SCHOLIA MINORA TO ILIAD 2.212-225,272-295
CUL Plumley 3' 6.8 x 13.8 cm First/second century

Parts of two columns of a glossary (scholia minora) to the second book of the
lliad are extant along the fibres of CUL Plumley 3, a fragment of papyrus roll now
housed in Cambridge University Library. The designation ‘CUL Plumley’ identifies
Coptic and Greek papyri and parchment manuscripts found among the papers of Jack
Martin Plumley (1910-1999), Egyptologist at Cambridge University, alongside the
collection of Frederick William Green (1869-1949). A separate classification was
given to these manuscripts as no evident connection with Green could be found,
although it is probable that at least some of the items labelled as ‘Plumley’ belong to
the Green collection. > Both the Green and the Plumley manuscripts entered
Cambridge University Library in 2000 as a donation of Plumley’s widow, Ursula
Plumley. Details of provenance are not recorded for any of the items comprised;
Sarah J. Clackson identified some of the Green papyri as coming from the
monasteries of Apa Apollo at Deir el-Balayza and Bawit.?

The fragment belongs to the upper part of the roll; the upper margin is
preserved to 2.2 cm, and the intercolumnium measures 1.1 cm at its narrowest point.
The back was reused for a list of payments (unpublished). The piece has suffered
considerable damage and is almost divided in two vertically; there is a repair with a
small patch of papyrus of 1.6 x 1.2 cm to the top edge of the back, at 2.5 cm from the
right margin of that side, which has slightly overlapped the edges of the two sides of
the fragment. The overlap 1s visible in the photo at 3 cm from the left edge, at the end
of lines i.1-12. The ends of lines i.1, 6-9, and 11-12 are displaced downwards by
nearly the height of one line, and two strips, containing 1.6 and i.11 respectively,
remain partly folded.

"I am grateful to the curator of the collection, Catherine Ansorge, for permission to study and publish
this piece, to Nikolaos Gonis for comments on drafts of this paper, and to Anna Johnson for the
conservation of this papyrus fragment. I also wish to thank two anonymous BASP reviewers for their
comments and suggestions. Remaining errors are of course my responsibility. The image of the
papyrus is reproduced by the kind permission of the Syndics of Cambridge University Library.

* This is suggested by the presence of some leaves from La Bourse Egyptienne of 28th May 1914 in
one of the boxes where the items were kept, as some of the Green manuscripts were packed with sheets
from the same newspaper. A separate box of papyri associated with Plumley was also found in the
Faculty of Oriental Studies together with a letter from Green; three of the manuscripts were recognised
by Sarah J. Clackson as clearly related to the Green collection (now CUL Green 7, 8 and 9), while the
rest of the box received the classification ‘Plumley’ in the absence of other evidence. All the
information about the recovery and the identification of the items in the Green and the Plumley
collections is taken from Sarah J. Clackson’s Report, 21/02/2001 (Manuscripts Department, Cambridge
Univesrity Library).

? In particular, provenance from Deir el-Balayza has been attributed to CUL Green 88, while the
manuscripts connected with the Bawit Monastery of Apollo are CUL Green 1, 5, 6, published as
P.Mon. Apollo 42, 56, 60; and CUL Green 2, 3, 4, 7, 8 and 86, published as P.Bawit Clackson 5 (=
Green 2), 25 (= Green 3), 47 (= Green 4), 2 (= Green 7 side A), 3 (= Green 7 side B), 85 (= Green 8
side A), 10 (= Green 8 side B), 22 (= Green 86). Cf. S.J. Clackson, Coptic and Greek texts relating to
the Hermopolite Monastery of Apa Apollo (Oxford 2000) 13.



The hand is a medium-sized example of Turner’s ‘informal round’ style.”
Bilinearity is generally observed: only rho, phi and psi extend below the baseline. The
descenders of these letters sometimes curve leftwards at the foot, while serifs
frequently embellish the apices of alpha, delta, eta, mu, nu, pi, tau and upsilon. There
is no contrast between thick and thin lines. Letters frequently touch each other, but
ligatures are sporadic, and particularly occur in the sequence epsilon-iota. Alpha is
written both in the looped and in the angular shape. Other notable letter forms are
epsilon with a long cross-bar, mu with the curving middle touching the baseline,
omicron generally of a smaller size, upsilon of the long-tailed type written in three
strokes, phi with a slightly flattened loop, omega with mid-peak at full height.
Comparable hands are found in e.g. P.Berol. 6926 (second half 1st ¢.), P.Fayim 110
(94) and P.Oxy LXXIII 4956 (146/7); a date in the first or second century can be thus
suggested for this piece.

Each entry begins a new line. Lemma and gloss are separated by a small blank
space, not organized in separate columns, as is common for scholia minora; a gloss
continuing from the previous line is slightly indented below its lemma (see ii.4, 10).
Several lemmata receive two equivalent interpretations, the second one being
preceded by kai (1.8, 9, 11). This practice is rarely attested elsewhere: parallels are
found in e.g. P.Aphrod.Lit. 1 F° 3 | 5,F°6 | 17, — 9, F° 9 | 24, F°13 | 17; P.Stras.
inv. 33 ix.4;° P.K6In inv. 2281 iii.6;’ P.Sijp. 2 i.14-16, 17-18. In other papyri, when
two synonymous glosses are supplied, they are simply juxtaposed or separated by F;
this is also the case in the D scholia and generally in the comparative lexicographical
testimonies.”

The papyrus has no lectional signs. At 1.6 the last three letters of a gloss
reaching the margin of the column are written above the line, in a smaller size. The
shapes of nu and sigma are different from the other examples in the text, and the ink
is slightly darker: it may be either a correction by a second hand or an addition by the
same hand in a faster, less careful style. Letters in the interlinear space are also visible
above 1.13 and 11.12; these seem written by the original scribe. The lemmata at i1.3 and
ii.13 appear preceded by a curved stroke at full height, probably a deletion mark.’

What remains of the first column contains scholia to //. 2.212-225; the second
column preserves only the initial part of lines 272-295. The glosses on the lines

* E.G. Turner, Greek manuscripts of the ancient world, 2nd ed. (BICS Suppl. 46) (London, 1987) 21.

> The arrangement of the text in this papyrus is not uncommon and finds several parallels, see e.g.
P.Amh. II 18; P.Amst. I 5; P.Ant. IT 70; IIT 150; P.Oxy. LVI 3832; LXVII 4633 = J. Spooner, Nine
Homeric papyri from Oxyrhynchos (Firenze 2002) 87-105; 4635 = ibid. 117-129; LXXV 5034; P.Sijp.
2. Most other papyri containing scholia minora, however, have lemmata and glosses arranged in two
parallel columns: cf. L.M. Raffaelli, ‘Repertorio dei papiri contenenti scholia minora in Homerum’,
Ricerche di Filologia classica 2 (Pisa 1984) 173-4.

® A. Henrichs, ‘Scholia Minora zu Homer I, ZPE 7 (1971) 119-148.

" A. Henrichs, ‘Scholia Minora zu Homer II’, ZPE 7 (1971) 229-252.

