This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of
to make the world’s books discoverable online.

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was nevel
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domair
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that’s often difficult to discover.

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book’s long journey fro
publisher to a library and finally to you.

Usage guidelines

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belon
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have take
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying.

We also ask that you:

+ Make non-commercial use of the fild&e designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these fil
personal, non-commercial purposes.

+ Refrain from automated queryirigo not send automated queries of any sort to Google’s system: If you are conducting research on m:
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encc
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help.

+ Maintain attributionThe Google “watermark” you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping ther
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it.

+ Keep it legalWhatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume |
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can’t offer guidance on whether any specific
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book’s appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in al
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe.

About Google Book Search

Google’s mission is to organize the world’s information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps
discover the world’s books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on
athttp://books.google.com/ |



http://books.google.com/books?id=EloBAAAAMAAJ

Digitized by GOOS[Q



5 v - Seera



7&%«. Twl D Troh Je T
DE 7. wu{
LYCOPHRONE BUPHRONI0 ERATOSTHENE

COMICORUM INTERPRETIBUS. X %¥

L70
DISSERTATIO %q}
INAUGURALIS PHILOLOGICA

QUAM
CONSENSU ET AUCTORITATE

AMPLISSIMI PHILOSOPHORUM ORDINIS

IN
ALMA LITTERARUM UNIVERSITATE

GRYPHISWALDENSI

AD
SUMMOS IN PHILOSOPHIA HONORES
RITE CAPESSENDOS
DIE XVI MENS. DECEMBR. HORA XI.
UNA CUM SENTENTIS CONTROVERSIS

PUBLICE DEFENDET
AUCTOR

CAROLUS E/%'[RECKER, Conl, 4

POM

ADVERSARII ERUNT:
G. KLINKE, SEM. REG. PHIL. ET THEOT. SOD. ORD.
C. REBLIN, SEM. REG. PHIL. ET THEOT. 80D. ORD.
W. SCHULZE, seM. BEG. PHIL. 80D. ORD.

GRYPHISWALDIAE, MDCCCLXXXIV.



745

S T~
(o fn

Pierer'sche Hofbuchdruckerei. Stephan Geibel & Co. in Altenburg.




um mihi proposui de Lycophrone, Euphronio, Eratosthene
C comicorum interpretibus disserere, rem sic instituendam
esse censui, ut primum paucis praemissis de scriptis horum
triumuirorum ad comoediam pertinentibus fragmenta eorum com-
pounerem. Atque cum Lycophronis et Euphronii fragmentis
Eratosthenica iam a G. Bernhardyo collecta (Eratosthenica,
Berolini 1822, p. 203—237) propterea consociaui, quod a
Lycophrone seiungi nequeunt ¢t nonnulla addere licet. Deinde
ex scriptis grammaticis ea quae ex horum libris originem
traxerunt quam locupletissime afferre studui, cum sic demum
eiusmodi fragmentorum collectiones fructuosas fore credendum
sit (cf. Naber, prol. p. 3). Ubi lexicographos non apposui,
ad locum non faciunt. Tum ex scholiorum farragine nonnulla,
quae sine auctoris nomine tradita operibus eorum aliqua cum
probabilitate attribui posse crederem, inserui selecta, ut hanc
quaestionem magis motam esse uelim quam confectam. Restant
enim permulta, in quibus haereas. Sed si omnino spes est
scholia nostra ad singulos auctores referri posse, hac uia pro-
cedendum esse arbitror.

I

ecrescente poesi Graeca cum temporum ratio magis magis-
D que eo deduceret, ut uiri docti intellegentes praeterlapso
tempore floris jam opus esse largos fructus horreis condere ad
studium litterarum sese conuerterent, comoedia Attica non ul-
timo loco habita est. Atque qui omnium doctrinarum princeps

et auctor est habendus Aristoteles, cun ne comoediae quidem
Strecker, Dissertatio. 1
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rebus deesset illustrandis, effecit ut discipulorum cohors, sicut
in ommibus magistri uestigia persequebatur, etiam comoediae
tractandae operam naunaret (cf. Meineke, hist. crit. p. 5 seq.).
Huc faciunt Aristotelis Nixa: Awvveiaxal et Aidaoxalio,
Dicaearchi opus negi povowm@y siue Adwovvoux@y Gydvawy ;
Theophrastus, Chamaeleo, Eumelus iustos libros megi xwu@diog
conscripserunt, Lynceus Samius de Menandro disseruit. Neque
ab Academicis haec studia plane neglecta esse testis est Diog.
Laert. IV 4, 23, Cratetem Atheniensem mortuum libros megi
xwpwdlog reliquisse tradens. KEtiam in Philochori libro megl
T@v Ao dydverv comoediae locum fuisse manifestum est
ex Athen XI p. 464 f. Docemur autem siue ipsis librorum
titulis siue fragmentorum indole hoc genus studiorum a gram-
matica doctrina longe alienum fuisse, cum ommnes in rebus
historicis et scenicis tractandis uersarentur, ab arte critica
factitanda et ipsis fabulis interpretandis se abstinerent.

Cuius rei magna mutatio inaugurata est, postquam egregia
Ptolemaei in litteras munificentia Alexandriae bibliotheca con-
dita est. Qua in bibliotheca cum libris undique terrarum con-
gestis inprimis uastam illam turbam ordinari necesse esset,
Lycophroni munus comoedias colligendi et digerendi mandatum
esse testatur I. T'zetza (prol. schol. Arist. ed. Keil Mus. Rhen.
n. 8. VI p. 110): AAé&avdgos 6 Altwhds xai Avxbgowy 6
Xarxdedg peyarodwglog (potius -luig) fagikexois ngorganévres
ITrorepatip 1@ Didadédgo Tos oxnyieis duwedioayro Bifhove —
Ar&oavdgog Bpdov T8 TERymd, Arxdqowy Te xepxd x.T. A
(cf. ibid. p. 117, schol. plaut. 9); quo munere ita functus est,
ut simul in amplo opere megi xwuwding, cuius nonus liber
excitatur (frag. 85), rationes huius rei exposuisse uideatur.
Cum autem recensionem comoediarum a Lycophrone factam
esse nullis testimoniis comprobetur, quaeritur quid illud Jewo-
ddoavro Tzetzae sibi uelit. Quod uocabulum cum uolgo de
arte critica in recensendis libris posita usurpetur, Keil (1. c.
p- 244) cum criticas editiones a Lycophrone et Alexandro ex-
hibitas esse ommi probabilitate careat, rem ita sibi fingit, ut
hos uiros cum in libris examinandis utrum a bono librario
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diligenter et polite an uitiose et ita ut nouum exemplar parari
oporteret scripti essent quaererent, non solum titulorum, sed
etiam ipsorum uerborum emendandorum occasione usos esse
statuat. Sed mihi ex Lycophronis quidem natura, qualem ex
fragmentis operis cognoscere licet, probatior est Wachsmuthii
sententia (Philol. XVI 653 not. 12) eum ne in singulis quidem
uerbis emendandis artem criticam sibi uindicasse. Recte igitur
auctorem scholii plautini Tzetzae uerba intellexisse puto, cum
dicat ,Graecae artis poeticos Jibros in unum collegerunt et in
ordinem redegerunt, Alexander e.c.t.“ Contra in uoluminibus
ordine disponendis ut res bene eis cederet facere non poterant
quin singulis uwoluminibus quae cuiusque poetae opera con-
tinerent inscriberent, ut quod postea Callimachus excoluit at-
que perfecit, eius prima fundamenta iecerint (cf. Wachsmuth
L c. p. 662). Quibus ex studiis orta esse uidetur Lycophronis
de Archestrati carminis inscriptione obseruatio frag. 191).
Quodsi igitur de hac Lycophronis opera in uoluminibus
ordinandis posita minus certa statui possunt, paullo uberiora
sunt, quae de ipso opere megi xwuwdiug sciamus?); in quo
cum praeter Aristophanem Pherecratis (frag. 85), Cratini (frag.
25), Epilyci (frag. 26) fabulae tractatae sint, omnes ueteris
comoediae poetas locum habuisse opinor. Argumentum autem
tale fere fuisse uidetur, ut in ipsa interpretatione summum
studium positum esset, subiunctis aliis, quae in uniuersum de
comoediae rebus agerent. In quibus de ipsis poetarum fabulis
disputatum esse ab eo, qui in congerendis fabulis occupatus
esset probabile est. Ex proemio fortasse naturam et indolem
comoediae disceptante depromptam esse crediderim narratiunculam

1) Cum Archestrati ratio materiae tractandae parodica fuerit,
fortasse hinc concludere licet parodos cum comicis coniuhctos esse
cf. Athen. I 5b — xal ‘Hyjuov ¢ Gdoos o Emuxdndeis ¢axij, ov
)] Goyaly xouediy Twis dvrartovet.

?) Unde Uilloisonus anecd. Gr. II 185 in scholiis Homericis:
Marcianis Avxdggove 1OV yoayavre ta Toaypdovusve laudari dicat
nondum comperi.

l.
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de Antiphane (frag. 13). Id genus quaestionum, quod imitatur
Athenaeus, nod factor me@rov xeitar, ab eo tractatum esse
docet frag. 7. Neque rem metricam neglectam esse ostendere
uidetur peruersa annotatio de wuersu spondiaco (frag. 12).
Intellegimus autem ex huius loci natura a libro #. xwu. quam
maxime alieni, frustra esse si quis certiora de operis disposi-
tione statuere uelit.

Maior operis pars in ipsa interpretatione uersata esse ui-
detur, atque hanc glossographice institutam fuisse illustrat frag.
85. Avxdpowy 0 & T@ it m. x. mogadéuevos 10 Dege-
xpdrovs xal adrds elval gmor yévos xbhixog Ty Aemootiv, ex
quo colligitur, non ad singulas fabulas interpretationem ac-
commodatam fuisse, sed singulas glossas explicatas testimoniis
appositis munitas esse, Si igitur nobis sumimus, quod cum
per se sit probabile Zenodoti exemplo affirmatur (cf. Pluygers,
Mnemos. I 48), has glossas xar& ovoiyeiov dispositas fuisse,
manifestum est, cam nono libro uoces littera A incipientes ex-
plicatae sint, opus nouem librorum spatium longe excessisse.

Sed haec omnia nimis incerta; transeo igitur ad demon-
strandum, quid in interpretatione comicorum praestiterit Lyco-
phro, In his autem ne iniuste iudicemus considerandum est
quibus conditionibus ad haec studia accesserit. Atque maximis
impedimentis tunc temporis perstrictum fuisse si quis comoediae
operam impenderet quis non intellegat? Scatebant sane co-
moediae tot facetiis et irrisionibus quas qui non ciuis Atheniensis
aut rerum Atticarum peritissimus esset omnino intellegere non
posset, et usque eo refertae erant uocabulis a comico quoque
lepide fictis siue ex uolgari sermone Atheniensium depromptis,
quorum magna pars uoluentibus annis plane euanuisset, ut
haud exiguis studiis ei opus esset, qui Alexandriae has res
subiret tractandas. Unde autem sumpsisse putemus Lycophro-
nem hanc scientiam? Glossarum explicatio ab Homeri carmi-
nibus orta quamuis ante tempora eius diligenter exercita esset
(cf. Meier, op. II 10 seq. Lehrs, Arist. p. 42 seq. Nauck,
Mus. Rhen. n. s. VI 332. Aristoph. Byz. p. 73 seq.), tamen
ad Atticam comoediam hand ita multum ualebat. Sed etiamsi
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nonnulla ex his studiis in suum usum conuertere licuerit Lyco-
phroni, quantum ex fragmentis diiudicari potest, ommino non
circumspexisse uidetur, unde auxilia sibi pararet, ut haud in-
epte ad eum referre mihi uidear, quod Lehrsius de glosso-
graphis illis dicit (p. 44), eos sic in explicandis uocibus ho-
mericis uersatos esse, ut omni doctrinae apparatu destituti non
locorum comparatione sensum uocabulorum exquirerent, sed
quidquid primum intuentibus sensus flagitare uideretur, id pro
interpretatione arriperent. (Amplam eiusmodi interpretationum
collectionem habes apud Lehrsium 1. ¢. et Nauckium prol. J1. II
p- Vseq.). Non multum sane ab his distat ratio Lycophronis,

qui loci cuiusque natura commotus interpretatus sit xdoxogog.

esse Iydddiby T, dognnords esse doiorov, ceAdileodan
YeAdileoFar. Quae cum ita sint haud sine causa alias eius-
modi explicationes sine auctoris nomine traditas eidem tribuere
mihi uideor; nam plane eundem interpretandi modum redolet,
ut unum exemplum afferam, schol. Av. 14 (frag. 110) alvat
éldog dgvéov. Ratiocinabatur interpres rerum Atticarum im-
peritissimus: 6 mwoaxomdAni aves uendidit, mwleiv est uen-
dere, igitur 7iva& est Ggveov. Uidetur mihi haec leuitas solo
inter comicorum enarratores Lycophrone digna esse.

Quae cum ita essent fieri non poterat quin successores
acerbissime eum castigarent. In quibus primum-locum tenet
Eratosthenes, Lycophroni tam diligenter aduersatus, ut saepe
utriusque . explicationes coniunctae occurrant (cf, Schmidt, Did.
p- 42. Bernh. p. 204). Ab Aristophane Lycophronis opus
lectum esse docere uidetur frag. 85; idem fortasse de Euphro-
nio statui potest (cf. v. Wilamov. de Lye. Alex. p. 4). Ab
Erathostene si quae derelicta erant Diodorus confecisse uidetur,
quem fustum librum npdg Advxdppove scripsisse Athen. XI
478 b. (frag. 76) testatur. Si igitur Diodori obseruationes ita
excitantur, ut alteri opinioni oppositae sint, uerisimile est hanc
Lycophronis esse. Ultimam denique plagam Heracleo ei in-
iecisse uidetur (frag. 134). Nullo igitur iure Bernhardyus
p- 217 eumque secutus Gerhardius (de Aristarcho Aristoph.
interprete p. 18) contendunt notitiam Lycophronis operis per

-
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solum Eratosthenem propagatam esse. Imo uero cum dubi-
tari non possit quin a multis aliis lectum sit, cur ab ipso Di-
dymo adhibitum esse negemus (cf. Naber prol. p. 13)? Iam
confer frag. 25

’Eoatoadévng — vy A& | didvuos 0¢ T adre elmiy
dyvoeiv gror Avxdqoove: T@y | nogoarideron (v¢) Avxégpgo-
y6Q *. 7. A, vog oltwg Eyovra.

