hom. /1. 16.234¢ (Did. 7) Zedhoi® 6 pév IMivéapoc "Eblobg abtods ofe-
TalL.

CE sch. Hom. [l 16.234b (Ariston.) Zelhoi: npog to tiic ypaoic dupifolov: of
pev yiap Zehhovs, ol 8¢ "Elholg £Zedéfavio. Bel 88 vosiv dg fonv &k
rhipouc Eegddoi....

CI. ErGen. AB (apud Erbse Sch. Il. 16.234) Zehhoi- ol pév "EAdoic abtols
£Cedtlavo @g IMivbapoc. 8el 6& S1a tod & dnd TeAlfeviog moTapoD....

Cf. sch. Hom. Il. 16.234d (D, ex.), EM 209,30, Callim. Pf. 23.3, marg. n.. Ap.
Soph. 141,2.

Biarovidr Ajpvg : Biotovlels @pyxdv EBvog kai Biotovig Lipvn | &v <O = K.

Fragments: fr. 169a.11: P.Oxy. XXVI 2450 fr. 1 ii.6; p1369 (i-ii)).

Cf. sch. Ap.Rhod. 2.704 Biotoviy® ®paxuki. Biotoves yap Ebvoc Gpaxdv: dvo-
pigbn &€ aro Biotovog tob Kikovog, dg Duootépavos (fr. 7 M. 11T 30).
ki Biotovig Aipvn @pakix.

PLATO

dovigevar : duvapiviag) (tag) drojtewvoioac.

(Context: Eon 8¢ Beip pév yevwntd nepiodog fiv apibpog tepihapPaver téher-
o¢, avlponeip 62 &v @ tpote avtheeie Suvapsval te Kai Svvactevdpusvar,
Tpelg dmootdcels, tETrapug 88 Gpoug Aafolom dpotobviov T Kol dvo-
porotviav kai alEoviov kai elivoviov, ravia Tpootiyopa kai prta Tpog
ahinhe drépnvav.)

Resp. 546: P.Oxy. XV 1808 | marg. .9-10; pl421 (ii).

CI. Alex. Aphrod. In Arist. Met. 1.8.990a.23 (on the Pythagorean triangle, cited
by ed.pr.) &mei toivov 1) Droteivovsa ioov Shvatal dppotépalg dpa, i
TOUTO 1| pev duvapévn kadeital, ai 88 Suvactevdpevar.

duvastevduevar; (tag) GAA(ug) mAsup(dc) | dpbnv (xai?) Paciv.

Resp. 546b: P.Oxy. XV 1808 i marg. .11-12; p1421 (ii).

*pnr(div) : apBp(oc) & mhev|pav Exa(v).

(Context: dv énitpirog nubuiv nepnady ouluyeis Boo dppoviag rapéyetar tpic
abiEnbeic, Tijv pév oy lodxie, éxatdv Tooavtaxic, Ty b loopnxn pév
TH), Rpopnkn 86, Exatov piv apBpdy and Sapstpov pntiv repmabos,
deopévev Evog Exdotov, dppritav & Suoiv, Exatdv 8 kOPov Tpradoc Eip-
mog 68 obrog O dpduds yewpetpikdg TolohTOw KUPLOG GUEVOVEY TE Kai
LELPOVEV YEVECEWDV.)

Resp. 546c: P.Oxy. XV 1808 il marg. .6-7; pl421 (ii).

THEOCRITUS
iy Keddfiav: welEfn: hewalvn.
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38,

39.

41.

42.

43,

2.2: Amt.Th. fr. B3 verso; pl487 (v-vi).

CrF. sch. 2.2a .. .keh&fn &¢ fon momiprov Ebhivov xulikddes. Ebpopiey &v [lo-
mnprokkénty (fr. 8 Scheidweiler Diss.phil. Bonn. 1908, 25). “Bong éunv
kerEfny "Alofnida polivog dmmupa’™....

pdpuaca tadt’ Epdoiga yepeiova pite 11 Kipxag | pite i Mndefac pite Savfldg

epymdag © < Hepyepdag 1> @ fitig dedbrer to | pappaxov tf "Edelvn (1) | wlai)

gt abtod tov Tniép(oxov) | énoinole) mvelv év 1i] | "Odvooeig,

2.15-16: Ane.Th. fr. B3 verso, written beside line 13; pl487 (v-vi).

Cf. sch. (b) Mepipndog aiity éotiv f map’ "Opfipe (I 11.740) *Ayapndn, 4
tooa gpappoka eldev, Gou tpéper ebpeia xBbv.” (Meither Perimede nor
Medea is mentioned in the Odyssey, however.)

kadtegor . kalvkeg Adyovilal 1a] unre | Exrertaluéva podulv) (7). anld told
o rrecto].

3.23: P.Oxy. L 3548 (P.Oxy. 2064 add.) p. 114 ; pl489 (ii).

dn' "Ofpvog dye Meldunovs : | pog Oeocuhiag,

3.43: P.Oxy. 2064 xviii; pl489 (ii).

Sch. Ap.Rhod. 2.515 (p. 170 Wendel) "Ofpus dpoc Becoahing dynidv, kal &
‘Ambavog 8 motupds Geccaling.

Et.Gen. (EM 616,18) Obpug Gpog Gecoaliag, ofov (Argon. 2.515).

v d€ 1" dddvrooy | Aepworépav avpdy Tapioc dnéparve Affloro : Lillog (Eotiv) &y

Hapo gepopévin....

6.37-38: P.Oxy. 2064 xvii (see P.Oxy. L 3548 p. 105); pl489 (ii).