¥ For juxtaposition see e.g. P.Oxy. XLV 3238 Fr.1i.7-8; P.Aphrod.Lit. Il F°3 — 6,F° 4 — 11,F° 6 |
20, passim; P.Ko6ln 2281 1.9, 19, iii.23 = Henrichs (n. 7); P.Amst. I 5.4, 8; P.Oslo I1 12 1.7, 8 passim; cf.
also P.Kell. TIT Gr. 95 Tab. I' 18-21, 45-46, 48-49, passim (scholia to Isocrates, Ad Demonicum). For
the use of 1} see e.g. P.Mich. inv. 1588 i.16 = T. Renner, ‘Three new Homerica on papyrus’, HSCP 83
(1979), 311-337; P.Oxy. XLV 3238 iv.121.

? For the practice of indicating deletion by enclosing the text in round brackets see Turner (n. 4) 16.



covered are less frequent than in overlapping papyri and not evenly distributed:
apparently, the papyrus does not comment on 277-291. Probably there were other
gaps in the lines glossed in the lost portion of the first column: the extant part of the
column has 13 entries for 24 lines, while the Homeric text has 48 lines between the
last lemma preserved in the first column and the first one in the second column. If the
proportion between verses and entries observed in the extant section were maintained
throughout the first column, there would be about 26 entries lost in the break. Since
the 13 entries preserved occupy 19 lines, 26 calculated in the lost part should have
extended to over 38 lines. If this were correct, the first column would have contained
about 57 lines, with a height of ca. 31 cm (average letter height and interlinear space
calculated at 0.3 and 0.25 cm respectively). Accordingly, since the lower margin in
literary papyri is generally at least as broad as the upper, the height of the roll could
not have been shorter than 35 cm.'® This figure, however, would not fit the average
roll height of 25-33 cm calculated by Johnson for the Roman period." It thus seems
likely that a number of verses between //. 2.225 and 272 received no comments.

Scholia minora to the lines covered in this fragment are also transmitted in
P.Hamb. inv. 736v (II. 2.61-222, 2nd c.);'* P.Oxy LVI 3832 (II. 2.201-218, 2nd c.);
LXVII 4632 (II. 2.214-227, 3rd c.);"* and 4633 (II. 2.277-293, 307-318, 3rd c.)."* In
most cases, however, overlap is in fact limited to the lemma. Glosses on ¢o&dc,
Pedvry, Adyvn (219), vepécenBev (223), téo &' alte (225) and the entries for lines
272-276 are preserved in this papyrus only. The Plumley fragment is of particular
interest as it offers readings mostly not corresponding to those transmitted in other
papyri, the D scholia, or other testimonies (grammarians, paraphrases, lexica). Where
two glosses are offered for the same lemma, the first generally agrees with the
majority of these sources, while the second is unparalleled; both glosses for yedvri
(219) are attested in the glossographic tradition, although the second occurs less
frequently, while neither of the glosses on vepéccnBev (223) is found elsewhere. The
second interpretation of ¢po&dc (219) is remarkable as it has no parallel in the usual
testimonies, but the full entry finds precise correspondence in Erotianus’ Hippocratic
glossary. The entry for £upevat (216) is also noteworthy, as the word is not glossed at
this point in other papyri or in the D scholia. The lemmata in the papyrus generally
agree with the readings in the Homeric text received, except for a banalisation at 1.7
(cuvoxwkoteC), a nominative instead of an accusative at ii.3 (emecfoAocC) and an
itacistic mistake at ii.12, if correctly restored (aveinBevta). 13

' W.A. Johnson, Bookrolls and scribes in Oxyrhynchus (Toronto 2004) 134.

"'1bid. 141-143.

2 Th. Vlachodimitris, ‘Ein Glossar zu Ilias B 61-222°, ZPE 11 (1973) 65-68.

1 Spooner (n. 5) 83-85.

' Ibid. 87-105. For a list of the papyri transmitting scholia minora published so far see ‘Bibliography’
in J. Lundon, The Scholia Minora in Homerum: an Alphabetical List, Version 1.0 (November 2012)
(KoIn-Leuven 2012) (Trismegistos online publications 7: http://www.trismegistos.org/dl.php?id=14).
The same work has been used for references to scholia minora supplied in the notes.

' Misspellings and minor discrepancies between the lemmata and the readings in the Homeric text,
including change of inflection, are commonly found in scholia minora: see J. Lundon, ‘Lexeis from the



Abbreviations and editions consulted:

Ap.

Ap.Soph.

EGen

EGud

EM

Ep.Hom.

Eust.

Hsch.

Lex.Hom.

Orion

= A. Ludwich, ‘Uber die homerischen Glossen Apions’, Philologus 74

(1917) 209-247; 75 (1918) 95-103; reprinted in K. Latte — H. Erbse,
Lexica graeca minora (Hildesheim 1965) 287-334 [cited by page and
line number as in reprint].

I. Bekker, Apollonii sophistae lexicon homericum (Berlin 1833) [cited
by page and line number].

H. van Thiel, Scholia D in Iliadem. Proecdosis aucta et correctior
2014. Secundum codices manu scriptos (Koln 2014) (Elektronische
Schriftenrethe der Universitits- und Stadtbibliothek Koln, 7:
http://kups.ub.uni-koeln.de/5586/).

F. Lasserre — N. Livadaras, Etymologicum magnum genuinum.
Symeonis etymologicum una cum magna grammatica. Etymologicum
magnum auctum, vol. 1 (o — duwcyénwc) (Rome 1976) [cited by entry
number].

E.L. de Stefani, Etymologicum Gudianum, vol. 1 (A — B); vol. 2 (B - Z2)
(Leipzig 1909-1920, repr. Amsterdam 1965) [cited by page and line
number]; F.W. Sturz, Etymologicum Graecae linguae Gudianum et
alia grammaticorum scripta e codicibus manuscriptis nunc primum
edita (for Celal — w) (Leipzig 1818, repr. Hildesheim 1973) [cited by
column and line number].

T. Gaisford, Etymologicum magnum (Oxford 1848, repr. Amsterdam
1962) [cited by column and line number].

A.R. Dyck, Epimerismi Homerici. Pars 2, Epimerismos continens qui
ordine alphabetico traditi sunt; Lexicon ‘Aimodein’ quod vocatur seu
verius ‘Etymologiai Diaphoroi’ (Berlin 1995) [cited by entry number].
M. van der Valk, Eustathii archiepiscopi Thessalonicensis
commentarii ad Homeri lliadem pertinentes, vol. 1. praefationem et
commentarios ad libros A — A complectens (Leiden 1971) [cited by
page and line number].

K. Latte, Hesychii Alexandrini lexicon, vols. 1-2 (A — O) (Copenhagen
1953-1966); P.A. Hansen, Hesychii Alexandrini lexicon, vol. 3 (I1 — )
(Berlin 2005); I.C. Cunningham — P.A. Hansen, Hesychii Alexandrini
lexicon, vol. 4 (2 — Q) (Berlin 2009) [cited by entry number].

H. van Thiel, Lexeis Homerikai (Ko6ln 2002) (http://kups.ub.uni-
koeln.de/1815/) [cited by entry number].

F.W. Sturz, Orionis Thebani etymologicon (Leipzig 1820, repr.
Hildesheim 1973) [cited by column and line number].

Scholia Minora in Homerum’, ZPE 124 (1999) 25-26; cf. J.-L. Fournet, Hellénisme dans I'Egypte du
Vie siecle: la bibliothéque et l'oeuvre de Dioscore d'Aphrodité, 2 vols. (Cairo 1999) vol. 1, 101-103.



PB =

Phot.

PW =

paraphrasis Bekkeri: 1. Bekker, ‘Mapadpacic tfic Quripouv TAiddoc’, in
Scholiorum in Homeri lliadem appendix (Berlin 1827) 651-811.