Didymum Lycophronis uerba ex Eratosthene hausisse nullo
modo concludi potest; uerbum autem nagariPerar ostendere
uidetur Didymum Lycophronis explicationem non Eratostheni
debuisse, sed ex ipso Lycophronis libro exhibuisse. Eadem
res est in frag. 134. Quid? Uera Lycophronis doctrina frag.
85 num Eratosthenis impugnationi debetur? Quae cum ita
sint non est cur cum Gerhardio nimis honeste de Lycophronis
meritis iudicemus, qui cum persuasum habeat ea tantum Lyco-
phronis fragmenta seruata esse, in quibus seuerum oppugna-
torem nactus sit Eratosthenem, Aristophanem grammaticum
multa docte et sollerter excogitata huic auctori debuisse putat.
Contra prorsus cum Nabero p. 65 facio post editos Didymi
commentarios uix quemquam Lycophronis opus legisse statuente,
nam disputatio de prouerbio Agyy Sxvoie (Eust. 782, 52),
qua nisus Rindfleischius (de Pausan. et Ael. Dionys. lexicis
- thetor. p. 18) Schmidtium (Did. p. 54) secutus Pausaniam
Lycophronis opus legisse contendit, ad Alexandram pertinet
v. 1322 seq. (cf. schol. vet. v. 1326). Porphyriam autem
(frag. 12) ipsum illius libro usum esse uix credi potest.
Postremo num Philemo (frag. 36) ex ipso Lycophronis libro
sua hauserit temporum ratione habita ualde dubito 8).

Haud ita multum igitur utilitatis Lycophro hig studiis a
se incohatis attulit; longe eum laude doctrinae superauit, quem
hoc in genere ei successisse puto Euphronius. Hunc praeter
Aristophanis fabulas Cratinum (frag. 107), Phrynichum (frag.41),

®) Miro errore Villoisonus anecd. Gr. IL. 136 ex Porphyrii uer-
bis (Schrader I p. 287) hunc Philemonem coaeuum Alexandro Magno
fuisse statuit. Est 6 Korvels ‘Ai¢5avdpos.
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Metagenis Auras ab Aristagora retractatas (hist. crit. p. 220.
frag. 84) interpretatum esse fragmenta docent. Quod “atrum
iusto libro - mepi xwu@ding an commentariis fecerit discerni
nequit. '

Cum autem de huius hominis unita et aetate usque eo
dissentiant uiri docti, ut alii eum primo p. Chr. saeculo, alii
tertio a. Chr. uixisse contendant, hanc quaestionem paucis re-
tractandam esse credo. Quae primum mota est a. 1838, cum
O. Schneiderus (de vet. in Arist. schol. font. p. 87, p. 74 not.)
commotus ni fallor scholio Av. 1379 Euphronium inter Didymi
et Athenaei aetatem fuisse statuerit, R. Schmidtius (de Calli-
strato Aristophaneo p. 21) ex Suidae uerbis 24giwsropdyne Bu-
Lavriog — padnrig — dovvolov tob “ldufov xai Edgeovida
700 Kogwdiov % Zixvwviov hunc Euphronidam Aristophanis
magistrum non diuersum esse coniecerit ab Euphronio comi-
corum enarratore. Quam sententiam sibi probatam paullulum
immutauit Nauckius (Arist. Byz. p. 2 seq.), qui comparato
Athenaeo VI 241 e. Mdbywy 6 xwupdiwonods 6 Koglviog
pwév 3 Soevdvios yevbuevogs — xai Oiddoxados yevbuevos T@v
xatt xwuwdlay peg@y Aptopdrovs To¥ youpuatixod summa
cum probabilitate apud Suidam scribendum esse ‘iudicauit xui
Edgoovida vov . . . (xei Mdywrog tod) Kogwdiov 3 Sixvw-
vlov. Hanc sententiam non infringunt Gerhardius p. 2 et Bern-
hardyus (hist. litt. Gr.2 IIa 669) Euphronium inter Aristarchi
discipulos numerantes#). Contra R. Schmidtii coniecturam ac-
cepit M. Schmidtius (Did. p. 294) et stabilire studuit. Atque
paene extra dubitationem poni credo nerum uidisse R. Schmidtium
coniunctis Strabonis et schol. Hephaest. testimoniis (cf. Bergk,
anth. lyr.? p. XCII). Notum est uiros doctos aetatis Alexan-

4) Modo mihi allata est disputatio Blaui ,,de Aristarchi discipulis®
inscripta, qui p. 68 seq. Euphronium Aristarchi discipulum fuisse
euincere studet. Sed ut cetera- omittam, quae Schmidtii sententiam
non refellunt, quidni schol. Vesp. 696 (frag. 57), quo maximo utitur
argumento, interpretemur ,Euphronius dicit locum a se signo notatum
esse, quia e.c.t. ? cf. p. 10.
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drinae ita litteris operam dedisse, ut et in rebus grammaticis
diligenter uersarentur et ipsi carmina facerent. Si igitur iure
Euphronium huic aetati reddimus, mirum sane esset, si ille ab
hac consuetadine recessisset. Et amplexus est utrumq-ue genus
studiorum. Exstat apud Strabonem VIII 382 6 v Jlgiwinewo
noujoag Edgodviog, qui cum aperte non diuersus sit ab Eupho-
rione Chersonesita priapeorum poeta ab Hephaestione p. 64
(Gaisf.2) laudato, Meinekius (ad Euphor. p. 5. Anal. Alex. p. 345)
Straboni nomen Euphorionis restituendum esse iudicavit; qui
quidem cum omnes Strabonis codices in lectione Edqodviog
consentiant cumque Euphorio Chersonesita ceteroquin plane
ignotus sit, ipse hanc emendationem in dubium uocauit (addend.
p. 406). Jam uero tertio saeculo Euphronium aliquem exstitisse
docet schol. Heph. p. 57 &g & tijg ITherddog] — “Oumeos, —
xal Sweideog, xui Avxbgowy, xut Aréavdpog, xui Alavriddrg,
xat Sworpdvrs, xai Dikioxog. Ubi addit cod. 8. Twés drri Tod
Alwvtiddov xui Sworgdvors diovveiddny xai Edgodviov T
II\&dde ovvrdrrovew?®). Atque ne dubites confer schol. Heph.
p. 64 Igidneov 0¢ éxrn 9, énedy; Edgpogiwy 6 yoapupuatixds
i t@v IMvokepaivy &v Alegoavdo(el) o Eooyev el Ilginmov
Todo 10 pérpov. — Iotéov 0¢ Gt1 TodTOV TOD Edogiwvog yéyovev
dxgoutic Aoloctagyoc 6 yoouuatixds, od pbvov Ageoto-
pévryc 6 Bvldvriog (Bergk, rod rod Bularriov cod., Agwro-
gdvorg t0¥ Buvlavtiov Westph.). Iam reputa Euphorionem
Chersonesitam plane ignotum esse, Euphronium inter pliadis
auctores. receptum fuisse; aetate Ptolemaeorum KEuphronium
quendam siue Euphorionem priapea scripsisse, eundem gram-
maticum et Aristophanis Aristarchique magistrum appellari:
nonne res paene certa esse uidetur?

Atque etiam quae de huius Chersonesitae aetate Meinekius
(Anal. p. 345) ex uersibus seruatis enucleauit, ad Euphronium
perbene quadrant, siquidem eum circa initium regni Ptolemaei
Philopatoris (OL CXL) fuisse coniecit. Quae autem Chersonesus

5) Unde Bergkius coniecit schol. Heph. p. 58 pro nomine Alay-
11édng in E. 8. omisso Evgdreos restituendum esse.
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patria_intellegenda sit quamquam dubium est, tamen magis
probata mihi est Meinekii opinio (p. 342) Chersonesum urbem
illam Aegyptiacam esse, quam Bergkii (p. XCIII) qui, cum
Suidae -Edggovida 108 Kogwdiov # Swxvwviov integrum esse
putet, hanc Chersonesum promontorium agri Corinthiaci esse
credit, nam mirum esset, si inter Aristophanis magistros duo
exstitissent, qui dubii utrum Corinthii an Sicyonii essent. Erat
igitur Euphronius poeta Alexandrinus haud ignobilis, quem
praeter carmina priapea fabulas scenicas conscripsisse inde in-
tellegitur, quod a nonnullis inter poetas pliadis numerabatur,
Utrum autem tragoedias an comoedias scripserit, quam alteram
in sententiam Bergkius inclinat, quia studia eius ad comoediam
conuersa fuerint, non minus dubium est; nam ex studiorum
grammaticornm indole poeticae rationem colligere non licere
Lycophronis exemplum demonstrat, qui ipse quidem tragicus
poeta comoediae studium impertiebat. Ideo reicienda uidetur
Bergkii coniectura Euphronium non diuersum esse ab Eupbrone
poeta comico illius aetatis, praesertim cum in Euphronis frag-
mentis semper nominis forma E#gpowy, semel Edpogiwy (Athen.
XI 503 a), nunquam Edggdreog occurrat.

Cum hac temporis definitione bene conuenit natura Euphro-
nianae doctrinae. Nam licet Gerbardius p. IV Aristarchum ab
Euphronio in studiis comicis longe superatum esse credat, in-
sunt in fragmentis haud pauca, quae a Lycophronis temeritate
haud multum distent, quem tam pueriliter munere interpretis
functum esse uidimus, ut saepe non satis perspecta loci cuius-
que natura quod sibi maxime aptum uideretur, id sine ulla
dubitatione pro interpretatione apponeret. Ex Avium versu 998
Mérwy, bv oldev ‘Edrés yd xohwvés Euphronius conclusit Me-
tonem Coloni natum esse (frag. 94), ex Av. 765 mdanog esse
bgvedv o (frag. 104), cf. frag. 83, 65 al. Quid quod Euphro-
nius saepe ita cum Callistrato consociatus procedit, ut uterque
idem prodat (frag. 102) aut Callistrati uerior doctrina Euphro-
nianae peruersae opponatur cf. frag. 94, 129. Unde uerisimile
fit Euphronii librum a Callistrato ut Lycophronis ab Eratosthene
lectum et emendatum esse.
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Sed ut in his cum Lycophrone comparandus est Euphro-
nius, ita in aliis longe illo praestantior fuit. Cum enim ille
tam angustis finibus sese continuerit, ut suis ipsius quamuis
tenuibus uiribus confisus ommia subsidia interpretationis asper-
naretur, Euphronius diligenter aliorum copias, si quid adiumenti
inde accipere liceret, perscrutatus esse uidetur. Atque Lyco-
phronis librum ab eo lectum esse probabile est. Erat autem
tum Homeri interpretatio Zenodoti industria maxime exculta,
ex qua, quamquam a comoediae ratione abhorrebat, tamen non-
nulla in suum usum uertere posset interpres comicorum. Quod
studiorum genus arripuisse et suam quasi normam fecisse Eu-
phronium testimonio est frag. 87, quo docemur eum dubium
de significatione uocabulorum Zimagoi nddegc ad Homeri inter-
pretes confugisse et quae apud illos inuenerat eorum auctoritate
retulisse. Eodem modo ad Homeri interpretes reuocamur
frag. 57, cuius doctrinam ex ‘commentariis Homericis sumptam
esse, cum Euphronii studiorum Homericorum nusquam mentio
fiat, docent schol. A4 34, ¥ 693. Ex his studiis notitiam
signorum criticorum tunc temporis haud ita usitatorum habuisse
uidetur, nam obelum quidem iam a Zenodoto usurpatum esse
constat (cf. Diintzer, de Zenod. stud. Hom. p. 85. Nauck,
Arist. Byz. p. 16). Quae eum ita sint magnam partem ex-
plicationum in scholiis Aristophaneis, quae ex commentariis
homericis petitae sunt, ab Fuphronio allatam esse credo.

Sed etiamsi nonnulla ex aliis fontibus promere poterat, in
plerisque ad rem non faciebant. Atque in his summae laudi
ei tribuendum est, quod Lycophronis angustos fines longe
transgressus bene intellecta comicorum ratione diligenter paro-
dias atque facetias detegere studebat, ut etiam nonnunquam
plus quam ipsi uoluerant in eis inuenisse uideatur (cf. frag. 116),
Atque quam late patuerint studia eius pauca fragmenta satis
demonstrant; Alcmanis (frag. 67) Bacchylidis (frag. 27), fortasse
Hipponactis (144), Hesiodi (146), Callimachi (71) carmina ab
eo lecta esse uidemus; neque minus tragicorum fabulas, quippe
qui nunquam mnon a comicis irriderentur euoluisse uidetur
(frag. 99). In historiam litterarum eum inquisiuisse docet
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fra.g.‘ 77, quod quamuis falsum, cum aliquid ueritatis in se
habeat, de suo promere non poterat.

Num notitia rerum publicarum Atticarum tam instructus fuerit,
quam frag, 40, 64 ostendere uidentur, sciri nequit; poterat hane
doctrinam ex ipsis fabulis collegisse, quod ab eo.factum esse ex
falsis eiusmodi explicationibus uelut frag. 65,103,116 uerisimile fit.

.Sed non solum ea proferebat, quae ad comoedias bene
intellegendas usui essent, sed etiam de rebus mere grammaticis
hic illic disputabat (cf. frag. 57). Singulari autem diligentia
dialectos Doricam et Atticam comparasse uidetur (frag.31,67),
ut poetis Doricis egregium studium dederit necesse sit. Quodsi
consideras Aristophanem lexeis Atticas et Laconicas pr0pri¢;
libello composuisse (Nauck p. 181), in promptu est opinari
hoc genus studiorum a magistro incohatum perfectum esse a
maiore discipulo. '

Quae cum ita sint cum Euphronius, quamquam in pleris-
que multum si Lycophronem comparas profecit, tamen in aliis
egregie lapsus sit, factum est, ut ne ei quidem acerbi aduer-
sarii deessent. Quorum princeps est Callistratus, qui cum per-
saepe cum Euphronio coniungatur, quin illius librum diligenter
legerit dubitari non potest; sed quamquam plurimos eius errores
perstrinxit, tamen lenius in magistrum Aristophanis egisse ui-
detur, siquidem nunquam tam grauiter in eum inuehitur, quam
Eratosthenes in Lycophronem, ut etiam autoschediasma eius
suum fecerit frag. 102. Multo difficilior aduersarius ei erat
Didymus ipse, acerrimis uerbis- uelut zofito uév odv eddog
frag. 94, Todro urdnore ioyedluorar frag. 71. Audgrvga O¢
dugbrega frag. 116. odx for. J¢ frag. 65. odx &b frag. 84 eum
perstringens, quae a Didymo ipso profecta esse in frag. 94, 65
pro certo affirmari potest. Sed ne Didymum quidem omnes
Euphronii obseruationes reiecisse apparet ex frag. 78, ubi quod
Didymus incaute arripuisse uidetur, a Symmacho, quem quidem
notitiam Euphronii per solum Didymum habuisse credendum
est, ita respuitur, ut Euphronius ipse falsae doctrinae auctor,
non Didymus castigetur (Schmidt p. 295). A quibus aliis gram-
maticis Euphronii liber lectus sit certo diiudicari nequit.
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Atque si tempus eius recte statuimus, Eratostheni fere aequalis
erat; cuius libri 7. xwuwdieg cum non uno tempore emolgati
esse uideantur (cf. p. 13), in supremis quidem libris, qua erat
Eratosthenes sedulitate, Euphronii rationem habitam esse pro-
babile est. Aristophanem in scholis Euphronii magistri opus
adhibuisse quamquam nusquam traditur suspicandum est, eoque
probabilior fit suspicio, quod Callistratus Aristophaneus Euphro-
nii uestigiis instat. Idem fortasse de Artemidoro Aristophaneo
siue Pseudaristophaneo sumere licet ex frag. 147. Si uere
dicitur etiam Aristarchus Euphronii discipulus (cf. p. 8), hunc
quoque illius librum legisse probabile est. Quod autem frag.
107 Seleucus Aristarcheus cum Euphronio coniungitur num inde
concludere fas sit Selencum Euphronio oblocutum esse dubito.
Certior sane est opinio Chaeridem in hoc numero ponendum
esse, qui frag. 65 Euphronii imprudentem explicationem pro-
bauerit. Qui denique Antipater ille sit frag. 77 una cum
Euphronio laudatus et uter ab utro pendeat nescio ®). Cum in
Euphronii libro multae de dialecto Dorica doctae et indoctae
obseruationes fuerint, Tryphonem, quem Aristophanis Byzantii
quidem - copias adiisse constat, in libro megi Jwoiéwy Jradéxrov
conflando nonnulla Euphronio debuisse credibile est; sed quod
Hes. s. v. gagavlc pro Tryphonis nomine Euphronium sub-
stituendum esse putat Schmidtius (Did. p. 295), probari uix
potuerit.