Sch. (e) tov 8& 17 dddviov: v ddoviov 7| Asukdtng Aeukotépa Edeikvuto
Mopiag Aoy, TMupia yap fot Mbog hevkn.

Sch. (f) IMapiag &ldog Libou.

Biditay: Mifroc wlovjmneg Eyéviero | Juntpdle 6(2) Edkridvng [ | Bovolicoy

EBmyey,

T40: P.Oxy. 2064 xii; pl489 (ii).

Cf. sch. () ®idfitog Kdog 16 yévoc, og 88 tives "Pabiog, vids Tnhépov. Evéveto
& kel abrog mwoultng.

*Hdwvdv pev év dipeat... | “Efipov mdp morapov: "Hi[oviol Ebvog Bpaxnig) oyl |

1L ] ev Avkoiipyoc [ | ] motap() ©pdx(ng).

L1H=12: P.Oxy. L 3548 (P.Oxy. 2064 add.) p. 110; p1489 (ii).

Cf. sch. 111 (a) ging & "Héwvdwv £bvog Bpaxne oltwg §& yuypotarn dori 1
Bpikn, Oc TpOToV TIVE EprasTipov avépey kindfjvar. "Ounpog (1L 9.5)
"Bopéng xal Zépupog, T & Bpfiknbev dntov.”

Bufididoc : BuPhilg | ] [ fig 0] matip Mikn[rolg ddehen [ fiv Kadvou. ?

T115: P.Oxy. L 3548 (P. Oxy. 2064 add.) p.111; pl489 (ii).

# The conjectural restoration of one other note in this text presupposes the same sort of
inflectional shift: dnd Biegudev: Bhépfoec Ebvoc | tiig Ai[onijeg. (Theocr. 7.114: P.Oxy.
L3348 = P.Oxy. 2004 add., p. 110); ¢f. sch, ad loc, (a) Bigpueg EBvoc Althomkdy pelavio-
povy. of mitol 88 volg Tpuylodita,
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45,

46.

47.

48,

49,

0.

il

52.

33.

olvapéorat ;. @ giAla thg dunféhov,

T7.134: P.Berol. inv. 21182, ZPE 4 (1969) 114-16; ul350 (vi).

Sch. (b) olvapéoioy kuplog T pidha tiic dunéiov.

Hesych. (D) oivapo ta tijg dpmehou piiio,

CI. Sch. Nic. Al 55 Opie ibiwg td pbhla tig ouvkfic, donep olvapa td g
apmélon.

Cf. sch. Ar. Pax 1147 olvapilewy: © dropullilewy: oivapa yap ta poddia tiig
aumEhov. .. .olvapilewy 88 tac ofvag Epydlscho, woi olvupe T @UAla.

iy kev & Beooaloc efmor, ditgy: Beloguh(--) ol Epapevior.

12.14: Ant. Th. fr. B2 recto; pl487 (v-vi).

Sch. 12.12 (a) ... &0o mpd Huav Eyévovro GvBpomor, Etepog pév ORd Aakdvey
Aeyopevog elommhog, tovtéotiv Epuctic, Etepog 62 Und Becouldv ditacg,
TOUTEGTTIV EPMUEVOS.

CI. ErGen. 282 Lasserre & Livadaras dltng (from this passage); EM 600 ;
Et.Sym. 346.

Kravddy: Kuavoi | E0vog Eotfi | tiic Muoialc. | &xet yilp |..

13.30: Ant.Th. fr. B2 verso; pl487 (v-vi).

Sch. (b) Kwvinv: < Kiavoi= ol miv Kiov kotowkoivies yewmpyol. Eont 68 moiag
e Mugiag, fi viv kohoupévn Ipoloe drd ol <tiv> Bilbuvav fooi-
wg Tpovoiov. Kiog 8& dand Kiov tob vied "Oldurou, ap’ of 1 Gpog &
"Olupros,

Aiveova : Alvov xoleiton | & avijp abtic.

15.11: Ane.Th. fr. BS recto; pld87 (v-vi).

Foiyeds e wai "lddliov... [ almeviv " *Epoka : Tokyoi Ebvog tifc Kilrpou dotiv.

| “Idddiov kai “EpuE moddeli)e tiic Eiei(log).

15.100-101: Ane.Th. fr. B6 verso; pl487 (v-vi).

Steph.Byz. 210,3 Todyoi, méhig Kimpov, dnd T'oddyov 1ol fynoopévou tiig
Lixvmviov arowies... dp’ ob Dokyia fi "Appodim...

Ihid. 281,3 "EpuE, modig Zikedios. dpaevikde, ard “Epokoc tol "Agpoditne kol
Butou. 16 &bvixdv "Epukivoc. kai “Epukivn "Agpoditn év Papy xai
Eweli.

didffactpa: akaPagrpoy | Jbwoy ||

15.114: Ant.Th. fr. B6 verso: pl487 (v-vi).

Cf. Etym.Magn. 5534 (753 Lasserre & Livadaras) dldPactpov (Theocr.
15.114 7): didaPactog, Anxublog Libivy npog pipov drdbecwy. kul cuvBicet
b p, @hifuactpos. oliteg eig 10 Awyeviavol Eyéypanto....

dpaeva yoipov: En(ei)d(n) dypog | (Botv) 6 yoipoc.

24.99: Ani. Th fr. BE verso; pl487 (v-vi).

agxlvov: Potavi | oy,

26.11: Ant.Th. fr. BT recto; pl487 (v-vi).

ayomAdte : dporhatn Aéy(eta) T capk émave | tob vatoy obod.
26.22: Ant.Th. fr. BT verso; pl487 (v-vi).
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