C. Theodoridis, Photii patriarchae lexicon, vol. 1 (A—A4) (Berlin
1982); C. Theodoridis, Photii patriarchae lexicon, vol. 2 (E—M)
(Berlin 1998); C. Theodoridis, Photii patriarchae lexicon, vol. 3 (N—
@) (Berlin 2012) [cited by entry number].

paraphrasis Wassenberghi: E. Wassenbergh, Homeri Iliadis liber I et
II, cum paraphrasi graeca huc usque inedita, et Graecorum veterum
commentariis magnam partem nunc primum in lucem prodeuntibus.
Edidit notas in paraphrasin scholiorum emendatorum specimen et alia
quaedam adjecit E. Wassenbergh (Franecker 1783).

Sch?®T = H. Erbse, Scholia Graeca in Homeri Iliadem (scholia vetera), vol. 1

Sch.Gen. =

(Berlin 1969)
J. Nicole, Les scolies genevoises de [’lliade, vol. 1 (Geneva 1891, repr.
Hildesheim 1966).

Sch.Mosch. = J. Scherpezeelius, Man. Moschopuli Byzantini scholia ad Homeri

Sud. =

Syn. =

h34 West =
h36 West =
hl33 West =
h134 West =

1liados librum [ et Il adhuc inedita, cum notis et animadversionibus J.
Scherpezeelii; accedit commentarius J. Camerarii (Utrecht 1719).

A. Adler, Suidae lexicon, vols. 1-5 (Leipzig 1928-38) [cited by entry
number].

I.C. Cunningham, Synagoge: Gvaywyl Aééewv ypnciuwv. Texts of the
original version and of MS.B (Berlin 2003) [cited by entry number; X
= versio antiqua, X" = versio codicis B].

P.Hamb. inv. 736v (Mertens-Pack’® 1170.1)

P.Oxy LVI 3832 (Mertens-Pack’ 1170.4)

P.Oxy. LXVII 4632 (Mertens-Pack’ 1170.41)

P.Oxy. LXVII 4633 (Mertens-Pack® 1170.42)

Manuscript sigla, abbreviations and symbols used in the notes are reported as
in the consulted editions. References to variant readings in the Homeric text are based

on the apparatus in West’s edition.'®

Col. 1
apetpolennglvac.] ... nl . Jaca, (212)
] ewcanepav c
akoCpa] oSLOaKTA, (213)
glcauto] daveln (215)
5 EUMEV]OL ElValL (216)
voC
doAkoC ]tnVv oYLv SLECTPOUME (217)
CUVOXW]KOTEC CUUTIETITW- (228)

' M.L. West, Homeri Ilias. Vol. 1, Rhapsodias I-XII continens (Stuttgart 1998).
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KOT]EC KOl CUVEXOUEVOL
¢do&oc Jo&ukedal[Aoc] kat
TipJopeTwto[C]
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1.0 1.
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(291)
(291)
(295)

(219)

(219)
(219)

(219)
(223)

(223)

(225)



Col. 1

1 apetpolernelvac.] .. .nl . Jaca,

The papyrus is heavily damaged at this point. A small break occurs
immediately after the end of the lemma Guetpoemric (212); a blank space separating
the lemma from the gloss is expected. The top and bottom of a large semicircle open
to the left is visible at the right of the lacuna, with the center stripped away. This is
expected to be the first letter of the gloss; however, no letter seems compatible with
the trace. It could not be the right-hand side of a round letter, such as omicron, as this
would be too large and high, and would leave no space between the lemma and the
gloss. On the basis of 11.3 and ii.13, it could be a round bracket indicating deletion of
the lemma, assuming that another bracket corresponding to it preceded the lemma.
This is followed by the lower part of an upright linked to a descending diagonal
sligthly curved leftwards: it may be the lower part of a kappa on the basis of the shape
of kappa in kal ati.11, although the scribe curves the bottom diagonal in the opposite
direction in every other example in the text. Chi is unlikely on the basis of the
examples at 1.8, 14 and ii.6. The letter is followed by the lower part of a stroke
curving rightwards, touching the base of a circular stroke with a horizontal trace in the
middle. It could be the tail of a narrow alpha (cf. e.g. the second alpha at 1.2) linked
to the base of theta, although there would be no trace of the loop at the left of the tail.
The remains of the following letter are compatible with efa. A lacuna of the width of
either one wide or two narrow letters follows, after which it is possible to read the
sequence alpha-sigma-alpha. The reading koBn[ . . Jaca, would find no
correspondence in any of the glosses transmitted in the comparative testimonies on
Opetpoemric. If the semicircle following the lemma were correctly interpreted as a
deletion mark, the reading could perhaps refer to a different lemma. It may be
possible to suggest kaOn[Splac, a misspelling for kaBedpac, presumably part of the
gloss on éprituBev at the previous line (211), on the basis of D on £prjtuBeyv at I/,
2.99: katel yov €kactoc toc €autol kabéSpac (also EM 373, 12: €prjitubev &¢
kaBédpac: avti tol katel yov €kactoc t0C Eaut kabédpac). The final alpha,
however, would not be compatible with such a restoration. Note that the gloss on
Ouetpoeric in h36 West is also apparently unattested elsewhere.

Scholia minora: h34 West a[petpoennc; h36 West apetpoglmnc- [Jev . [] ..
vwy || D: duetpoemric: Guetpoc év tAéyety (1), | dAvapoc (A") ZYQXI || PB, PW: &
Buetpoc v TAéyew || Sch®® (ex.) 212d: duetpoemmic: ... fuel ¢ 8¢ &mepavtoldyov
toUtév dapev ... || Hsch. a3619: *Guetpoemric- pAvapoc b Guetpoc €v TWAEyeLY Sb ||
Eust. 312, 11, 16: duetpoenric §€ £Ctiv O ArnepavToAdyoC Katd ToUC TTaAatoUC Kad R
HETpoV €i SuE Adyou ... TivEC &€ Guetpoemii Aéyouct OV €v TWAEyelv Graktov ||
Sch.Mosch.: duetpoemric: ArepavtoAdyoc.



2] ewcamnepav C

The line opens with a blank space of the width of about one letter, suggesting
that a short lemma has been lost at the left edge. The base of an upright is then visible
below a small hole: iofa seems the only possible restoration, as the lacuna would be
too narrow for containing any other letter. The rest of the line is mostly clear. In
amtepav . C the right vertical of nu is lost. On a semi-detached piece of papyrus, a
short sligthly diagonal line is then visible, followed by another diagonal stroke facing
the opposite direction. These could be part of the same letter, namely kappa, chi,
lambda or alpha with a very narrow loop (cf. the second alpha at i.11); none of these,
however, would be compatible with the sequence amepav-. It may be plausible to
interpret the first sligthly diagonal line as the base of an upright stroke, supposedly the
vertical of a tau, followed by the left-hand side of a round letter, which could be
omicron, omega or epsilon. The tiny piece on which these traces are written overlaps
with the papyrus containing the end of the word. A small trace of ink is visible
immediately below the fibres containing the supposed vertical of tau; this is probably
from the right-hand side of the following letter, and appears as a short diagonal linked
to a short horizontal. It could be the end of the top curve of epsilon touching the end
of the cross-bar (cf. epsilon at 1.10), or perhaps the end of the right curve of omega
with a serif (cf. omega at .16 and ii.5), or the joining extremities of omicron (cf.
omicron at 1.9). Final sigma is almost entirely visible. A possible restoration might be
igi ¢ amepdvtwe, ‘endlessly hurling (words)’; this would have no parallel in the
comparative testimonies, and there is no obvious lemma to which such a gloss could
refer besides Guetpoemnric. dnepdvtwc would be comparable with arepavtoldyoc
for duetpoemic in the scholia exegetica, Eustathius and Moschopoulos; cf. also
Galenus, Adversus ea quae a Juliano in Hippocratis aphorismos enuntiata sunt
libellus, ed. Kiihn, vol. 18a, 253, 10-11:'" oU8¢év £ctiv AmePAVTOAOYWTEPOV
ThvBpwmou- «Oegpcitnc & £t polvoc duetpoennc EkoAua» (I1. 2.212). Also Julius
Pollux, Onomasticon, VI 146:'® €i ¢ 8¢ tov MOAM& 00 pfiv Kekplpéva Aéyovta, ...
arépavTtoC AnepavtoAdyoc, ... GUETPOC AUETPOETITC.