Cum hoc modo studium comoediae per Euphronium haud
mediocriter auctum esset, tertius exstitit qui primus ratione et
uia haec studia sustinuit Eratosthenes. Qui Callimachi in or-
dinanda bibliotheca Alexandrina successor (Mus. Rhen. VI,
p. 117) cum ad antiquam comoediam tractandam aspiraret,
amplissimo opere meg! xwuwding siue mepi doyuing xwuwdiog
munere critici et interpretis insigni diligentia et successu functus
est. Cuius quidem operis, ex quo liber duodecimus excitatur
(frag. 47) quae fuerit dispositio, cum raro librorum numerus

%) 8i uere traditur in cod. V. w¢ Edggovios, Antipatrum Euphro-
nio antiquiorem fuisse statuendum est.
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afferatur, nescimus. Cum autem in tertio libro de Ranarum
lIoco egerit (frag. 109), in septimo de Pherecratis Metallensibus
(frag. 93), in octauo fortasse de Lysistrata (frag. 132), in nono
de Avibus (frag. 59) et incerti comici loco (frag. 119), in un-
decimo de Cratino (frag. 25), in duodecimo de quaestione
grammatica (frag. 47), iure statuere uidetur Bernhardyus
(p. 204) singulos operis libros nullo interiore argumenti uin-
culo conexos diunersis temporibus publici iuris factos esse.
Difficillima autem quaestio est de libro qui inscriptus erat
*doyivextonnds (frag. 17, 60). Etenim quamquam suo iure
Bernhardyus doctrinam aedificia struendi hoc libro expositam
fuisse negauit, sed architectonicum non diuersum esse statuit a
scenographico commemorato a Polluce X 1. ’Evéruydv mote Sefhicy
Tov Eevoghivros ‘Inmuxdy &myeiodae Ayovrr. Edeww §° évé-
potos xploer todiro Aéyew 'Egutoocdévny &v Ty Suevoyoopexd,
i\ ¢ pot Laretv 10 tod "EgutosFévovs Bifhiov did 70 mooou-
yoydv Tiig yofoews. ‘Q 8” ebgov ubhig, 0ddév elyev v Fhmlov,
tamen quod ipse profert, commentariis in poetarum interpreta-
tione uersatis alios subiunctos fuisse subsidia rei scenicae dis-
ceptantes, quorum prior, architectonicus inscriptus, de theatro
histrionumque uestitu et similibus, alter de arte et rebus histrio-
num gestis egerit, omnibus testibus caret. Quamquam enim
etiam de his rebus Eratosthenem egisse ut ex rei natura ne-
cessarium est, ita fragmentis (3,.100) comprobatur, tamen
architectonicus huc non pertinet. Imo fragmenta aperte de-
monstrant hune librum in modum onomasticorum compositum
fuisse, quorum rationes ex Polluce nouimus (quod iam intel-
lexit Rohde, de Poll. in scen. app. enarr. font. p. 23),
qua in re ei praecesserant Democritus et Gorgias (Meier,
op. II, p. 16). Quae cum ita sint hoc onomasticum 2Agy:-
zextovindg inscriptum fuisse minime mihi persuaserim, sed cum
hic titulus libro qui de compositione instrumentorum, uelut de
partibus aratri (frag. 17) egerit, bene conueniat, non autem
onomastico, in quo etiam de aliis rebus, uelut de uestimentis
(frag. 125) disputatum esse uerisimile est, architectonicum partem
.onomastici fuigse credo, cuius alia quaedam pars-fuerit sceuo-
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graphicus, Pollucis libro X respondens. Quamquam in re tam
incerta non obstiterim, si quis totius operis titulum sceuographi-
cum fuisse contendat. Quaeritur autem, num hoc onomasticum
omnino ad opus 7, . pertineat; fragmenta enim seruata (17,
39, 60) ita comparata sunt, ut unitae cotidianae instrumenta
enarrari uideantur, ipsius autem comoediae nulla mentio fiat.
Facile igitur singularem quendam librum ab opere =, x. se-
iunctum intellegas. Sed cum disputatio de uoce owvpn (125)
in scholiis Aristophaneis seruata dubitari non possit quin ex
onomastico originem duxerit, adhibitam saltem esse hoc opus
Eratosthenis in scholiis conflandis apparet. Fortasse igitur res
ita se habet, ut Kratosthenes uocabula, quae ex uita cotidiana
desumpta apud comicos nunquam non occurrerent, hoc ono-
mastico composuerit, de singularibus autem uerbis aliisque de
rebus ut quaeque ad singulas fabulas pertinuerint disputauerit,

Alterum librum quem sibi fingit Bernhardyus histrionicum,
qui de arte et rebus histrionum gestis egerit, ex fragmentis
non elicias, nam de Polo disputata quouis alio loco exstitisse
possunt. Quod autem huic libro attribuit schol. Vesp. 579
Symmacho debetur.

Dubium autem est quo duo libri grammatici Eratosthenis
referendi sint, quorum testis est Clem. Alex. I 365 P. 24moA-
Addwgog dé 6 Kruaiog modrog tod xgurixod elomyroaro tod-
voua xal yoouuetixds meoonyogetdy. Evior 0¢ *Egarosdévy
10y Kvgmvaidy qugt, imedy eédwxey odvog Bifrlo 0do youp-
pnotixe émeygdyus. Frustra Bernbh. p. X. Clementem erroris
insimulat, nam grammaticae definitio (schol. Dionys. Thrac. Bekk.
An. p. 725, Villois. An. Gr. II 172) 89ev odx dnd oxonoed
xai (grolv 6 cogoc Villois.) *Egutocdévng égn, §te yoapuurixg
oty Eig muvredlc v yoduuact, yoduuare xuA@dv To ovy-
yodppate procul dubio ex his libris grammaticis desumnpta est;
quam cur Bernh. proemio operis 7. x. attribuat non assequor.
Eisdem libris grammaticis deberi censeo, quae Varro de ser-
mone latino (Wilmanns p. 190. Gramm. lat. Keil IV p. 530)
ex Eratosthene affert  hanc enim (sc. flexam) flecti non uno
modo omnes putauerunt, Eratosthenes ex parte priore acuta
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in grauem posteriorem, Theodorus autem aliquando etiam ex
graui in acutiorem excendere. Ceterum Varro in utramque
partem moueri arbitratur¥, quamquam Wilmannsius p., 61 ad
librum musicam uel mathematicum refert. Eratosthenem ma-
gistrum sequi uidetur Aristophanes Byz., (apud Arcad. 188.
1—5, Nauck p. 13 seq.) neque dissentit scholiasta Dion. Thrac.
B. An. p. 756, 21; cf. ibid. 1159 ¢, Herodian. I 10, 13.
Consideranti autem Eratosthenem in duodecimo libro operis
(frag. 47) quaestionem mere grammaticam tractauisse, librorum
grammaticorum ceteroquin uestigium non esse, in promptu est
suspicari duos libros grammaticos non minus atque onomasti-
cum partem operis megi xwudluc fuisse.

Omni* probabilitate cassum est, quod Stiehlius (Philol.
suppl. II 456) sibi fingit opus Eratosthenis de Homero, unde
sumpta fuerit obseruatio de duali (frag. 35), nam Euseb. praep.
ev. X p. 492 a. [Eratosthenis chronographica respicit (Bernh.
p. 240). Quod autem Eratosthenes in hac obseruatione uer-
sum Homeri excitauit, inde non magis colligenda est inter-
pretatio Homeri, quam ex frag. 9 interpretatio Hesiodi, uel ex
frag. 66 interpretatio Euripidis. Ceterum ne dubites confer
Et. m. 280, 28, ,

Quodsi aliqua cum probabilitate Eratosthenis onomasticum
et libros grammaticos ad opus megi xwuwding retulisse mihi
uideor, iam quomodo reliquae operis partes constitutae fuerint,
utrum proprio libello de rebus Atticis publicis et priuatis, de
rebus scenicis et historicis egerit an interpretatio ad singulas
fabulas accommodata fuerit, in medio relinquendum est. Transeo
igitur ad demonstrandum quantum Eratosthenis opere studium
comoediae profecerit. Atque si quaeris quae praesidia ei praesto
fuerint, ex Lycophronis libro uix multa utilia sumere potuit.
Num Euphronii opus habuerit dubium est. In rebus historicis
eum didascaliis et scriptis historicorum usum esse frag. 97, 38,
48 al. docent. Peripateticorum scripta ab eo lecta esse pu-
tandum est (frag. 48), Theophrasti historiam plantarum (frag. 16)
ad uerbum transscripsit. Porro Homerum Hesiodum Archi-
lochum, tragicos al. studio amplexus est, Omnia igitur, quae
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usui esse possent, summa industria contulit; sed in uniuersum
aestimanti eum plurima suo ingenio debere manifestum est.
Atque primum quidem artem criticam ad comoediarum uerba
constituenda adhibitam, quae a Lycophrone et Euphronio plane
omissa erat, primus factitasse uidetur. Quamquam enim notum
est primam iustam comicorum recensionem Aristophani tribui
(Nauck p. 63), tamen iam Eratosthenem, etsi editionem ad
normam codicum accommodatam non fecisse uidetur, de uerbis
constituendis curasse demonstrari arbitror frag. 149. — ’*Ega-
To0}évng 08 T@y wevdarTn@y Twag yodgey gl Td Wigw
(Dind. z@» ywijpwy vulg. 7@ & wige V. 76 yige Fritzsch.
an ov yigov?) Aefuv, va xei T4 nemdaoubva dodpata,
& olg 10 magdnay Todto ARyvénrar, doxij uy oedvhotxicFar
Quem locum secus ac uiri docti (Bernh. p. 224, Fritzsch.
Ran. p. 377) intellego, Eratosthenem dixisse nonnullos ev-
duttixodg in hoc Ranarum uersu consulto formam male Aftti-
cam scripsisse, ut spuria dramata talibus uitiis deformata hoc
Ranarum loco defenderentur. Quos autem grammaticos Fritz-
schius intellegat, cum ante Eratosthenem nulla editio facta sit,
obscurum est. Imo Eratosthemes compluria exemplaria Rana-
rum fabulae adbibuit, ut ex comparatis uariis lectionibus ueram
scripturam eliceret; in quo quod librariorum negligentia fac-
tum erat ad consilium aliquod referebat. His collationibus ita
usus esse uidetur, ut non editionem curaret, sed in commen-
tariis quod uerum sibi uideretur annotaret. Acerrime autem
inquirebat in fabulas, num iure auctori cuique tribuerentur; in
quo quas rationes secutus sit docent frag. 149, 46. A dia-
lecto enim Attica diligenter obseruata si in fabulis quibusdam
recedi uideretur, hoc pro indicio habebat fabulas esse sﬁpposi-
ticias, Quibus aliisque de causis Pherecratis Metallenses Nico-
macho tribuebat (frag. 93. hist. crit. 69 seq. Bergk, comment.
d. c. A. rel. p. 298). Cumn igitur de pluribus Pherecratis fa-
bulis antiquitus dubitatum sit, Meinekius optimo iure ab Era-
tosthene hanc dubitationem motam esse coniecit. Atque de
eisdem Metallensibus suspicionem apponit Athen. XV, 685 a.
Eidem Nicomacho Pherecratis Chironem attribuisse uidetur
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(Athen. VIII 364a, IX 368 b, 388 f. XIV 653 e, schol. Ran.
1308, hist. crit. p. 75). Pherecratis fabulam fyxdol Strattidi
tribuit (Athen. VI 248¢, X 415¢, XV 685b, hist. crit. 69,
224), Pherecratis Persae sine auctoris nomine in dubium uo-
cantur (Athen. III 78d, XI 502a, XV 685a, schol. Ran. 362
hist. crit. 70). ,

Cum crisis dramatum Pherecratis probabiliter ad Era-
tosthenem referatur, etiam quod de aliorum fabulis dubitabatur,
cum Meinekio Eratostheni deberi censeo. Atque Magneti ser-
uatas fabulas abiudicatas esse testatur Athen. XIV 646e cf.
hist. crit. p. 31, p. 535, 23. De Chionidis fabula ITrwyol cf.
Athen. IV 137e, X1V 638d. Ad. eiusdem iudicium refero
quod de fabula, quae inscripta erat JI6Aets, Athen. IIT 86 e,
IV 140a indicat. Neque non de Antea comoedia dubii erant
grammatici (Athen. XIIT 567c, hist. crit. 250)., De Platonis
fabula Zaxwres of. Harpoer. 8. v. S3évehos. Et aperte Era-
tosthenis rationes redolent, quae schol. Vesp. 506 (frag. 24)
contra auctorem Teleclidis fabulae >fwevdeic proferuntur.

Quam crisin ut exercere posset didascalias ab eo diligenter
peruestigatas esse ita, ut et de tempore fabularum actarum, de
fabulis retractatis, de rebus poetarum accurate instructus esset
et narratiunculas ficticias de eis circumlatas lapidum testimoniis
refutare posset multis locis uidemus (frag. 38, 48, 70, 97).
Qua in re Callimachi pinaces ab eo lectos et correctos esse
frag. 97 docet, unde intellegitur de Nubibus retractatis eum
uberiorem fuisse.

Quoniam Eratosthenem de historia comoediae bene meritum
esse docuimus, deinceps exponendum est quas in ipsa inter-
pretatione secutus sit rationes. Atque quam acute in hac.rc
iudicauerit apte illustrat Galenus (procem. gl. Hipp. XIX 65 K.)
81 yap Emolovw of modawol moddd T@y bvoudTwy adroig dé-
deoxvar udv ixav@s xai ngds ’Egatosdévovs & tois megi
doyoiog xwuwdlag, Intellexit igitur comicos multa uocabula
“ipsos sibi finxisse et rationes compositionis exposuit (cf. frag. 63);
ex illo Galeni autem ixavdc manifestum est multa eiusmodi
in scholiis Aristophaneis ei deberi uelut Eq. 89, Vesp. 77, 342,

Strecker, Dissertatio. 2
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1294 sal., sed certa ei tribuere uelle irritum est. Cum hoc
modo ipse de comicorum rationibus uere iudicaret, efficere stu-
debat, ut etiam legentes quae uis in singulis compositionibus
oninibusque facetiis inesset intellegerent et iudicium ferrent, an-
notationibus uelut frag. 25 &l 70 eldog odx dgetFuws mai-
Lovraw, frag. 111 magervuoroyer tov ndxov od xuxds. 'Talia
indicia inueniuntur in scholiis innumera, sed ne in his quidem
quid a quoque enarratore prolatum sit diiudicaueris. ‘

Iam si quaeritur quas potissimum interpretationis partes‘
tractauerit, nil omnino omisisse uidetur. In historiam comoe-
dise ab eo ita inquisitum esse, ut ad ipsos fontes, didascalias
et historicos, recederet supra uidimus. Eodem modo de reliqus
historia litterarum grauissimus auctor erat (frag. 101, 109.).
neque non de rebus gestis Graecorum ut qui chronographics
eonscripserit (frag. 59, 70, 119). Minus feliciter res ei cessisse
nidetur in rebus Atticis explicandis, ut Polemo, diligens ille
periegeta, in libro megi ¢ 249 4vnow *Epatrocdévovs dmidnuing
(schol. Av. 11. al. cf. Preller, Polem. p. 86, Bernb. p. 4) io-
cans eum Athenis studiis litterarum tam diligenter se dedisse
diceret, ut Athenas urbem uix uideret cf. Strab. I p. 15
"Eore 9° & ’Egurocdévng 0¥ ofirws edravargbyuctos, Gorte
und’ Adfveg adrdv ideiv @doxew, Smep IModéuwy Emiyege
dexvivar, ot imi tvosodror mwtds, i@’ Boov mugedéSuvi
Tweg. Qui autem errores eius in hoc genere fuerint ex frag. §0
suspicari possumus, quo ipso quoque dilucide ostenditur Era
tosthenem res Atticas magis percurrisse quam accurate per-
scrutatum esse. Sed quamquam haud pauca periegeta in eo
reprehendenda inuenisse uidetur, cum illius operis alter liber
excitetur (frag. 42), tamen multa recte explicata erant (frag. 3,
91, 132). Contra omnis laus ei tribuenda est in uerborum
interpretatione, cuius in comicis studiis insignis est locus. Quo
in genere cum uocabula cotidianae uitae onomastico iam ex-
posuisset, ad singulas comoedias restabat ut uoces raras, ob-
soletas, ficticias in luce poneret. Non autem satis habebat
more glossographorum quid singula significarent annotare, sed
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saepe doctis expositionibus de originibus uerborum disseruisse
uidetur frag. 108, 136.

Cum Atticismi tam accuratus obseruator esset, ut propter
uitia in hoc genere commissa fabulas quasdam spurias esse
iudicaret, rationes sermonis Attici ab eo sollerter illustratas
esse manifestum est frag. 55, 75. Ceterum de dialectis minus
curabat, nisi quod nonnunquam dialectum Cyrenensium utpote
patriae suae comparatam adhibuisse uidetur (frag. 18,52, 90, 125).

His breuissime adumbratis elucet quantum per Eratosthe-
nem studia comicorum aucta atque perfecta sint, ut licet in
singulis multa aliis reliquerit et corrigenda et amplificanda,
tamen primus fundamenta posuerit, quibus nixi successores in
altiora progrederentur. Quae cum ita essent opus eius a per-
multis lectitabatur et compilabatur. Quorum agmen ducit An-
dreas medicus (Polyb. V 81), quem Eratosthenis libros impu-
denter expilasse (ni fallor & 7@ megi TGy Yevdds memioTev-
uévwy Athen. VII 312 o)) ipse Eratosthenes testatur Et. M.
198, 20 cf. B. An. 226 B:Shwiywdos Avdplus & lurgds éme-
xAj 9 (8xAf9n B. A.) dnd ’Egarosdévovs, §ve Addgo adrod
T6 Bifhin peréyoupe (¥ypagev B. Al). In his inprimis libros
7. xwu. intellegendos esse credi potest. Ab Aristophane opus
adhibitum esse quippe qui Eratosthenis doctrinam de accentibus
perpoliuisse uideatur probabile est. Neque minus huius disci-
pulus Callistratus eum usurpanit frag. 145. De Polemonis libro
ngds E. diximus. Difficilior autem est quaestio de Timarcho,
quem ex Athen. 501e Tiuagyos & terdgrey nepi 1ov ’Egu-
t00%évovs ‘Eguod Eratosthenis Hermam data opera explicasse
statuunt (Mein. Anal. Alex. p. 11. Hiller, Erat. carm. relig.
p. 74), nam comparatis Eratosthenis et Timarchi uerbis (frag. 25)

Er. zav yop qued@y oi Gu-
podol xui T@v Polavelwy oi
Jdbhot magbuotor eig 0 T
&ldog 0dx doevIuws mallovral

Tim. nenaiydal Tig 8y oly-
Sely iy AEw, T THk
nhelora T@v 43fvnor Suda-
velwy xvxhoetddj Tals xara-
oxevais dvre TOods wywyods
e xore péoov, i@’ ob yuk-
xods dugards EmeoTey
2*



apparet illum Eratosthenis explicationem uocis. Saraveidugpaior
in opere m. x. exstantem accuratius definiuisse (Hiller p. 74).
Quod quomodo ad Hermae interpretationem pertineat mihi ob-
scurum est. Eundem Timarchum comicorum enarratorem pro-
dit Hes, 8. v. duvores (frag. 10). Adde quod uix credibile
est epyllion illud Eratosthenis quattuor uel pluribus libris a
Timarcho explicatum esse. Fortasse igitur rem ita nobis fin-
gere debemus, ut statuamus Timarchum ad Eratosthenis opera
commentarios scripsisse, qui, cum Hermae insignem locum tra-
derent, inde breuniter mégi 7od ‘Eguod appellati sint; nisi
forte turpis Athenaei error intellegendus est. Qui quidem Ti-
marchus quis fuerit nescio. Si recte contendunt eum eundem
esse atque Timachidam Rhodium (Mein. Anal. Al 11, 1. Hiller
p. ‘74, 2), nonnulla ex libro eius in scholiis habemus.

Idem Athenaei locus alium Eratosthenis compilatorem
prodit. '

Er. t@v yto quaddv oi du- | & d¢ Muvgheards Aoxiymiddns
galoi nai T@v Bodavelwy of | & Toig negi Koarlvov ,Bouda-
dbhot mapbpoor vebugodor Aéyovrae, 8re o
: Sugadol adt@dy xai TGy Soura-

velwy of Fdlot 8uowol elon

ad uerbum transscripsit Asclepiades Myrleanus (hist. crit.
p. 12) Eratosthenem. Apte igitur Bernh. p. 207 Eratosthenem
et Asclepiadem componit, siquidem ex Asclepiade Eratosthenis
disputationem restituere licet. Qua quidem re confirmatur opi-
nio Eratosthenis onomasticum non seiungendum esse ab opere
7, x. Minus beneuolum iudicem Aristarchum si incertis indi-
ciis confidere fas est nactus esse uidetur (frag. 136, 52). Num
a Tryphone lectus sit dubium est (frag. 52), Ciceronem operis
7. x, notitiam habuisse intellegimus ex frag. 48, Varronem
(Tyrannionem?) ex obseruatione de accentibus (p. 14), Apollo-
nium Tyrium ex frag. 132. Longe autem maximam Eratostheni-
corum copiam a Didymo seruatam esse Schmidtius (p. 42 seq.
p- 292) demonstrauit. Post huius uiri aetatem lectum est
opus 7. x. a *Quintiliano (frag. 124). Pollux X 1 dicit se
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sceuographicum uix inuenire potuissé; cum inuenerit, in eo non
exstitisse quod exspectaunerit; quod ne Eratostheni probro uer-
tatur recte monent. Cum autem habuerit in decimo saltem
libro scenographicum, nonnulla in hoc libro ex ipso Eratosthene
deprompta esse probabiliter Rohdius coniecit (p.23). Galenus
Eratosthenis librum habuisse uidetur cf. p. 17. Non satis
mihi constat de Pausania et Aelio Dionysio lexicorum rhetori-
corum auctoribus. Nimis inique sane Naberus in proleg.
de Atticistis illis iudicare uidetur qui Aelium quidem, si Try-
phonem excipias, omnia quae non propriis studiis sibi com-
parauerit, uni Diogeniano debere contendit. Atque ex uiri
indole quidem, quem Eustath. 1390, 59 glossarum Atticarum
uenatorem esse dicit, probé,bilé est Aelium Dionysium Era-
tosthenis librum doctis *obseruationibus de dialecto Attlca re-
fertum adiisse. Iam confer

Hes. #iwx* Poduara — xai | Phot. cf. Eust. '1445,40 e
Gpvge — xai dpédie — xai | iy T@v dorglwy xehduypy
Inogevduny oftws ’Egarosdéys. O d¢
ot  dnh@g  Eoixe  (leg.
elgnxe) Boduuta — xui TOV.
&l Tas vadg mmu'w[u‘w 6-
polwg

num tu casu factum esse putas ut in lexico rhetorico glossa
homerica ita cum comica conflata sit, ut huic Eratosthenis no-
men subiungatur? Imo glossam homericam auctor apud Dio-
genianum inuenerat, Eratosthenis comicam interpretationem ex
ipso Eratosthene addidit. Eadem res est in glossa Aoxis
@errdg, (frag. 16), quae apud Hesych. deest, apud Pausaniam
inter duas glossas ex Diogeniano (nisi forte ex ipso Didymo)
depromptas ita distinguitur, ut auctoris nomine signata sit.
Licet ad opus geographicum pertineat, quod non credo; si
geographicis uti Pausaniae licebat, quidni etiam opere =, x.?
Etiam in frag. 22, 47, 75, 108 uix crediderim tam amplas
glossas in Diogeniano exstitisse, apud Hesychium in haec misera
frustula deprauatas esse.



Cum igitur in tam exiguis Eratosthenis fragmentis de-
monstrari possit a permultis opus eius exscriptum esse, quam-
quam merito Meinekius iniuriam temporis accusat quod tali
operi non pepercit, tamen id tenendum est multa Eratosthenica
notis uiis in scripta grammatica delapsa latere; eandem autem
ob causam cum posteri hoe opus quasi normam et fontem stu-
diorum comicorum habuerint difficillinum est certa quaedam
ad Eratosthenem auctorem referre.

II. Fragmenta?).

1. *Er. Bekk. An. 324, 16.
Ayvola, Tiv vehevraloy xvelvovow, Cf. frag, 178),

2. *Er. Suid. ¢f. B. An. 341, 19.
Adoreoyia. Axomple, Dlvagla, [Svvégeaa,] Arvixod
éxtelvovar 10 @, cf. frag. 47.

3. Er. Hes. Ilog’ alyelpov 9éa. ’Egoavocdévng grol,
81 nhyolov alyelgov Tevdg Féa, aiyeigog 0¢ 0wt qurod eldog*
Yyds 1@y Ixplwv. “Ewmg obv todrov o qurod ereivero xai
xateoxevdlero 16 Ixplo, & 2oty dpda Eihe ovia cuvidag
ngocdedeuévas olov Saduods, ¥p’° als (3¢’ als cod.) xadé-
Lorto mgd 7od (mods vo cod.) xataorcvacHijvor v6 Féazgov.
Hes. aiysigov 3éa. Aiyeigog | B. An. 354, 25 (Bachm. An.
v A3fvnoe nknolov Tod icgod, | 1 42) alyelgov Fa xai #
&da moiv yeviodou Féutgov | mag alyelgov (aiyeigor cod.)
Ta Ixglo indyvvov, Ya. ASfynow alyeigog Ay,
#c nhnalor To ixguu Enfyruvro
elg Ty Fav mod Tod Fargor
| yevéoder. Ofrw Koativeg,

") Ordinem secutus sum alphabeticum. Incerta et adespota asterisco
signaui.

8) Hes. 8. v. aypnvéy merito ab opere . x. abiudicari puto
cf. Bernh. p. 155. Hiller p. 111. Schmidt Did. p. 55. Bergk, anal.
Alex. II p. 5.




Hes. 3ée nug’ alyeigor (nageyelpw cod.). Ténos alyeigoy
fuv, 8%ev E9egovv, Edreds 0¢ Wbxee %) dvredder Fewglae
poaxpddev yoo v xal eddvov 6 Témog Emwheiro.

Nil noui exhibent Phot. $éur nug’ aiyeigov (leg. alyeipov).
Suid. alyeigov Féa et én’ alyslgov- 9éa. B. An. 419, 15.
Et. M. 444, 17 frag, com. II 189,

Eidem tribuo schol. Thesm. 395 (cf. Suid. s. ixpia). Q2
fre lglov Bvrww v TG Fedroy xal v Taic Budnolug i,
Ehov  xadquévov. Iloiv yap yevécdur 10 Féuvgor Edda
iéopevor xai offtws 23edipovv. Fortasse etiam huc pertinet
Phot. Ayvaiov, ITegiBorog péyus ASfvnow, & ¢ Tods dydvag
fyor 7ed Tod T Féurgov olxodoundivas, dvoudlovres imi
Anpaly* éotevy 0 Iy udr@ xal icgdy dwovioov Aypalov, Cf.
Hes. éni .dnvaiy et Afuvae. B. An. 278, 8. schol. Ach. 504.
Ran. 216.

Aliena cum Eratosthenicis commixta esse uidentur ap. Phot.
ko T4 & Tf Gyood, d@’ dv iFedvio todg Adwvvoraxeds
dy@vag moiv 7 xatacxevacdipar 0 & Aiovicov Féurgor.
Cf. Pausan. ap. Eust. 1472, 5. Hes. xgp/e. Poll. VII 125,
Wachsmuth, Stdt. Athen. I 510 not. Bernh. frag, XXXVII,

Schmidt Did. 55.

4., *Eu, schol. Ran. 1206, AVyvntoc ¢ 6 mAeioTog
ionogron Abyos. Agyeddov afity doviv # Goyf, d¢ Twveg
wevddg, O3 yao @éoerar viv Edpinidov Adyos oddeic Totoirog,
0d ydo éovi, groiv Aglotagyos, tod Agyehdov, & i adrdg
pevédnxev Voregov. ‘O 0¢ Agoropdvne ©0 & doxfis xeluevoy
eélne, Schneei additamento (0dy) «fry interpunctione correcta
carere possumus. Ante Aristophanem interpres aliquis Archelai
initium esse dixit. Quis fuerit nescio, sed Euphronio tribui,
quia Aristophanem inter paucos illos interpretes, qui ante eum
foerint, inprimis Euphronii magistri commentarios respexisse
credo. Cf. frag. Trag, ed. Nauck. p. 340, Arist. Byz. p. 63.
Bergk comment. p. 95.
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5. *Eu. Schol. Pac. 1. Schol. Pac. 1227,
Alge dvrl vod glge. Kal | AN aloé por todrdy ye.
neg’ ‘Ourow dSwdor 10 alge | “Ote xui Ivratda ini vod npdo-
Gvti Tod Jedbvar xal mpoo- | qege xai dmi Tod dldov (Valck,
péoery Ayeodar &v v ,utf | Eni aldodc cod.),
pot oivoy &eipes,

Euphronio tribui propter similitudinem cum frag. 87, cf.
p. 10. Schol. Z. 264.

6. Er. Hes. Alxaior (Ghxedv cod.). “Omhov % dhei-
gdouaxor gurdv. ’Eparocdévns d¢ Svoua elval Tvog dvdodmov
(xt3agwdod Mein. h. cr. 249) xwuwdovuévov. Bernh. frag. XLIII.
Frag. com. II 540. Schmidt Did. 55.