3 (213) Gkocpa = G6iSakTa

The gloss G6idakta in the papyrus is not otherwise attested.

Scholia minora: h36 West akocpa-] adiaftakta || D: ékocua: arpernd (1),
Graxta Z || Lex.Hom. £254: ékocpa: dSidtakta OU, | érpenij O, | Gripokta U || PB:
pripota ... arepenf || PW: Adyouc ... drdktouc || Hsch. 02501: *6kocua- Grakta vgn
(AS) ampenfj (AS) || Syn. £ a260 (CD) = " o710, Phot. a798, Sud. a933: ékocua-
arpemtf], Grokta || EGen 0352: 6kocua: Grpemf}, Grakta, pwpd B || EM 51, 22:
Okocpa: arpemfy, Grakta, pwpd, dnia || Eust. 312, 13-14: dkocpa &€, StotL pdenyv
kai oUkatdkdcuov Apile tol ¢ Bacihelcr.

' C.G. Kiihn, Claudii Galeni opera omnia, 20 vols. (Leipzig 1821-33, repr. Hildesheim 1965).
'8 E. Bethe, Pollucis onomasticon, 2 vols. (= Lexicographi Graeci 1X) (Leipzig 1900-1931) vol. 2, 39.



4 (215) €i cauto = dpavein

The reading offered in the papyrus also occurs in h36 West; other than there, it
is found in the scholia exegetica only.

Scholia minora: h36 West ewcaito-] ¢avewn; hl33 West ewcato[ || D: ...

gicouto ... : ... v &voulev ... ZYQXIG; T' €yivwekev || PB: av évoule || PW:
daivorto || Sch®T (ex.) 215b: €f cawto: davein, §6Eeiev; Sch® (Ariston.) 215c¢: ... dvti
100 €80kel ... || Hsch. €1084: *€icouto- 86&eiev AS Opotoi to || Ep.Hom. €57:

gl catto: T€80&ev, £bavnT ... O; cf. EGud 433, 10: €i cato- £50&ev, Epdvn ...

5(215) Eppevar = i vau

The lemma does not occur at this point in the overlapping papyri and in the D
scholia. This might be due to the fact that the term was already discussed at a previous
occurrence, for instance at /1. 1.117, 1.287 or 2.129. It is, however, worth observing
that the D scholia offer the lemma at several different lines in the text.

Scholia minora: P.Oxy. XXIV 2405.160 (/I. 1.117): gppevar- €wat || D on
1.287: Eppevat: € vat ... ZYQ; on 2.129 = 2.249: Eppevar: & var ZYQXT'; also on
2.783: Eppevaw el var, Undpxewv ... ZYQ || Lex.Hom. €317: Eupevar: el vay,
Untéipxetv OSU || PB, PW: €l vau || Hsch. £2374: *£puevar- kaBéecBat A €l vou tEwe
autol AS i énipeve S || EGud 463, 5: Eppevat: ... 0 ydp Undpyw cnpaivel ... || EM
335, 10: Eppevat: o vectGroc (1O ydp €1 vau TO Untdipyelv cnuaivet:) i pi ... .

6 (217) porkdc = v OYv Siectpappuévoc

The top of the right vertical of eta and the apices of nu in Trjv appear linked
through a thinner horizontal stroke, probably an accidental move with the pen. Two
other examples of nu with the apices connected through a thin line occur at i.18. Tau
and rho in dieCtpappévoc are not visible in the photo due to a fold in the final part of
the strip; their presence has been ascertained during conservation work, as the fold
could be temporarily opened.

The readings transmitted in the papyri differ from one another; ctpafdc in
h36 West is the gloss generally reported in later sources. Ty Oyv Stectpappévoc in
this fragment is also comparable to the reading in the D scholia and in the paraphrasis
Bekkeri, but precise correspondence occurs in Eustathius only; see also on /7. 9.503:"
TapaPAGIAC ... TouTécTt SteCtpopuévac Th Bv; and on 12.310:*° pudéc && O
Siectpappévoc tfv Ov. A parallel reading is also offered in a scholion to Ar.
Thesm. 846:*' TUBAOC, SteCTpappEVOC ThHY By,

Scholia minora: h36 West ¢oikoc:] ctpafoc; hl33 West poAkoc: [---]|vouc
tou[c ---] || D: pokée: tée dpelc Sidctpodoc, 6 éctv | ctpapsc (A'T) || PB: téc

"M. van der Valk, Eustathii archiepiscopi Thessalonicensis commentarii ad Homeri Iliadem
pertinentes, vol.2: praefationem et commentarios ad libros E-I complectens (Leiden 1976) 774, 10-11.
M. van der Valk, Eustathii Archiepiscopi Thessalonicensis Commentarii ad Homeri Iliadem
pertinentes, vol.3: praefationem et commentarios ad libros K-I1 complectens (Leiden 1979) 398, 2.

2L R.F. Regtuit, Scholia in Aristophanem. Pars III, Fasc. 2/3 continens Scholia in Aristophanis
Thesmophoriazusas et Ecclesiazusas (Groningen 2007) 49.



&peic Sidctpodoc || PW: ctpafdc || Ap.Soph. 164, 17: dorkéc. ... Ectt 8 oi ov
paorkdc, 6 Té ddn &i Akucpévoc, of ov ctpaBoc || Lex.Hom. ¢82: poAkdc: ctpaBic
OSU || Sch™ (Ariston.) 217a: $poAKSC: ... ECTL 8& PoAkOC 6 T pdn €i Akucpévoc, &
éctiv éctpappévoc; Sch®l (ex.) 217b: ... Ectv olv édehkdpevoc T& dbdn ... ||
Sch.Gen.: $poAkdc] O CTpaBac, of ov Gaorkdc, O Té ddn i Akucpévoc || Hsch. ¢730:
*poAkdc: ctpafoc (ve'A°Brr*E). oi 8¢ AméSeppov || Orion 159, 24: dporkde. Topd
10 & pan mapérkecha, O cti v €v Tfj cuvnBeia ctpaBoc Aeyduevoc || Ep.Hom. ¢35:
doAkdC: Tapa O TA GAn €i Akucpéva Exelv: €i Akucpévov yip Aéyouctv TOv Ctpafov
O || Sud. @565, Phot. 253, Syn. ¥ ¢164: doikdc: ctpadéc ABC || EGud 555, 34:
doAkdc: O ctpdfoc, mopd TO T& Pdan EAKUCUEVE ExELV- EAKUCUEVOV YOp AéyeTal TO
ctpdPov || EM 798, 3: dpoAkdc: tapd tO 10 pdn mtapérkecat || Eust. 314, 21-22, 30-
33 and 315, 1: €ctt 8& doAkOC pev O ctpaBdc, O Ta dban, Toutéctt Touc ddhBaApolc,
1R 0pBa Exwv GAAG ECTpappéva Kal TTapelAKuCuéva ThC Katd pucty 0pBdTNTOC ...
Ictéov 8¢ Ott Ta kotd TOv CctpaPov oi madawoi kai oUtw ¢pdlouctv: oi pév, Ot
Bhemedaipwyv O Siectpappévoc taC OPeic ... GA\oL &€ Ot i ANOC mAdytoc,
Siectpappévoc, ctpaBoc ... . Cf. also Julius Pollux, Onomasticon, 11 51:** ddpOatpia.
TapafAWY, PoAkdc, Sidctpodoc, ctpeBAdc; Herodian, Partitiones, ed. Boissonade,
145, 4:* dpohkodc, 6 ctpafsc.