7. L. Er. Schol. Plut. 1194. 241X éxdd7w wig dedgo.
Ort Avrbgowv, d&s 6 ’Epuroodévns ¢noly, @19n no@rov
Toitov didag yrmxévar. Ilemoinxe 0¢ xai &v “Exxinoialovoass
adrd. AMé yoo Stedrric med dugotréowy todrwy Tods Ioru-
ulovg (Hemst. IMorduovs cod.) diddoxwy elc DirdAreov (Hemst.
Duidior cod.) dvagiper 10 modyua® || duels Te ndvres E&iT
nt ©0 ITéSwv, | 8oor mdoeote, pyy Aafbvres Aounddas | und’
¥Aho undév Exbuevov Ddvirlov, || Frag. com. II 776.

Res mihi obscura est. Respicit Eratosthenes fortasse Eccles.
vers. 50. 978. 1150. Sed talia saepe inueniuntur cf. Vesp.
1372 seq. Lys. 1217. Ran. 313. Thesm. 238. Frag. com.
IT 748. Apparet autem quanta leuitate talia tractauerit Ly-
cophro. Bernh. frag. XXXIII.

8. *Eu. Schol. Pac. 380 (Suid.) A uaidvyFfoopuct. —
To ¢ duardvvSoouar Gvii Tod dguvicdifoouar, Ilegarrorn-
téov odv meds Tods mag’ Ousfpp (M. 32) Epyovuévovs Teiyos
Guarddvag dvri To¥ Suarlous (dguvicus R.). Eadem res est
quae in frag. 5.

9. Er. Schol. Eq. 963 (Suid.) Mokyodr yevésSar. — *Egu-
T00%évns pmoldydyv xai Guodydr tadrdy (vdv durdy cod.).
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Apodryods 0¢ nag’ Artixois (Bernh. magd tavrog cod.) grar
Ayeodae Todg duédyortag 16 xowd. ‘Holodog d¢ (opp. 588)
(moquevixdv v v addo) ,udld v duodyaln. — “lwg, —
Apokydv xai xMniny 1@y dnquocivy. (A)uokyods ydo ¥Aeyov
Todg Eauéhyorvas xal xAéntovias 1& xouwd.

Hes. Mokyds. Agwrogdvng. Téya 8 &y éx mhvgovs
duokybs. ‘O ¢ duéhywv o yofuere duodyds. “Evior 92
Hokyods édxodover Tadg uoyIdmgods, Toic duélyover T xowd,
xAénrag elvou. Kai 10 duokyds. Sic cod. Cf. Et. M. 86, 10.
Hes. duolyoi* oi Guélyovres ti dnudore.

Eust. 838, 54. : Suidas.
IMovoavias grnoly dc duokyol | Apogyol* ndlews Ghedgog.
Héyovro xai oi duldyovres 16 | Koutivog Segpiog, Kuhobor
xowve gfToges xul dtugogodv- | O¢ xui pogyods Td & dga-
Té Th Onudowa: oi O adrol | godvres, domeg xul dn’ EAAwy
gaot (pnot?) xai pogyol 3 | padgov yko TO duavedy xai
duogyol x Tob dulgyer cf. | ogédehov TO dogddehor xa-
ibid. 1608, 57, Aodiowv. Cf. Herod. 11. 8377, 10.

, Frag, com. II 140.

Rem primus explicauit Lobeck. Aglaoph. IT 966 cf. frag.
com. II 988, 1066.

Ad duoryaly spectat Procl. ad Hes. opp. 588. Auolyal,
évl tod xgatiory, dxuaie. TO yho duokydv Ini Tod dxualov
tiderar, *Eguroodévng ¢ nowevinsfy (Valek. mouevixoig libr.).
Cf. Et. M. 573, 22. Miller, misc. p. 209. Athen. III 115a.
Buttmann, lexil. II 44. Bemnh. frag. XI. Schmidt, Did. p. 60.

10. *Er. Hes. “duvoteg. | Schol. Ach. 1229, “Auverw:
Ty dnvevorl xal G3gbuv | Ty d¥gbav mboww ofrws ¥Ae-
néowy Tluapyds gnow ob- | yor. “Eore 0¢ eldog mornglov
Tws Ayeoda. Cf. ibid. s. v. | gquarddors. '
Guvetiy et Guvotic.

Et. M. 87,21, Poll. VI 97, schol. Rhes. 419, Suid. s. v.
Athen. XI 783 d.e. cf. de Timarcho p. 20.
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11. Er. Poll. X 60,

— &l 0¢ xal 10 dvadoyeiov 83fho mgogovoudlew,
ofitw pév éni vo¥ voig BeBhiog Smoxeoouévov mag’ oddevi Thy
xexpuuévaw ebgov — mags pévvor Eparocdéves & voig megl
xopuwdiag, o Eowéy Twe tod dvduaros Todde dmootoopry,
sbporg &y Tobvaua Eni tod oxedovs Tod Toig SifMog yomoiuov,
Suid. dvadoysiov* & (‘5 tldevrar 16 fifla.

Hes. dvayvwarijgior* dvadoyeiov (dvoddywovcod.). Bernh. frag. IT1.

12. L. Porphyr. ap. Euseb. praep. ev. 467a.b. O d¢
Avripayoc tvd ‘Owfgov xhémtwv nagadopdoi. ‘Outgov
yho elndvrog (1 558) || “Idecd 9, 8 xdoriarog meySoviww
ybver’ avdphiv || Aviiuayos Myes || "I0edd 8, 8 xdgriovog imi-
xFoviwv Ay avdedy ||. Kai dvxdpowy nawer Ty pevd-
Jeow dic I’ adriis ornoyuévov Tod oziyov.

13. L. Athen. XIII 555a. Avze@dvng 6 xwupdo-
nobs, éEvaige Tydrgares, o dveylvwoxé too T@ Baods
AreEdvdpw @y Eavrod xwuwdiGv, § 0¢ dfdos v od mdvv 1
_ dnodeybueros, 9ei ydo, ipnoev, & PacAed, Tov TadT dmodeid-
pevov dnd ovufédwy te molddxig dedemvmxévas xal megl éval-
ous mheovdxeg xai eihngévae xal Osdwxévar mhnyds, ¢ @rot
Avxdpowy 6 Xudxdeds & Toig megi xwpmdlag,

14, *L. Schol. Av. 1546 (Suid.) AnuvFoaxilopuer:
dvti Tod dvdganag dolopev. “Eave 0¢ eldog IyIvos Aextdy, neo
dnr@vres (Suid. § nmagont. cod.) d0dlovew. Nisi corrigendum
est dvdgaxidus pro dvdguxug, interpres ex significatione uerbi
dravdooxllouev, quod sciebat esse pisces assare, conclusit d-
Jouxac esse pisces. Quam temeritatem Lycophrom uindican-
dam esse arbitror?), .

15. *Er. Schol. Ran, 362. "H ngodldwor pgodprov. Tlgds
Todg moujouvrag Tods Degexgdrovs Ilégoas* 16 ydp dndo-

%) Glossam amoxiguxrog B. An. 215, 19. Bernh. frag. L ab Era-
tosthene alienam esse docuit Boysenus Herm. XVIII 312 cf. Poll. IV 93.
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onta #xovoay (Dind. fixovew libr.) a¢ »iv fuiv (viv &
(leg. i) véw pwerygivw @) idos. — ‘Ambogrre 82 Freyov
Ta dnegnuéva idysador. Ev yodv Todrog niploe doxduato
xoi Adve xai nlrTav. —

Schol. Thesm. 363 (Suid.). .Ayhoi dvradde, v Aéyovor
xoi bpolwg Huiv 1o dnégenra, 00 ubvov (dni T@v add. Dind.)
dnnyogevuédvwy (vé Gryyogpevuéve Suid.).

B. An. 434, 5 (Suid.). Andpgnra mdvre T dneronuéve
xai dnnyogevuéve &v Toig véuoig Ayovow. Agiotopdyvng” || obrwg
Tt T dnbgonra dody érnuéier (Bergk, éori péhed libr.) || debmeg
xol 10 un Eoaydypa (dnégenta) dvoudlovarw. Cf. ibid. 219, 1.
Frag. com. II 1191,

Refragatur schol. Eq. 648 cf. schol. Eq. 282. De Phere-
crate cf. p. 16, Hist. crit. 70. Frag. com. II 321.

16, Er. Eust. 302, 27. ’lotéov 0¢ &rt & voig
Hevoaviov qégerar, &re e Aoxig xvvij éréperd wic Hroe
HAoxadixds nidog e 10 Exewv g eixds 1L didpogoy meds T
opoed?, xai bte peArdc vig ipépero Agxis xai §1e *Ega-
1009évng moge Agxdoe ¢gmei @eAddv. péoov T molvov xui
dovég, 8 viovg Inrdmewvor xadeiv, xai &ri moagowule fv 1o
Aoxddag pupoduevos ini T@v Edhog Tedwmwgodvray x. T. A
Cf. Theophr. H. PL III 16, 3. “O d¢ xahoflow oi Agxddes
perdddory, Todvde Exee Ty @low: dg udv dnd@g eimelv dve
uéoov molvov xai dovds 20Ty’ xal iveol ye Pmohoufdvovow
elvar 3fjAvv mgivor. Bernh. p. 83. Berger, Erat. frag. geogr.
353. Apparet adagium fuisse 2dpxic peAdds, quod a poetis
usarpatum esse ostendit Pausan. VIIT 12, 1. Poterat igitur a
comico quodam parodice adhibitum esse. Accedit quod praeter
B. An. 1393 Eratosthenis geographica a grammaticis non ad-
hibita esse uidentur cf. Bergeri indicem. Refero igitur ad opus 7, ».

17. Er. Schol. ApolL Rh. I'232. - Poll. T 252.

|
Ao bootrgwy eloiv eidn,Toudy  Aobtgov ulon: ¥érin o
Ty, 76 08 adrdyvor, IIyx-  xarénw Edhov G93bv, of ¥xe-
Tov uév 70 ¥ ovufolriic Epov | Tow & GedTHG: wdTd OF TO
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70 Hvua, "Eore 02 10 ¥dvua | xofhov adrod, xud & iy
& ¢ B drg rlderar. TO | yeigo ivagudler, yepodafis,
08 Eddov 70 dnd Tod Eduaros | Omov 8° dunényyev # &érhy,
téivor i Todg fbug ybyg | dAdy, ¢ 8¢ & Lvyds ivrouoo-
xalelror, T0 0¢ dnd tod ydov | Tor, EAvue. TO OF dgoiv
forofoevs, Tod 0¢ Luyod ta | odrjoror g, #c T dxgor
i todg odybvag T@v Podv | viugm. O 0¢ guuds fguooTar
dmritéuevo. of pév Ledyhag, | éx t@vde. TO uév émixounés
oi 8¢ ulooafa Myover. Tiy | adrod, ) dmovelverar 0 FAvua
8¢ xataoxeviy 1@y Gpbrowy | yeyouguwuévov, yimg, T O¢
Egatocdévng & tq Agy- | uere vov ydny iorofoeds, o
TEXTOVIX( XUTUYQApEL. 0¢ téhog adrod TO merd TOV
Paullo uberius Et. M. 173,16. | Cvydr xopdwy. O 0¢ mhards
indg 6 T Lvyp mogaxadantduevos ixéSoov 3 peadBorov xu-
Aeitow, KorahauBdvove:r 0’ adrdy, Stav mepueAiworw, &ls 1o
T00 fvyod todnnue xegxide Evhivyy dufoddvres, 7 xaleiru
#dovor,
Cf. Hes. 8. v. IInxvdv. IIyxrdv dgorgov. Adréyvor. I'ing.
"Edvpe, ’Exérhy. ‘Iotofoeds. ‘Ywwif., Et. Gud. 130, 34.
Bernh. frag. VIIIL

18. Er. Schol. Pac. 70. (Arepoty870). Ilgds o thpog
évéBouve, Ilpdc 0évdgu xal Tolyovs 7 ayowior Tals yegot xai Toig
moolv (Gvofaive) drogoydodur Myetor, Doi 0¢ "Egatosdévag
Kvpyralovs ofitw Myew, Elgnrar 0¢ dnd t@v dgolywv: eldos
ydo o1t xo@pivwy, obs éiwdact dii oyowlwy vepdv. Cf. Hes.
8. v. *dogixBiodar. Avagoiyfiodw., B.An.19,25. Et. M. 99,14,
Et. Gud. 52, 54 Suid. Totam hanc obseruationem Didymum,
qui ex altero scholio agmoscitur “fAdwg* 70 Tais yepoi xai
Tois mool Bialbuevor el Dyog dvaBalver dvagoyfiodar ¥deyov
(FAeyev V). ’Edddwixog* ,,dvagoiy@vrar 0¢ donig of midnxor
in’ Uxpa 16 0évdpa“ Eratostheni debere putandum est. Ad
eundem igitur refero, quae de uoce &ggtyog enarrantur ap.
Eust. 1533, 59. B. An. 446, 31. 208 25, Hes. 5. v. Et M.
149, 24, Et. Gud. 80, 30. Cf. Schmidt. Did. p. 66.
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19. L. Athen. VII 278a ‘O d¢ dyodaidaros Agyéotoa-
to¢ & 7§ Tootgodoyly (odrwg yap imiygdgeoSal quoe Av-
xbpowv & Toic megl xwuwdlag, d¢ THy Kdeooredrov Tod Te-
vedlov Aovgodoylav) megl tiic dulag quolv x.7.A. Cf. ibid.
IIT 104b, IV 162b, X 457e. Dubii erant de huius carminis
inscriptione cf. Athen. I 4, e,

20, *Er. Schol. Vesp. 855. Aovotiyove: dedoreyos
xai dgvors xui dovorde. Ayyeidv dotw ¢ (olov V) iovew
doboocdar, (olov addo) xorddy 7 xdados. Eiyor 8¢ gnow
adrods CAMws. Eyd yag elyov Ewg Tob dovotiyov V.) meds Tv
Sunpfguow, Agvotiyors d¢ ol dvlote xorvhloxovs, “AMAwg.
dovotiyovs Tods oivoybovs (leg. tig olvoybug) elpmxev dmd
100 Godew* Evdev xai dgdrowve, Sequentia alium fontem re-
dolent cf. Athen. X 424, c.

Hes. dgvotiyovs* tag olvogdug ofov xorvdag, dnd Tod doderw,
ivdev xal ) dovrawa, (Té I¢ adra xai dovotijpus xai dovetiyovs
ixdhovy ex glossa dgdoreis hue refero.) “Eheyor d¢ xai épnBSov
70 Towodror oxedog, Poll. VI 19 (cef. X 75) Jrw 02 6 olvog
doverar, dovorip, dgdoriyes, Cf. B. An. 27, 30. 448, 29.
Et. M. 151, 2. Suid. Eratosthenis onomasticum sapio.

Hes. ’Eqwdiwy (-tov cod.)
*Egutoc3évng die tod T Egu-

21. Er. Schol. Vesp. 1191,
Aoxdvdg xards. To y, 8

negi v0¥ Egovdiwvos (megi
itépov Olwvog V) drpdac
iorogel, “AMwg. Ore xate-
wevouévor (Bernh. xoreyuvy-

tlwy (-wov cod.) dvaypdgpet,
Mouwvdiiov megrodovixny (So-
ping. uévodog meptodixdy cod.)
nayxgatioeotyy. ‘0 ¢ IToAéuwy

pévor cod. xorewvypbvog V) | 0 tob O

galvortar obror nuyxpatieoral imi madii, O §¢ Aoxdvdes
xal & adrod Tob dvéparos. El uy dga 6 ’Eovdlwy 2ot 6 &y
tais SAvumidor gegbuevos *Epovdiwy Mawdiiog 09’

Operi =z, x. tribuo, cum ficticitum nomen Ascondae in
Eratosthenis Avumiovixoug exstitisse uix probabile sit. Cf.
Bernh. frag. XXI, p. 252. Preller, Pol. p. 95. Schmidt,
Did. p. 55.



— 30 —

22. Er. Schol. Plat. p. 371 Bekk. “Ar7a* — #vlove
dé &x tod megurTod mgooTideTar, dg v T Xelgwre Degexpdang
|| voic déxa Takdvrorg [#AAe] mgooTedeis épy (§AX’ transposuit
Runkenius) &rra mevirfxovia || 0ddéy yio onueiver dreadde 7o
drra, — Egotocdévng 0¢ yoovixds adré @uov moguruufé-
veodar® || nvdod yehddy, mywly’ Frve Qolveror || xai midew ||
bnqpix’ &3 Suec xomdr’ dgyoduevor, Frag. com. II 1181,
V 14,

Et. M. 167, 46 tra' — 6 xwuxds 9 ypovixdy odrd
agedapfdver | nbdov yehddv myvlx’ are ylverad || Aéye
brbre yeldoww ylverar.

Schol. Av. 1514, IIyvix’ @rtr’ éncddrero. Odx Avvixdv o
apld’ War dndhero 000d doyauxdy 0d0f dxpiBé. “Eote d¢
Gvti t0d ndre dfjra x v. A Cf Eust. 148, 45. B. An
461, 4. Hes. Suid. s.v. arra. Harp. 39, 17. Bernh. frag. XXVIL
Schmidt, Did. 60.

23. *Eu. Schol. Ran. 194, ITags tov Adaivov Ai-
dov. — @aci 0¢ Adaivov MSov T Myeadou ASfvnot, nog
o..... olxelws dnd T0¥ adalvov (dnd To¥ dvrod aivov V)
nogfydy, Eémeady oi mohdv yodvov mepiuelvavrés Twoas (Twe
ds V) edduct Ayew, ,odos (ayos V) yéyova (-ag V) meor-
uévwvt. “Eome 0¢ Sguhoduevor todro #0y. Sic fere Didymus
(Ran. 186) Euphronii autoschediasmata restringit. Lacunam
statui. Sensum altero scholio ostendi credo: “AAws. T uév
awbuevor Ados v Adalvov xakoduevos, 10 Jé dindés odrws
&eer mogh TOv Aoy adaivov xai Sngalvov,

24, *Er. Schol. Vesp. 506. Ziy Biov yevxaiov, ITgds
tovs (70 V. om. rel. 7o Mein.) zodg *dywevdeis }zoniaaytag,
dre (Dind. 7i libr.) 7oy Méouyor T@v mokrix@y memorxact
(Dind. memofnxe libr) (ueréyorre add. Dind.) meayudrwy,
dyvorigavres (V. -tog rel.) 8te Toupegds xoi #0UBos xwp-
deirae, Frag. com. V 30. De eiusdem Teleclidis fabula qua-
dam dubitatur apud Phryn. epit. 291, Frag. com. II 376.
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25. L. Er. Athen. XI 501d. Kgarlvov 8> eindvrog
& Apanerioe* || déyeade gudrag Tdode Badaveioppdrovg ||
’Egavoadévs &y v évdexdre megi xwupdlas vy AMEw dyvoeiy
gnor Avxdpgove® T@y yip Praddv oi dugodol xai T@y Sula-
velwv of Fbéhot mapduowe* el 08 O eldos odx doeYIuws
nallovrar, Anlwv 0¢ xai 4iédwpbs gmor: gudrar mowal, &v
6 Sugards nagunkioiog §3u@. ‘O 0¢ Mugheavds Acxrymiddng
& vols negl Koorivov® Baravebupodor Ayovvar, 8te oi du-
garol adt@y xoi T@v Bodavelwy of Fbhot Guowol elow. Kai
didvpog 0¢ 1o odre elndw magariFerar (vd) Avxdpgovos
oftws Eovie* dnd T@v Sugaddy TGV I T0ic yuvameloug
nvéhoig, 8%ev Toig oxaglog dodovor, Tiuagyos 8” & Tevdgren
nepl 7o¥ *Egurocdévovs ‘Eguod* nenaiydal tig v olndeln vy
AMEw, Ot 16 nhelora Ty AdHvnee ﬂalarez’wv xvxhoetdF
Tais xavaoxevals bvia tods Hoaywyods Erer xavd ys’aov, &
ob yalxois dugalds émeotiv.

Hes. fadave(c) ougdrovs: ottw Koutives dvéuase (puddag
add. Schmidt,) zac 2yodoas dugadods tvev mgoswnwy, Snoiot
oi Fbhoe ¥y voig Sadavelois. OF 0¢ (vel %) dnd T@v Suguidy
T@v v voig (leg. tais) mvého (Mein. dmolag of Fbhoe imi
@y dpdadudy TGy & Toig mvéhog &v toig Pedavelo cod.).
Cf. B. An. 225, 6. Suid. s. v. Poll. VI 98, Eust. 1261, 22
Athenaeum exscripsit. Frag. com. II 49 Bergk comm. p, 64.
Schmidt. Did. 42. Bernh. frag. XXXVIL

26. L. Er. Athen. VI p. 139¢ | 140a. — IToAéuwr*
nds By dvrilywv Aldvuog 6 youupetixds — diagoridny Aéywy
pdlag &y tals xonlow nagarliYeoSar — Toiro yip ai fdoaxeg
dnhodow, odyi Toddmac, s guot Avxégowy, 7 T moopugd-
uore T@v paldv, dg ’Egatocdévng x. 7. .

Hes. Sdpaxes® v moopupduare tig pdlng. Arrexoi 0¢
Brionxag. Anhoi 0¢ xai THv TOMImAY.

Ibid. zoAdny. To ngopugduate T@v ualdy, & xai G-
onxas xalodowy.

Cf. ibid. s, v. Bdg[flek. Poll. VI 77. Et. M. 188, 39.
Num Eust. 1414, 30 sua Athenaeo an Atticistis debeat dubitare
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licet. Tryphonem Eratosthenis compilatorem fortasse Athen.
III 114e indicat. Bernh. frag. XLVIL. Schmidt, Did. 44.
Abrens, dial. II 138. Frag. com. II 887.

27. Bu. Schol. Av. 1536, Kai vy Buoidelav oot
yovaix’ Eew. — Edpobriog, 8t Adg Svydrno % Boaokeln
xai doxel 10 xavd Ty dSevaciuv adry (adrd libr.)) olxovo-
ueiv, fv tore (Kaibel, & libr.) xai nags BoxyvAldy % A3npé
1@ Tudei dwoovon [ty dIavacior).

Cf. Bergk poet. lyr. III4 586. Non de suo habere ui-
detur Euphronios cf. Diodor. III 57. Ad etundem recedere
uidetur schol. Av. 1714. Aidg Séhos. Tijg Buoihelog. AoSiwv
y&o tov (leg. Tap) Taulay Tod xegavvod xai adrdv (leg. adrog)
dye.  Dicit interpres Pisthetaerum cum Basileiam fulgur ad-
ministrantem a Joue acceperit, ipsum fulgur habere.

28. Er. Hes. BaoiA(deg,
‘Yndonuo yvvaxeiov (potius
Gvdgeiov cf. Schmidt, Did.
p- 56 not. 2) xai adAyzexdy (?),
@¢ ’Eparocdévyg, dnd (Mus.
i cod.) To¥ Pooidéws xhy-
3é[rog).

Poll. VII 85,
‘Yrnodnudrwy 6¢ &idn Soce
Ades. Egbger 0¢ adrog 6

" Booiheds A3fvnon,

Ael. Dion. ap. Eust. 1425, 40. ’EAéyovro 0¢ xai dmodi-

uotd Twe Lacidldes.

Bernh. frag. V. Schmidt, Did. 55.
Hermann, Antiq. II2 21919), C

29. *L. *Er. Hes. - Bolxehot* of puév tods iorémodog

éno Tod Pdgovs xei Tod Eddov.

Oi 0¢ Bagfdoovs. Aldvuog

0¢ ta tooyixd. (SeoBagixd coni. Schmidt) mgoswmein nopo
Koozlve, olov Boor@ eixerot (Schmidt émi 700 — Bgoroixehor

cod.), & Segegp(f)oss.

10) Hes. Binge. Avvepss. Ble, oog ITodéuwy & *Egarocdévovs
’Emidnule (Bernh. énodnule cod.) Prellerum p.94 uerum uidisse puto
uerba wg IHodéuwy e.c.t. ad aliam glossam referenda esse.
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Schmidt, Did. p. 30 ,sub oi uév fortasse Lycophro, sub
oi J0¢ Eratosthenes latet. Cyrenaei enim Hesychio teste
Bowdyv uocitabant GugBugov.“ Cf. ibid. s. v. Soxosc. De Ly-
cophrone ualde dubito. Cf. Et. M. 213, 39. Pausan. ap.
Eust. 1395; 49. Frag. com. II 140.

30. *L. *Er. Hes. I'f%va. Aunedbngaca, oi 0¢ yn3vi-
AMdag, oi ¢ peydho xpbupve, &Adot yAwed. Cf. Athen. IX
371 f. (Eust. 1155, 20) 70 y/9vor — of uvyuovede
Dotviyos &v Kobve. Oneo Hnyoduevos dodua Advuos Suod
puow elvar 16 yhidve Toic Aeyouédvors Gumedomodgow, o J’
odre xal yndvAAidug (émtdvAAidag cod. et Eust.) Adyeodar.
Attuli, quia Schmidt p, 51 dicit: ,sub o dé -oi J¢ uide  ne
lateant Lycophro et Eratosthenes,“ ipse idoneam causam non
uideo. Cf. Symmach. schol. Eq, 677, Vesp. 496. Frag. com.
II 584.

31. Eu. Schol. Vesp. 1086 I'Aa#E To yhavs (yrodxe
V) bvoua, guoiv Edpedvios, ot (81 V) Artixoi uév megiond-
ow, oi 0¢ dwoueis 85dvovery. Thatxa 0 Ty *4Inly xalel.
[AAws.] Daoi (0¢) xare 0 dAndés yhatxe dwmtdodar Tiy
viegy Tois A9nvaio dnayyéldoveoy, Ultima fortasse Callistrati
sunt. Eust. 1451, 64 (cf. 88, 4) — oi neAwol. ITug’ oig
xai % yhotf mepomdrar, OF xal 85dveodor uév Aéyover o
yAotl, mhny Adweixdi.

Ton. Alex. 7,26 (Herod. I 897, 17) T0 0¢ yAav§ xai
o mag® Fuiv uév 8Ebvetou, magh 08 Adpvalorg xei Tedrd
Tweg megonwow. Cf. Et. M. 36, 55,

32, Eu. Schol. Av. 358. I'ha#§ uév od moboeioe vy,
03 i v yibtpov od mebotiow, ws Edgedviog. Tovro yie
xoww@s mdvra o Bprea qofei(tar). AMe di 1O Arvidv
elvar T0 Ldov, Arvixoi 08 xai adrol. Cf. schol. 357. _Aou-
Bdvew te T@v yvredv. Dofeirar yirg Ty yiTeuy TG Sgven ded
10 uéav odriic (uéhog adrdy cod.). Ad eundem fortasse

pertinet schol. Av. 365.
Strecker, Dissertatio. 38
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33. *L. Schol. Eq. 19 (Suid.). My dtaoxardixioys
— My dnodeihidoy, puiy petauerfons (duehfons Suid.). Inter-
pres dubius de natura uocabuli dixoxavdxilewv ex ipso loco
significationem concludere conatus est. Cum autem praecederet
vers. 18. odx &1 por 10 Fpérre, de timore aliquid profer
putauit et temere interpretatus est dmode:didv, perouereiv. A
quo potius tale quid admissum esse putemus quam & Lycophrone?

34.*Fr. Schol. Nub. 72. Aip3éoar dvyuuéves. Ari
To¥ &dedvudvos. IMowuevixdy 02 negiBéhatoy # dipdéga. —
Todway @. yodvvur Reg. Docet Libycum uocabulum ab Era-
tosthene allatum (frag. 125) frustulum Eratosthenis obseruationis
exstare. Idem uocabulum in cod. @, ad Nub. 10 seruatum
est. Hes. JipSépa. Aéoua, fgoa. ibid. Mmrwrs. Aupdiége.
Poll. IV 119 ITifga, Saxtnole, depdéga ini T@v dygoixwy. Suid.

35. Er. Schol. JI. K 364. Ort 16 dtdbxerov onuaive
dubxovee 3) dudxere (sc. dvundig), od 1o dwwxéryy, &g ’Eeu-
to0dévys. Cf. schol. 2 282, Et. M. 280, 28. Jidxerov n
ot Artixol xal & ol velrors nposdnow (cod. M.) T@y dvexdy
Tolg devrégorg (St. Tois duxois cod.) yoGrvrou, g AgioToqi-
vig | Kavavrifodeitor adrdy dmomenvwxdres. | Exuaiveror tiv
naréga Toig dgynuact. || Towadra xul mags TG moued | ubxeror
dupevis alel, || Frag, com. IT 1192.

Hes. Adidxerov. (dworérny cod.). Edlwxor. Avexdsg. "H
dwdxovot, Cf. Fritzsch. Thesm. p, 531. Kihbner, Gr. Gr. I
§ 218, 8. Stiehle, philol. suppl. II 4586.

36. L. *Er. Schol. Vesp. 103. And dognyorod. Ar-
xbpowy dnd dolorov. Oi d¢ EAlot ndvres dboma Té deinve.
Ex solo Vesparum loco male intellecto Lycophro interpretatio-
nem hausit. Athen. I 11, d (Eust. 1791, 41). @drfuwr ¢
gnow, 8t Togais Térragow &ye@vro oi makawl, dxgutiopatt,
dolory, éoncplouar:, deinve, Tov uév odv dxpatioudy dia-
vnotioudy ¥Aeyov, 0 0 dgwotov dognnordr, Td OF Oeimvov
Enedognida.
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37. Er. Kt. M. 286,33, Adodiwr (leg. doakwr)., ‘H
Mg Zixedixsjs (Gaisf, # Aeyoubrn 3, libr.) oqualver 3¢ Todg
2wt dyopdy TGy dAplrwv 1) [Tods] aAwv Twvey dgartouévovs
xai dondlovras. Obrwe *Epatoodévs . ... xannddhovs xahet,
ITuge: odv ¥d dgdrreodor. Lobeck Aglaoph. IT 1031 uult —
Eouroodévns. (Sigewv 08) xaymiddhovs xadel.