7-8 (218) cuvoywkdétec (I CuUVOYWKOTE) = CUMTIETTTWKOTEC Kali
CuveXOpEVOL

The reading in the papyrus is probably a banalisation; cuvoywkdte occurs
correctly in 841 West = P.Oxy. LXVII 4638%*, hi133 West, tt (testimonia auctorum
antiquorum), €; Jte also in h36 West; cuvexwkétec 3 West = P.Lond.Lit. 5;
cuvokwyodte Hsch.

CUMTIETITWKOTEC, restored in the papyrus, corresponds to the gloss generally
offered at this point; cuveyduevol is unique to this glossary. On the spelling and
etymology of the lemma (cf. cuvokwydte in Hesychius) see P. Chantraine,
Dictionnaire étymologique de la langue grecque: histoire des mots, 2nd ed. (Paris
2009) 1033 (on cuvokwydte); LS Rev. Suppl. (Oxford 1996) 287 (on CuvoywKa).

Scholia minora: h34 West c[uvoxwkote; h36 West cuvoywko]te:
cuvnem[twkote(C); h133 West cuvoywko[te: cuvmentw]|koT[€(C) || D: cuvoywkote:
cupTeMTWKATEC (AY), cuvnypévol ZYQXI' (CuVIETTWKATEC Z, CUPTIETTWKATE A')
| PB, PW: cupmentwkdtec || Sch® (ex.) 218b: cuvoywkdte: amd 1ol cuvoxwkwe, 6
€CTL CUPTIEMTWKOTEC ... || Hsch. ¢2675: cuvokwydte: €mCupmentwkOTeC ... || EGud
516, 14: CUVOXWKOTEC, CUMTIETOKOTEC || EM 735, 46: CUVOXWKOTE: CUMTIETTWKOTE,
cuvnypévw || Eust. 315, 20: 10 8¢ cuvoywkdTte dnAol PV TO CUMTIEMTTWKOTEC.

2 Bethe (n. 18) vol. 1, 98.
2 J F. Boissonade, Herodiani partitiones (London 1819, repr. Amsterdam 1963).
** Spooner (n. 5) 147-156.
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9-10 (219) po&bc = BEukédaloC Kai TIPOUETWTIOC

Okukédaloc in the papyrus is read in agreement with the D scholia and most
of the other sources, while mpopétwmoc is not found elsewhere in these testimonies;
rather, the gloss occurs almost identically in Erotianus, Vocum Hippocraticarum
1:% pofoi- of OFukédparol kai mpopétwrol. The
use of the conjunction also in this parallel is noteworthy; double explications

collectio, ed. Nachmanson, 132, 1

separated by kai are frequent throughout Erotianus’ glossary. It seems remarkable that
this parallel appears for the section of Homeric narration concerning the
physiognomic description of Thersites: this may suggest that the glossator enriched
the interpretations of the lemmata with materials from other glossographic works
external to the Homeric tradition.

Scholia minora: h133 West ¢pofoc[ || D: dpoEéc: dfukédaroc ZYQXA'TI'GT"
| Lex.Hom. ¢70: $poEéc: 6Eukédodoc OSU? || PB: &EUC Av TV kedahrjv || PW:
dEukédaoc || Ap.Soph. 164, 19: poEdc: ... cnuaivel 8& tov 6Euképaov || Sch™ (Ep.
Hom.) 219b: po&dc: do&oc i pnrat and T kepapelk@ Ayyeiwv Ty €v T Kopivw
ard 100 dwtdc AnwEuppévwy ... Eviol & kupiwc TOv €m @ $An, TouTECTL TA
Oupota, Grnwéuppévny Exovta Ty kedpohrjv. toudpotépwvt TO mpdtepov ||
Sch.Gen.: ¢o&oc] 0 Ofukédparoc ... || Hsch. ¢740: *dpo&déc: Amddeppoc.
L 6Eukédaroc vgA 'Br**®E || Orion 159, 12: dpofdc. pdofsc tic v, &nd petadopdc
TW &v aUt@mepi SleCTpappévwy OCTpakivwy ayyeiwv &v t@wrtdcbat || Ep.Hom.
04: dpo&dc: and petadopdc T KeEPAUEKIWY Ayyeiwv TQY £V T Kopuivwdano tol upoc
aro&ucpévwy. Eviol 8¢ kupiwce tov € TA AN, TOUTECTL TA OUUOTA, AMOEUUUEVNV
gxovta thv kedpoadrjv. Guewvov tO mipdtepov O || Syn. £ @167 (ABC), Phot. 257,
Sud. ¢577: ¢o&dc: GEukédparoc || EGud 556, 43: do&dc, 0 d&ukédoloC ... Kali
MAwc: $o&dc O Siectpappévoc v T del || EM 798, 17: dpo&dc: d&ukédaloc, O
Siectpappévoc ta ¢dan || Eust. 315, 27-30: $po&oc 6¢ kedafv Aéyetau O i ¢ OEU
Arjyoucav £xwv auUtrjy, Aeydpevoc oltw f ano tfic 6§UTtnToC f Katd ToUC TToaAatouc
€€ duoldtnToc T MupLppayW octpdkwy, arep do&a Aéyetal oi ovel tiva GAo&d.
Cf. also Herodian, Partitiones, ed. Boissonade, 145, 4:*° $oZdc, & dEukédatoc.

11 (219) Yebvri = padapakai dpatd

The first three letters in dpaud are not visible in the photo due to a fold in the
papyrus; the reading, however, has been confirmed during conservation work, as the
strip was termporarily unfolded. The final part of the tail of the second alpha is visible
near the base of iota, the reading of which is partly hindered by a damage in the
papyrus.

The reading in the papyrus closely agrees with the D scholia, although the
word order is inverted; padapdc is widely transmitted, while Gpaudc is less
commonly attested; but cf. GpoudBpl§ in Hesychius, Suda, Synagoge and
Etymologicum Gudianum (GpgdBp1§).