Hes. dodwv (leg. dpakiv). ’Ev Swxerle (v addo) icgdr,
s 8 of yewgyol edyig (odAdg wel ofilovs Schmidt. dmagyis
Bernh.) #meumor . . . . 8%ev xai dpakbves (dpdoovres cod.)
LhiSnoav.

Ibid. Koywmfdodhos. ‘O pere w6y o ¥dgera [xai] pi)
diddvrwy dAbuevog (diadedbévrwy dAduevos Lob, ueradidévrwv
ioduevos Schmidt. An Agura . ... xal uy ddbvrwy dAd-
pevoc?) Schmidtii coniecturae (Did. p. 58.) AodE* @vyf Su.
vel. dpdlwy* Svoia vel éopry) émzehovuévy Zix. a uero ab-
sunt, nam esse Jgafwy nomen agentis docet similitudo wmocis
npakdiv of. Herod. T1 732, 1 (I 34, 9. Theogn. 38, 20) nerEd»,
ngnEbrvog* oftwg yap TOds dyogulovs xahodoe Jixehol. Cf.
Bernh. p. 165. Hiller p, 121.

38. Er. Hypoth. Pac. III. Déperae (pabveran V) & Taic
diduonarlos (xoi évépuy add. Ald.) dedidayars Elgdfvny
buolwg & “Apwrogdvyg. “Adyhov odv, gmoiv ’Eparoodérrg,
néregoy TRy adriy dvedidulev, ¥ Exéoay xodfjxer, firig od
owlerae. Kodeng pévror dvo olde dpduara ypdpwy obrws
w8 ody ye & voic Ayugvedow 3 Bofviwviog 3 & tfj évépn
Eigtivy xai onogddny 3¢ (0id V) 1eva novfuarae magatridero,
éneg & wfj viv qegouévy ovx éorwv. Cf. Bergk frag. com. II
1063. Kock frag. com. I 467. Bernh. frag, XXIII.

39. Er. Poll. 1145, T 0¢ xwhbov iéxnintew 1dv ToOY0Y
lunnyvipevor tg 8ovt nagakdviov ) o¢ Togyias inifodog 7
g *Epatoc3évng ¥ufBolog. Manifestum est Pollucem in hac
descriptione currus Eratostheni plura debere. Bernh: frag. I.

40. Bu. Schol. Plut. 904 (Suid.). Sxfavoual y’, brav
w. Edgodvids guow ds 1@y Eunbowy uy &ibviwv éni
8‘
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tog orgatelag (els Tag ovpuridg R) i 70 edyonoreiv (Bernh.
edyonorov cod.) o (v0 V) mpds Tgopis @épovrag, todro odw
Ayew 8te, 8rav yévmrol Tic xeugds moréuov, Eumogov Euowvrdr
Gnoxar®, :

Schol. Eccl. 1027, “Eunogos. ITgogacioouar elvae unogos,
dig &ni xwdvvevdvrwy, énedn odx Eorpuvedorro o Eumogor.

41, FEu. Et. M. 340, 3, Evegyuds. TO0 & adrd xai
iveokic, Koobua xedugorixdy. Edpobviog 0¢ wov v péoy
(Et. Flor. p. 111) 7fj x%dog nacourioxov, d0:” ob % yopdh
dufgvryrar.  Dodviyog Kby || T dai; 1ov évegyudy (Gaist
xoworldnrov évegyudy libr.). || Frag. com. II 582, Quamquam
locus obscurus est, tamen Euphronium falsum esse apparet,
cum nomen deriuatum in — pog talem significationem habere
non possit.

42. *Er. Schol. Av. 11 (Suid.). ’E&qxeczidys
Totrov dig Eévov dwafdrrorer xai mhdvov Tés 6dodg y'wa’mxew.
Oi yog Eévor pdddor isact tag 6dods. Todro 8> & el pepory
pévog xai & 10is Eneta O tovvwy | El 0¢ dodAds dove xai
Koo donep *Ebnxeoridng (v. 164)|. “Eore J¢ xai fregog.... |
"Exwr Aoy Egyov EdddEov titalvee widvgov edifdn véuor. |
Mépvirae 8¢ udrod xai ITodéuwy & T devtépw mepi vig
A%1vnoe *Egaroc3évovs Emdnulag (dnodquing V) Adyawv b |
0¢ ’E&nneoridng xidaopdds nvSwovixnc. Nixg 0¢ xal tov vdv
Kagvelwy (Valek. ixaplwv V. Kaglwv Ald.) dy@ve zov &
Aaxedalpovt, xai Hoavadjvoua (ITovadfvass V) dfg, Cf. schol.
764. 1527, Priorem partem scholii facile Eratostheni tribuss. :
Hes. ’E&nuearidng: poy3n0dc ovxopdrrrg. Polemonis sententise
favet Hes. s, *E&nxeoridurxidor, Preller p. 87, Bernh. p. 4.

43, L. Er. Schol. Vesp. 704, _dvxbpowy xai o megi
’Egurocdévn 10 inaquébvar tis xdves €miolleey, And tig
S &ytecg oy (10) Emioilew, xai T inpoilor dpopuiioas bpolvg
nugd Tiis Quviis ((poguioay buolws nage ti guyij V, simile G,
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bpolws i guwwvij rel.) Si Bernhardyo (frag. XVIII) concederem
Lycophronis memoriam per solum Eratosthenem propagatam
esse, potius lacumam post Zuxdpowv statuerem. Sed locus
sanus est. ¢

Cf. Hes. ’Emwfa* egpogusioos. Ibidem s. v. *Eniowyuc.
Enoltug. *Emiolrre. Emigdlev. Poll. V 10, B. An. 252, 23,
Et. M. 363, 54. Pierson ad Moer. 157. Nauck, Arist. Bye.
161, Schmidt, Did. 45.

44. *L, Schol. Thesm. 389 (Suid.) CEx:toufj). Mera-
popuxdis dnd Tod ouryev, olov dmirplfie ogodpdy yde Ta
oy xal Ty ouffv evar. Téye 08 xal Ty ouddiyya
dofiodas dnd Tottov. Mi6dweos (9°) ob ueragogixiy, @AA’
& {ovs yhwoonuotixiv, xal pi evar dnplfery A TénTew
7 oxdnrewy (dbg add. Schneid.) 70 oudwyew. ,

Hes. ’Emwpfj. ’Emvolfer, eni tod oudyey 3 volBew 3
aldvery+ Aotdoger, mAdjrree. Su@Sue yho 10 mavdlar: Ber
oudds aipcurbeoon. Cf. eundem s. v. Suifyee, Sudod.
Suedeys. De Diodoro cf. p. 5. :

45. *Fu. Schol. Ran. 92. (Suid.) EntgvAd{des. —
T& Jmuxeluevo Toig peydrorg Bérovor Borgddie. Kaddiorgatog
0¢ 10 adre %9 Eavrd pixgd. ,

Hes. ’Empudls. Botgddioy puxpdy, ini téher Shuctdvov.

Et. M. 367, 17. ’Emguirldes. Té npds tods Bérovag, of
xedoduevor enirgayor. Tretz. chil. IV 784. Callistratus Euphro-
nii interpretationem correxisse uidetur,

46. Er. Phot. Ed8d¢ Avxeiov (Mein. ed9d Adneiov
cod). To elg Avxewov: §3ev ’Eporocdévng xai O Toiro
tnontedes Tovs Meraddeis: xoi Edgunidng odnx e3¢ || Tip
Wi “Aoyovs xdmidavelag 606y (Hipp. 1197) ||. Cf. Ruhnken,
Tim. 126, Valck. anim. Amm, 90. Bernh. frag. XL. Co-
bet, Mnem. XI 388. Mein. hist. crit. 69. Frag. com. II 306,
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47. Er. Eust.1579,28. Oi I Phot. Edxiela* xai T 8-
yop madowoi Avvxol xoTd | uow: uoxes f TeAevrade xai
Athov  dwvdowy &érewor | mogostverars daneg xai Ego-
Ths TGV TowdTwy Gvoudtwy | To0démg I 1f mepl (xewpi-
Anyodoas. Aid xai nagdlvvay | dlag.)
adrd. ‘H dyvole ydo guow ¥heyov xoi % edxhelo. Kai g
izpeln. Kail % dvaudelo 8¢ grow xal % moovoln. Qv mhvrww
xvelveron pév % tehevrale, % 08 med adriic d&dverar. Choe-
robose. (B. A.1314) Oi A3ypaioe éni t6v die 10D &0 mEO-
nagoSvrdvwy - paxgdy motodor T & xoi xatufifdlovee Tov Td-
vov, xal quidttover Ty & dlpSoyyov, olov dAfFea xowiis
xal dndela Arvinds, ilpeio xow@s xal iegele Arvidg, €¥-
xAeta xowdc xol edxhelo ArTindc.

Schol. Eur. Or. 30, ‘Extéraro: 10 « vod edxhele ZArTind.
Cf. Et. M. 462, 6. Obloquitar Herod. II 451, I 302, 11.
273, 25 al. Bernh. frag. XLIV. Schmidt. Did. 55.

48. Er. Cicero ad Att. VI 1, 18. Quis enim non dixit
E¥noker 1ov tijg doyolas ab Alcibiade nauigante in Siciliam
deiectum esse in mare? Redarguit Eratosthenes: affert enim
quas ille post id tempus fabulas docuerit. Num idcirco Duris
Samius homo in historia diligens, quod cum multis erraait, ir-
ridetur? Cf. hist. crit. 105. Autolycum alteram post OL. XCII 1.
doctam esse constat. Bernh. frag. XXXVIIL

49. *Er. Schol. Eq. 279 (Suid.) Zwuedpara. — T&
Aeybueva dmoldpara. Eiol 0¢ Edha t@v vedv. Avzi wob
elneiy dmolduara elnev g mods udyegoy mallwv Lwueduata,
g dordoewy unepov xai Lwuevpdrwv. Anelgmro 08 dnd
ASnpov Edyey Ebha xal nlcoav.

Hes. Zwueduoara* dnolduate, oyowle xare uéoypy vy
vadv deopevdueva. Cf. frag. 15.

50. *L. Schol. Nub. 396. Kai xavuqedye. — T0 d¢
L®vrdg Twes dvri 10D mhovolovs Hxoveav. Om. V. R. Putat
interpres {@rrug et #ulic opposita esse. Strepsiades autem est
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-

pauper agricola, igitur {@vrag est mAovoiovg. Quae ineptiae

prorsus Lycophronem redolent.

51. *Eu. Schol, Ran. 303. Hyéloyog. — Oi 0¢ Myovres
novfroay ebvar vov Hybloyov ‘A%fynor todrew cwvexb yow-
pbvyy 1@ Ene xal dAha’ drva T@v adrooyediwg ovTidévrwv
odx dvexte veporedovrae. Cf. p, 11.

52. BEr. Phot. (Suid. Et. M. 416, 31). H ¢’ §5. Oi
udv neoi ‘Egutocdévmy dvri tod dpy 08 ofros (Bt. M. 8¢
Phot. Suid.), did xai ducdrovee Ty oydryy: Evverdydor yog
do%oov v Bs. Koi § dvri vod Ipy. — Kai dv 0" b
dvrl vob ipny O . IMogd 0% xai "Eguinmos. & ‘Admvig
Toveis doiv dvti 0¥ goiv || 6 Zedg, didwue Ilakrds, 7ol
todvoua (Pors. didwvw moddis gmor cod.). || Sequitur Aristarchi
explicatio. Schol. Vesp, 795, 'H & 8 Adywr* dovti 70D igpr,
xai éotev Gnd To¥ fui. Kéyomrar 08 adrg ovweyds 6 Ihdrwv
ini péMovros ubvov, oi ¢ xwuixol xal i Ty éAAwy yebvew,
Quod neque lacuna obscuratum esse (Bernh. frag. XIX) neque
corrigendum éni nageiddvroc (Kock, frag. com. I p. 225) docet
schol. Jl. A. 219 6 0¢ IMidrwy per’ adrd impéger Tov Adyor.

Rationem scribendi debebat exponere Eratosthenes, cum
tunc temporis HAOZ scriberetur cf. Hes. s.v. Hdos. Proba-
bile igitur est etiam reliquas huius uocis significationes ab eo
exhibitas esse. Jam compares

Epim. Hom. 193, 28.
Hd 05.— ‘0 Tobguwr 6 yoou-
potixds (ovvarver Velsen add.)
Toig daodvover Ty AEw Tad-
v, bt émd Tob fdeodae,
0 onuaiver 10 Téonegdou, yé-
yove: xal @onep 4md Tod
EAxeodar yévero EAxog xai
ipuAdydn 10 odrd mvedua,
oltws xais dnd Tod Fdecdar
(Rdog) purdEe: T0 aded nvedua.

Velsen p. 7.

Herod. II 904.
Howdawids &v 14 adrod Svu-
noolw daovveodac T fdog Aé-
ye& mode Twldv dg Gmd ToD
#ow xei Tiig Hdoviic. "Exgiva-
uev 08, gnol, udldoy 08 i~
Lododar adrd. Dégerar O¢
xal xovey towodrog: TG &g
o¢ oddérepo. dodrrafo doyd-
ueve Gnd @ioe poxgls Y-
Aofirae 10 xar’ doyis Puviey
ofov edyog, fdog.
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(quem canonem ab Aristarcho statutum esse docet Herod. I
541, 6), Suspicari licet Eratosthenem Tryphoni auctorem esse,
quae sententia probabilior fit comparato Et. M. 626, 57 (Orion
5. v. 8%0s. Zonaras.) .of 0¢ Kvgnruior 1o 8505 fjdog (Fd05?) paot.

Eust. 1417, 21. — Ai\og yodv dwoviorog guolv: Fdog Td
3o, dagvvovow Artixol xoi mdvre o Towdra, olov xel TOV
#ovhwoudv. Cf. Athen. IT 67, c. Poll. VI 85, Haec si iure

Eratostheni tribui, huc pertinet sequens glossa

53. Er. Hes. Hovvrijoec.
Oi fres. - Epotoodévns, Cf.
Poll. VI 71.

Phot. ‘Hdvrtfipes. Ak,
Twéc §¢ Myovow Hovrifjres
(7dvr7jgeg Nbr.).

Tryph. (Walz, rhet. Gr. VIII 756, 6) Kai todg &hag #dvvrijgag.

Cf. Bernh. p, 142, Schmidt, Did. p. 55.

54.*Er. Hes. ‘Hddouarta.
Apripare.

Hiller p. 120.

Phot. (Suid.) ‘Hodouore, Ao-
tduate (doduura Nbr, Bow-

pota cod.) % edooudo.

Schol. Eq. 678. Edidovr §0douere. Agrduata, gnoiv, adrois
aplbuny. Oixelwg 0¢ dg pdyegos Eidov 16 dorduara,

Poll. VI 13.

(Klein.) p. 111, 8. 74, 11. Phot. 5. v. #d¢rSar.

55. Er. Phot."Hia. Tiy
T@v dongiwy xulduny, Oftws
’Egatoodévmg. ‘O ¢ mouqrig
dnddg eignxe (¢oixe cod.) Bow-
pore || Odwy magderlwy Te
Mrov T Hia nédovrae. | Kai
Tov elg 1o vads immrwyév
buolwg.

To ¢ gorduare %Hdvouara. Cf. Erot.
Eust. 1445, 40, — Oi d¢
nodatol Quot xai Toadra.