3 E. Nachmanson, Erotiani vocum Hippocraticarum collectio cum fragmentis (Gdteborg 1918).
%% Boissonade (n. 23).
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Scholia minora: h133 West Yedvn[ || D: Yedvrj: dpatd podapd. ZYQXATT ||
PB: dpaud || PW: Aemt || Ap.Soph. 169, 19: pedvii dpaid, padapd, oi ov
arePdwpévn || Lex.Hom. y7: Yedvr) 8¢é: oiePeucuévn OSU || Hsch. y99: *Pedvn N
BpiE- LN GpoudBpiE A7 «Pedvn & EmeviivoBe» padopd émrivOet g’ A° || Orion. 168, 4:
Pedvoc ... 0 padapdc ... | Ep.Hom. yl: pedvrj: ... cnuaiver §& Yedvdc tov
barakpdv GO || Syn. = y7: Yedvdc: GpaidBplE, padapdc BC || Sud. y38: Yedvrj:
Opaid. kai Pedvdc, Apatdbpié, padapoc || EGud 573, 13: Yedvr: ONiyn ... cnuaivel
&€ Yedvoc, TOv paakpov; cf. 573, 21: Yedvdc: padapoc, apedbpif ... || EM 817, 51:
Yedvoc: Gpatdc, padapoc: cnuaivel 8¢ tov darakpdv kai PAov Ty tpixa || Eust.
316, 13: Ectt 6¢ Yedvn pEv N Aertth). See also Herodian, Partitiones, ed. Boissonade,
150, 10:* pedvéc, 6 padapac.

12-13 (219) émevrjvoBe = ma[ ] ktouhe |[-ca.6-1" Y T [ 1

The traces of ink surviving at 13 do not reach the end of the column,
suggesting that the line was rather short; it seems thus probable that it contained the
continuation of the gloss on €émevrjvoBe. The breaks in the papyrus hinder the reading
of the gloss. There is a lacuna of one letter at 12 after the sequence pi-alpha; part of
the foot of an upright is then visible at the bottom of the line before kappa; this seems
compatible with the hooked foot of eta at i.4. The sequence ktathe is then clearly
legible. 13 is almost entirely lost in lacuna. If it is to be read as part of the gloss,
indentation and alignment with 1.8 and 10 are assumed, and therefore a loss of about
six letters can be calculated in the missing part. Only part of three or four nearly faded
letters survives, split horizontally between two joining edges (the lower one is visible
above the letters chi and omega at 1.14). The first curved stroke on the left could be
epsilon, or sigma, or perhaps omicron. The two following obliques facing opposite
directions are probably part of the same letter, either chi or upsilon. This is followed
by the top of an upright. A spot of ink is then visible at the end on the line, possibly
the top of the last letter. The interlinear space between 12 and 13 contains writing:
two traces are visible after the lacuna, the second one being perhaps compatible with
nu. A blank space of the width of one letter follows, possibly as the ink has vanished;
kappa and tau are clearly visible before the papyrus breaks off. What remains of the
gloss contained in 12-13 and in the interlinear space seems not compatible with the
reading in any other comparative testimony; possibly, ma[plnktat may be proposed at
12, although in this case a preposition such as éné would be expected to follow. If
word division is correct, the sequence lambda-epsilon at the end of the line might be
part of Aéyetat or Aéyouot.

Scholia minora: hl33 West emevnvo[Be || D: émevrivoBev: émmvBer (I),
¢nékerro. ZYQXI. A" éBePhactrikel || PB: éméketto || PW: énemikvwro || Ap.Soph.
71, 11: énevrjvobev €mflv, émnékeito || Lex.Hom. £557: émevrivoBev: GvwBey,
¢nékerto OSU || Sch” (ex.) 219d": &mevrivoBev: &nod T00 Béw- UnepPiBocudc EBw ... ;
Sch® (Ep. Hom., ex.) 219d*: émevrivoBe: and 1ol £Bw £véBw, fvoba kai émevrivoBa

7 Boissonade (n. 23).
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... N &md tol B€w UmepPiBoacuoc EBw, ue Péw Epw- €v cuvBEcel €véBw, Avoba Kai

ArTIkGE vijvoBa; Sch® (ex.) 219d*: 6 8¢ émevrivoBev and tol Béw, év UnepPLBacu
€0w, Avadimlaciocu® £véBw, fvoBa kai €vrjvoBa || Hsch. £4412: *€mevrivobev-
ermjvBeL AS. Emectiv. €mfiv || Orion 124, 11 60dvn: mapd t© Bw O SnAolv Tryv
KIvnew ... «pedvn & EmevrivoBbe Adyvn» (I1. 2.219) €évoBw fvoBev Evrjvobev dvti tol
¢kwvel 1o || Ep.Hom. €58 = EGud 498, 5: €mevrjvobev- pipa pécou TapakeLévou oi

név, OtL 10 Bépa €cti v €Bw ... kai oi Artikoi 10 & Tol MapaKELUEVOU TPETIOUCLY E(C
0 ... Ectl 8¢ kai GMwce Ectv Bw, O KV®... O || Sud. €2057: EémevrjvoBev: EmrjvBe,
gnékelto || EM 354, 41: émevrjvoBe: kGAAOV €ctiv Gvti tol Urtfjpxev. £ctt 6€ pécoc
TIOPOKE(UEVOC: Oi HEV TIapA TO EBW ... GAAWC- €k ToU Ew, TO Undipyw, yivetal €€0w
... || Sch.Mosch.: €mevrjvoBe: ano tol Béw ... pdhicta Sihov yivetow Ot 10
gmevrjvobev 10 Emétpeye SnAol, oU to émrjvOel || Eust. 316, 24-5 and 317, 1-3: 0 &¢
¢mevrivoBev ... cnuaivel 8¢ TO £mébee kai Emétpexev ... TO Béw, TO TPEYW,
UntepPiBacBév kai yevopevov €Bw memoinke t0 €mevrjvobev, Omep €cti xpdvou
nécou mapoakelpévou; 317, 11-13: tivec &€ EmevrivobEé dacv dvti tol Emekivel to
artd tol 60w, TOKVG) KATAKAICLY OpOioV HECOU TIAPOKELUEVOU.

14 (219) Adyvn = Tpiywcecic

The interpretation offered on this lemma is reflected in all testimonies.

Scholia minora: h34 West Alaxvn; hl33 West Aaxvn[ || D (ZYQXA"'D),
Lex.Hom. A5 (OSU): Aévn: Tpixwetc || PB, PW: tpixweic || Sch” (ex.) 219e: Adyvn:
TIUKVWCLC, Tapd TO Aa kai tOv x<v>olv T || Hsch. A455: Adyvn- dacel o Bpi§. xaitn.
KOun. UAn ... *Brtpixywerc (11, 10.134) ASvgn. f) appoc tic Bordcenc vgp || Orion 95,
28, Ep.Hom. A5 (GO), Syn. X A42 (ABC), Phot. A127, Sud. A168, EGud 363, 45, EM
558, 18: Adxvn: tpixwctic ... || Eust. 316, 19-22: Adxvn 8¢ i tpixwcic. See also Julius
Pollux, Onomasticon, 11 22:** T& 8 TGy pepGy OvopaTa TPIXEC, TPIXWCLC ... Adyvn.

15-16 (223) €kmdyAwC = EKTIANKTIKGE Kai ChoSplGE

The left edge of the papyrus is damaged at this point. A short indentation is
expected at 16, as this contains a gloss continuing from the previous line; on the basis
of the restorations at 1.8 and 10, it is possible to calculate a loss of about five letters at
the beginning of 16. The first visible letter is partly lost in the lacuna: this appears as a
curved stroke, presumably the right-hand side of a round letter; cdloSpwc seems the
only plausible restoration. On the basis of the readings at 1.8, 9 and 11, the
conjunction kai may be plausibly restored at the beginning of the line, assuming a
loss of five and a half letters in the lacuna; if a different conjunction, such as fj, or
simple juxtaposition of the two interpretations were used, it would be necessary to
assume that the indentation at 16 was greater than those at 1.8 and 10.

¢kmaydwc is not glossed at this point in hi33 West. EKTANKTIKGE is
transmitted in most sources; CpoSplg, restored in the papyus, is unparalleled.

¥ Bethe (n. 18) vol. 1, 87.
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Scholia minora: P.Schub. 2.7 (/. 1.268): ekmalyAwC €KMANKTIK[WC ... ;
P.Stras. inv. 33 vii.8-9 (/I. 1.268): e]lkmayAwC: ek[M]ANKTIKWC, €§[olxwC; P.Amh. II
18 xv.200 (Od. 15.335): ekmayAwe: Unepayovtwe || D: ékmdyAwe: EkmAnkukGe (I'),
HeydAwce. ZYQX; cf. on II. 1.268: ékmayAwcC. EKMANKTIKGE. O €Ct, Katd Kpdtoc
altolc é€amdecav ZYQL A" é€6ywe kai dboPeple || PB: ékmANKTIKGE || PW:
€€oxwce || Ap. 312, 17 (1.268): ékmayAwe B' - i cyuple. doPeple || Lex.Hom. £224:
EkTIayAwe: EKTANKTIKGE OSU || Sch’ (ex.) 222-3: <t® &' &' Aauoi/> ékméyAwe
<kOTE0OVTO>: UBPICTIKGE ... ; cf. Sch' (ex.?) on /I 2.357: ékmdyAwe: UBPLCTIKGE ||
Hsch. £1570: éKTtAyAwC: EKTANKTIKGE. BEESYWC s peydAwC, BOaupactaE s £Eoxas;

17-18 (223) vepécenBev = Evepécncay Kal Ayavaktncay

On the basis of the restorations at 1.8 and 10 it is possible to calculate about
three letters missing at 18; kat Jnyavoktncav can be reasonably restored (cf. 1.16).

The glosses in the papyrus differ from those attested elsewhere; the first one
simply clarifies the lemma by offering the more familiar aorist active form. The verb
ayavoktéw chosen for the second interpretation is unparalleled: the other testimonies
unanimously use péudopat.

Scholia minora: hi33 West v]e[plecc[nOev; cf. P.Oxy. XLIV 3160 ii.41 (Od.
2.64): vepeccnOnrat: pepPewc oflov nyncetatr (1. -te) || D: vepéccnBev:
¢uépdovro. ZYQX (U™ peppduevor) || PB, PW: épéudovto || Lex.Hom. v17:
vepécenBev &€: evéppoa<v>to &€ OSU || Hsch. v287: *vepec® péudopars || Syn.
v42: vepeccl: péudetar ABCD || EM 600, 34: vepecntdc: ... «vepéccnBév T €vi
Bup@® (7. 2.223) dvti tol €uépdovto, TAGdoc B' || Eust 318, 17-18: oi 6¢ Ouwc
VEUECHEL T(CTACLOCTR, TOUTECTL SikaiwC ETpépdovTal.

19 (225) téo &' alte = ToVTOUL &M

The reading teo & au]te in the lemma is restored with Aristarchos, 3 West, Q;
&1 ot (Bekker) or Sniit’ (Fick) was in Zenodotos, on the basis of Sch' (Did.) 225b.

The lemma is not entered at this point in h133 West. toUtou in the papyrus has
no parallel in the comparative sources, which unanimously explain t€o with tivoc.

Scholia minora: P.Hamb. IIT 200 ii.22 (Od. 4.463): [to]teo: [o]tw[oc | D:
téo: tivoc. ZYQXIT' || Ap.Soph. 151, 6: téo tivoc ... || PB: tivoc 81 || PW: tivoc ||
Lex.Hom. 176: Téo: tivoc O*SU? || Sch” (Did.) 225b: téo &' alte: oltwe Apictapyoc.
Znvédotoc 6¢ 814 1ol ) || Hsch. 1488: téo- tivoc || Ep.Hom. 18: téo: £ctt tic Tvéc ...
GO || Sud. 1317: téo: avti 100 tivoc || EGud 526, 3: téo, tivoc xdptv; £ctt Ti € TvoC ||
EM 752, 10: téo kai tedv: TOpEV Té0 GvTi ToU TivOoCKeT Tl ... .

20-23 The tops of some letters are visible at 20, but these are too scant to
allow identification of the lemma. An upright stroke at the end of the third line
calculated in lacuna, on the edge of the break, could be compatible with either iota or
the right-hand side of nu. The remains of the letter at the end of the fourth line,
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immediately after the break, seem compatible with the right-hand side of a/pha linked
to iota, or perhaps with nu.

Col. i1

1(272) eopyel[
€opye(v) is glossed in D on . 2.272; Ap.Soph. 70, 16; Lex.Hom. £502;
*Hsch. €¢4043; Ep.Hom. €66; EGud 493, 1.

2 (273) kopu[ccwv
kopuccwv is glossed in D on /7. 2.273; Sch” (ex.) 273b'; Hsch. k3721.

3-4 (275) emecBoAoc[---]1|Awv[

Apparently, the papyrus has the lemma €mecBdMoc inflected in the nominative
instead of the accusative €mecBdolov transmitted in manuscripts at this point:
gmecBoloc is also glossed in Apollonius Sophistes, while the D scholia and the Lexeis
Homerikai have émnecpéov.”’ The indentation at 4 indicates that the line contains the
continuation of the gloss at 3; Awy[ surviving at 4 is compatible with tol ¢ &mect
B&Mwv in Apollonius Sophistes, Hesychius, Etymologicum Gudianum and
Etymologicum Magnum, supposing that B&AAwv was split between the lines. The
lemma is preceded by a curved stroke, probably a cancellation mark: perhaps this may
be due to the fact that the term had been glossed before Awpntfipa, while Awpntfipa
precedes £mecBolov in the text transmitted.

D: énecBorov: Emecy, 6 £ctl Adyolc, BéMovta (~I'), AoiSopov ZYQX
Aotdopty Z || PB: tov £meciv (6 €ctt Adyolc) BdAlovrta || PW: Emect BdAovta (O €ctt
TOv UBpictriv) || Ap.Soph. 71, 18: €mecBdéloc: toic Emect B&AAwv, Aoidopoc |
Lex.Hom. £562: €mecfdlov: tOv toi € €mect, O €ctl toi ¢ Adyolc, BdAhovta Kai
UBpiCovta OSU || Sch® (ex., Hrd.) 275b: <émecBéhov> Ecy’ Ayopdwv: GE CUVEXGE
autol mappncialopévou. | Emecfélov &€ ue Eyxecrdov (cf. I1. 2.131) bT Frot tov
gmect BdA\ovta touc moAouc b || Hsch. £4450: émecBdloc- Aoidopoc. pdyAwccoc.
toi ¢ €mect BAMwv || Syn. X €616, Phot. £1437, Sud. £€2079: énecforoc: Aoidopov,
dAVapov || Ep.Hom. €70: €émecforoc: €k tol £moc kai tol B&AAewy ... || EGud 499, 3:
¢necforoc: O dAVapoc (d') kai Aoidopoc (d?) ... || EGud. 499, 21, EM 355, 4:

énecBoroc: O Aoidopoc, O toic Emnect BAMwv || EGud. 499, 22: énecBdéloc: O

¥ Cf. K. McNamee, Sigla and select marginalia in Greek literary papyri (Bruxelles 1992) 65-72 for
marginal notes in literary papyri in which lemmata or glosses are inflected differently from the original
text. McNamee observes that lemmata inflected in the nominative or accusative may be plausibly
explained by assuming that the note was taken from commentaries in which the word occurred as the
grammatical subject or object of discursive explanations; McNamee suggests that similar variations
observed in the scholia minora may be explained in the same way.
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dAVapoc kai Aoidopoc, 0 810 T Emy AwPW, toutécty UBpilwy, EmeCAGBoc Kai
KatdEvadlaynv Emecfoloc.

5(275) Aw[Bntnpa
AwpBnthpa is glossed in D on 7. 2.275; Lex.Hom. A123; Sch' (ex.) 275a;
Hsch. A1488; Syn. X A173; Phot. A499; Sud. A723.

6 (275) ecx ayopawy. [

Apostrophe to mark elision is not written. D gloss £€cyev and Gyopdwv
separately on /1. 2.275. Ecye(v) is also glossed in P.Mich. inv. 2720 Fol. 5v, 22 (IL.
5.300), Ap.Soph. 78, 5, and Lex.Hom. £848; dyopdwv in Lex.Hom. a58 and *Hsch.
a719. Sch® (ex., Hrd.) 275b has <émecBéhov> Ecy’ Gyopdwv (cf. note at ii.3-4
above).

7(276) ou Bnv [

On account of the blank space following the reading, before the papyrus
breaks off, the lemma should have been o0 Orjv only, glossed in Hsch. 01613; oU 6rjv
pv is glossed in D on //. 2.276; Lex.Hom. 0316; Ep.Hom. 076; EGud 439, 46; EM
638, 16. Sch’ (ex., Ariston.) 276b' comments on o081y v TéALY.

8 (276) maA[v autiC
altic is restored in the lacuna on the basis of the entry in D on II. 2.276; the

expression is also glossed in Sch™ (Ariston.) 276a. méwv alone is glossed in Ap. 329,
13; Ap.Soph. 126, 26; Lex.Hom. n1; Hsch. ©190; EGud 449, 46, 50; EM 648, 20.

9-10 (276) ayn[vwp ---1|8adnc[

The indentation given to 10 indicates that the line contains part of the gloss
continuing from 9; the reading Badnc[ at 10 can be confidently restored as part of
auBadnc, found in most comparative testimonies, assuming that the word was split
between the lines.

D: &yrjvwp: alBadne, UBpictic (=I'), kai Bpacuc ZYQX. | &te 8¢ Snhol
[kai Q] tov Gvdpel ov ZQ; cf. on 1 398: dyrjvwp 8¢ viv 0 yav | avpei oc (=T'), ot
8¢ O aUBaEsNC, kai Unepridavoc ZYQXI'G (lemma ‘Gyrjvwp’ pro 8¢ QX) || Ap. 289,
19: Ayrjvwp y' - Gvopa kUptov (1. 4.467). kad TOv GvSpel ov (9.398). kai TtOv alBadn
(2.276). kai Unepridavov (Od. 2.103) || Ap.Soph. 7, 16: &yrjvwp: Arot Gyav
dvdpei oc, tic Avopéac éykelpévnc, A Otav aubddne kai UBpictric... || Lex.Hom.
a35: ayrfjvwp: albadnc, UBpictiic OSU, | A Gyav avdpei oc U || Sch.Gen. on 11. 9.699:
ayrjvwp] Gyav alBadne kai Unepdmnc, UBpLCtric, A O Gyamn@y tryv fvopénv f thy
avSpeiav || Hsch. a491: *ayrivwp- Unepripavoc vgE alBiadnc vgAb avdpeiocC .. nX
Kai Gvopa kuptov .. wZ || Ep.Hom. a72: Gyrjvwp: mapd t0 Qyav kai T dvrip yivetat
adydvwp... PO.
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11 apel

A small angular stroke, partly vanished, is visible in the upper part of the line,
immediately before alpha; if not accidental, it might be a small added letter: cf. those
written above 1.6, 1.13 and 1i.12. If this were correct, the shape of the stroke would be
compatible with either gamma or tau. The alignment on the left, corresponding to the
one given to the lemmata in the column, would suggest a lemma rather than a gloss
extending from the previous line. The text received and the variant readings
transmitted at this point, however, do not offer any lemma compatible with the
reading in the papyrus. It may be possible to hypothesise a mistake for Gua (281).*°
8o is glossed in D on /1. 1.417, 1.495, 2.281, 13.729; Sch” (Ep. Hom.) on /7. 1.251;
Hsch. a3386; Phot. a1095; Ep.Hom. a74; EGud 102, 7; EM 75, 8.

[vac.7lxo [

The writing at this point is smaller than elsewhere, and distance from the
preceding and the following line is very short: this indicates an interlinear addition. It
could be either an addition or modification of 12 below it, or the continuation of a
gloss from 11 above. A break in the fibres prevents us from ascertaining whether
letters are missing before the sequence chi-alpha. There would be space for one or
two letters. If it were a new lemma added between the lines, the sequence chi-alpha
would be incompatible with any reading in the text transmitted.

12 (291) avel[nBevta (. vinBévta)

If the lemma is correctly restored, the papyrus has a banal itacistic mistake: cf.
av[e]TnBévta in 3 West; JaveinBev[ in 689 West = P.Mich. inv. 3694. The reading
avinBévta véechau is transmitted in Sch® (ex.) 291¢-d, 854 West = Oxford, Sackler
Library 97/135 (ined.), h134 West, tt, Z (= D scholia), Q; avintn[ in West 2 = P.
Hawara (Bodl. Gr. class a.1 (P)). West prints Tavinfévta véecBaut and suggests dvin
T €vB4&de fcBau in the apparatus; dvin T £vO’' dvéyecBau is the emendation proposed
by Freytag, reported by West. Besides h134 West, Gvinbévta is glossed in D on /1.
2.291; *Hsch. a5193; Sud. a2463.

13 (291) vee[cOau

A curved stroke at full height, nearly faded, precedes the lemma: it could be a
deletion mark, as at ii.3. véecOau is glossed in h134 West; P.Oxy. LXVII 4631.21 on
1l. 2.84; Ap.Soph. 115, 4; Lex.Hom. v23; *Hsch. v200; Orion 112, 1; Syn. X c31;
Phot. v85; Sud. v133. D gloss oi kov 8¢ véecBat on 7. 2.290.

14 (295) ewv[atocC
gl vatoc is glossed in D on /1. 2.295; Lex.Hom. £117; *Hsch. €972; Ep.Hom.
€73; EGud 423, 7; EM 302, 1.

% See F.T. Gignac, A grammar of the Greek papyri of the Roman and Byzantine periods. Vol. I:
Phonology (Milan 1976) 280-282.
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15-20 The horizontal fibres are lost at this point; it is possible to estimate a
space of six lines missing before the papyrus breaks off. An upright survives at the
beginning of 16, then a diagonal connected with the base of a vertical is visible at 17,
plausibly nu. Part of a vertical line, gently curving at the foot, is extant on the baseline
at 18, perhaps the left foot of pi or efa. 19 has an oblique compatible with either the
left-hand side of alpha of the triangular shape or lambda; epsilon is recognisable at
the beginning of 20, followed by an upright stroke, possibly iota.

Image:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B9EpU{jfRstee GNDWnh6QONJcEE/view?usp=shari

ng
Caption: Cambridge University Library
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