"Hia xvolws xatd *Egatoodé-
vy bonglwy xadduu. Kol
dioviAdfws & ovvagéor fu
g xai Degexpdrng || Toy
yaotée' Fwv xai dydowy oe-
oayubvos. || “Oungos d¢ wa
eni@g Boduoara Fiw Abyer.
Anhot 0¢ xal Tdv elg vads imi-
owrigudr. Schol. Hom. 8 289.

Deest Eratosthenes apud Hesychium. Bernh. frag. XLIX.

Frag. com. II 344,
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56. *Eu. Schol. Vesp. 544. @Qailogdgoe. ’Ev 7oig
dnouvipacty ofitw yéypuntor, @ardogdgor, drri Tod Egydrac: ||
@udidy T’ Zoigowae opiivar (Odyss. ¢ 224.) ||. — Edyegeic 04
eloc megi dv unddv ioyov elneiv capés adrogyedidlovres.
Baldopboovs yeo Epn PovAduevos Tods yégovras dmhdand,
ineedyy & vois IHavadpralows oi yégorres Falhods Eyovres
indumevor. Qg ody &l 0dddy Bvvwr yonoluwy adrév ¥Ew vod
Saddogogety oftws adrods inéoxwyev, x.7.A. Cf. p. 10. 11,

57. Eu. Schol. Vesp. 696. Tov 3iva ragdrreg. Ex
Bvdod pe xveie. Avii Tod Ty xapdiuy, (nagboor xai 6 Fig
& Bdde Tod meddyovs xeiton xai 10 Svuexdy v Tf x0@dly).
Edpgbvios 0¢ xui oeonued@odal grnow, 8t 1dv Fiva dooevixdic
dg xai ‘Oungog elpnxev. Eodem modo Blauius p. 75 uerba
transposuit.

Schol. JI. A 34, 79 ¢ Siva viv uév Iylvxde elpnro,
#ot1 08 xal dgoevindv, d¢ TO Pdvres Imi Five Baddv. Of.
schol. ¥ 693.

Eust. 1390, 50. Aikog 0¢ diovdoios napaonueoduevis
Twve Snwg xate yén ngogplgovrar, groiv oftw: — deoevixdc
d¢ 6 yobg, 6 Bgogos, &6 Fig. — Aijhov 6¢ 8ri ArTixds Tadra
névre, inel xai Arvixaic Mseow 6 gndels dioviorog EmeEégye-
e, Cf. Hes. 5. v. $4v. Et. M. 450, 34. Arcad. p. 125, 1.

58. *Er. Schol. Plut. 290 (Suid.). — @eAdEevor Tov Ji-
Svgauforody 3 toaywdodiddoxador Simadper, bs Eypaywe Tov
fowra Tob Kibxhwmog vdv mi i Iodately, Elta xieddgag
fyov ppoduevos & TG ovpygdupoatt Todsé gnor T gijua
Joerravedd® — 5 yoo xddga xgovoudrn vowdrov pélog
nowel Fperravedd Foerraved, Comparanda est haec explicatio
cam frag. 136, Auctori huius glossae debetur etiam schol.
Plut. 298.

59. *Er. Schol. Av. 556 (Suid.). ‘Tepdv ndérepov. —
Ev loig t@v dmoprqudrwy tadre Ayetart icgdy mbheuov
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Ayst, xudd mgds Feods éooto. Apo 08 Tod iegod moréuov
prnpovede. Tod yevoudvov Adwyalog nmpds Duxéns dmép Tod
& dedgoic icgod. ’Eoyediagvar 0 on’ adr@v. OF yop meds
Duxéag nip Tobtov inoréuncav, 4L’ dnép Duwxéwr, did 1o
neds Auxedaryoriovs &xdos. TIeydvace 0¢ ddo méhepor icgol.
Mobregos iy Aoxedopovios ngds Duwxéos dnip Ay
Kui xgpatfoartes tod iegod Aoxeduwudvior Ty mpouavveloy
nope Aehqgdv iAafov. “Yovegor ¢ tolre e vod mpdvov
nodéuov ‘Adnvaio neds Aaxedorpoviovs dmép Duxéwy. Kal
70 iegdv dnédumar Duwxedor, xaddneg xai Giddyogos &v tjj o’
Myer. Kadeitae 08 iegbs, bt megi vo¥ Iv Aedqois iegod &yé-
vero. ‘Torogel megl audrod xul Oovxvdidng (I 112) xai ’Ega-
T00évg v v 9 xai Oebnopnog v T@ xé. Hes. s, v. iepdy
néepoy (Et. M. 469, 22) Philochori narrationém seruasse ui-
detur. Dubitare licet utrum glossa Eratosthenis chronographicis
an operi m. x, attribuenda sit. In interpretibus a Didymo
castigatis uide ne Euphronius lateat. Bernh. frag. XXVI1),

60. Er. Schol. Apoll. Rhod. Athen. XI 474 f.

A 566, ’Ex’ ixpidpuv. TO
ixgeov To¥ ioTod pégog. Dot
0¢ *Egaroc3évns &v v Aoy
TEXTOVIX(G * (0T6g, mTégyn, xap-
xnowv, Swedxwov, Hraxdry,
xegala, ixpuov . ... To J¢ dxga
dxgoxégoe, Kdlwes 4, 0
dv otéhetae Td iotlov, did
xoixwy dweddquuévor. Tobtwy
0¢ of xdhoe ofg xatrdyeror To
iotlov uéoovgor Aéyovrou, oi
0¢ éAxduevor elg modigav ¥
éxatégov pégovs Tob ioTod

(Kagyiiotor). Aoxiymiddng 0
6 Muvoheavds xexhijodal @r-
o adTd dnd Twwos THY v T
i xatooxevacudrwy. Tod
yig iotod 10 uiv xeTwTdTE
nrégva. xodeitor, 7 Euminte
eig ‘Tov Aqpdy, T O olov &ig
péoov Tedyyhos, TO 0¢ mEds
10 téhee xagyhoov. "Eye 08
ToPro xegalog dvw gvvvevodous
9’ éxdrega vo péon, xol dni-
x&toae  TO  Asyduevor  adr
Swodxiov, TETodywvor mhvTy

11) Glossam lovldog (Hes. Phot. schol. Apoll. Rh. B 43. A 972)
nescio num Schmidt. Did. 66, Naber. proleg. 14 operi n. x. deberi

putent. Est ex Herma.
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mpbrovor, oi ¢ xurd Tag
ywvias nédes. ‘Egiic vodrwv
ngénodes, ued’ o elow oi
Tépoior Aeyduevor, elva pé-
goi. ’Hhaxdzn 8¢ ©d dvdro-
Tov Tod icTod uégog, dis grow

nMpy Tijc Pdotws xai THS
xogugfic. Abra: ¢ ngotiyovar
uixgdy in’ eddelag Fwripw.
Eni 0¢ tod Swpaxiov eig
thyog doifxovon xai dEein yey-
vouévy EoTiv % Aeyeuévy 1}-—

’Egatosdévrg. Auxdty.
Cf. schol. Ap. Rh. A. 565.
Poll. I 91. Kai 0 uév dmodeyduevov tdv iordv iypvds.. T

d¢ évaguolduevor adr@ ntégva. To 0¢ tehevroaiov 10 mEds 7
xegaly fhoxdry, xal Fwedxiov, xai xugyiowr. To 0¢ dnép
Ty xepalav dtpuxtos, od xal adrdy Tov imctlovta dnugrdict.

Phot. Kagyrowor. To &xgov tod isrod cf. Bachm. An. I
268. Hes. Kagyrot(ov). Ti xépure td émdvw T@v xatagrioy
T@v mholwv. Kol to dxpo t@v ioTdv.

Phot. ‘Tords xai xcpalo. O uév iordg o Emiunxes Eddov
dvw teTaubvov xepale 08 T& nmAdyo, Bote yevéeSar yoduuo
70 Tad. cf. B. An. 267, 5. Hes. Kegaln. °Ev 1 mhoiey oftew
7t xuheitar. Bernh, frag. VI. VII. '

61. *L. Schol. Lys. 564, Toyaddnwhiiv. ’Ioydv uy
&ovoav, Interpres securus de loci sententia deriuauit ab loydc
et dndAivue.

62. *Er. Schol. Pac. 930. JTwvixdr. Oi yop “Twves
disvArdBus Myovow Big, of ¢ Artixol povoovirdfuws xai ToS
olg xai moA& Tod adrod yéhvove. (“AMiwg.) oi (om. V) ‘Arrixol
owvaigodvres To[v] Biv olv. Of yog "Tuves mordd. dyomuévis
(-va R) qaotv. Cf. frag. 55, '

63. L. Er. Hes. Kate:-
Avenwuévnv. O uév Av-
xbpowy xaragrwpévyy. ’Epa-
T009évns JE.... ovyxeioFou
(0)ropy A5y 2x ToD elheiv
xai onBodor.

Schol. Lys. 722.
Koazedvonwuévnye, Eidvontio-
Jar xvgiws 10 &ni yijc Eonew,
Domep of Speg xoi of oxw-
Aqreg. And tod elheioFar xad
ondodou.
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Quomodo lacuna apud Hes. explenda sit docet schol. Lys. 722,

Et. M. 299, 54.
Ei\vondodor, 10 buolws T
dper xai TP oxwAnxt xwveio-
Sart  xal edvonduiva TG
nagonAyoinwg vois dpeor xai
oxdAyEL xvodueva. And vod
eideioFar xal ondodar.

Eust. 1413, 34.
— xal T0 lvonGodar, § oTey
buolws Bpee xoi oxwdypxe el-
Aeiodae xai ondodue, FHyovw
xweiodar, 0ev xai elrdo-
Topue B TORVTY *ivnolg. —
Alhog 0¢ dovidoros xai Tod

Of. Hes. s, v. éilvonbodar. | i3dpuldos v doypy ded
dipddyyov yodepee.
Mira uox elddonwua fortasse errore Aelii ex ellvondueva (Et.

M.) orta est. Bernh. frag. XXVIIL. Schmidt, Did. 46.

64. Eu. Schol. Ran. 1093. K&9 oi Keoapijc. Oi
10y Keguuexdy olxodvres. Aijpog 08 43ypvaiwy. Exet yip 6
dyowy &ylvero, Kai & IDobte nedre || Tav Aaunadngdowy
T& nheioTor altiov Toig dordro nlevady (wh. T. dor, Dind.)
frag. com. II 1130 ||. Todro ¢ gnow Edpedvios, 8re dyo-
uévov (Kust. dnd cod.) vod & 1¢ Kepouexg dydvos tiic
Aounddos (¢3os 4y add. Kust.) [xai del. Kust.] zods dordrovs
10éyovtag [dmd del. Kust.] t@» dgouéwy (Kust. dyogaiwy cod.)
Ténreodar mharelug Smd Thv veavioxwy yepol. Kai Ayovrae
ai Towodtar Keoapernai ninyai. — Kusteri emendatio ma-
gis placet quam Fritzschii in editione, fort. autem scribendum
(¢%0s #») . . . xal Tods. Fragmentum ex priore Pluto post
wocem yépof inserendum esse arbitror. Redit Euphronii doc-
trina in schol. Ran, 1096. Tuic mhatelas. Taic nhutreiog yepol
dnhovére. "H pdoviwv. "H ofitw Aeyoubvaig Keoapexais nhy-
yais mAateloug.

Cf Hes. Kepoueal. IMiazeior mhqyal. Aydw yoo ‘A9-
wmow edredds & 1@ Kepauend, v ¢ ténrovor mazelug yeooi
Todg uy Toérovras xai tovs dAhovs dywviotig yéhwros ydoew.
Phot. Kegauexal. IThareiod ninyoi., Tods yop gudduws Toé-
xovrag TnTovow.

Num quae alias de lampadedromia traduntur uelut schol.
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Ran. 131, Vesp. 1203 ad Euphronium auctorem referenda sint
dubitare licet.

65. Eu. Schol. Vesp, 674, — ’Ex xn3agiov. Ta
éxnérade todfhe, & Edgpedriog xfd (fort. exm. toupd., dig
Edg., 10 x13.). Mixgdv odv gogodvra &x tovfriov xai Tow-
yoAllovra, olov xvduovs xal Soa vowatra. | Ovx T 0¢ (Tgv-
Bhiov), @AL’ dyyeiov mhextdv, &l 8 vac Wihgovs xadlior, O
xff%ov, olov [d¢] dnd Tod wrpngogely (odv V) udvor. Kai
Xaigg ¢ 10 x1}%ov TuBAiov T1 €ldog, xai TO Aayuollew TO
dnorgwyovra dnhdlew. | Mijnore pévror xui mgds Ty T@v
x0Bwv moudidy buolwg Eyedvrd Twi BdAhovres ¥ adrod. Kui
yoo ‘Egrunnog & @cois || Kai mods xdfovs ioryx’ Eywv (vd
add. Pors.) xrfdwn ||, 6 0¢ Aayupileadar Erepdy T1 Fouxev u-
galvew.  Degexpdrng  Mveunxavdoedno. Frag, com, II
313, 391.

66. Er. Schol. Eur. Troad. 1175. “Ov ndAd’ é¢xrinevoe,
Kijmog xovplis eldog, fiv of xeigduevor diefdAhovro® xatedip-
navor 0¢ tag ¥¥w tiig xeqadijc mepi ve Hxpa Tolyus, O
xéyonror odv uerogogaic 6 Edomldng, didé 1o Tiic xovelis
&ldog advirrerwr. Obrwg 6 *Eputocdévmg. 0D yip dkiwoi peru-
gogéw elvar. Aéyer odv, Svtwva Blotouyor ximov éxerge, Thy
TowabTyy 0¢ xovgdy xalodor xfmov. ‘AMws. Katd twag im-
pehelag RElwoey, 29epdmevaey, W § peragopd. “Eore 08 xai
&eldog xovpds & xfimog, ¢ of yoduevor diefdArorro- xatreAluma-
vov 0¢ tag ¥w i xequrfic tolyac. Niv odv 6 Edonidns ©o
eldog Tiig xovpls (alvirrerar), d¢ xal ’Egatocdérne Ay

Schol. Av. 806 (Suid.) Amoreriduévep. “Avri vo¥ dnoxexug-
péve. Ao 3¢ €10y xoveds, oxaplov xal xfimog. T pév odv
oxagloy 10 I xoi (v &dew V), 6 Jé xiimog 10 moouerw-
mdiw (Bernh, ¢ mgouerdng V. Suid. 70 7gd perdnov rel.)
xexooufiodue (xexoounuévos V).

Phot. Kimog, Kovpd tig éni xarlwmioud deafoariouévy.

Hes. Sxaqlov: — xal eldos xovpls thg xeqadfic, & xel-
oeodul qaoe tag Erapev[v]odoas. Ebvar 0¢ megirdyador.
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Ibid. Mg payalpa. Tiy Aeyouévyy xfimov xovody uid payoioe

Exelgorro.

Schel. Ach. 849. — Mg 0¢ poyaigy elnev, § xohoPuey

Hueis Evpdgror,
Hes. s. Kifjnog. Horpocrat. p.
13. Eust. 907, 40. 1292, 62.
docet Et. M. 511, 6.

67. Eu. Tzetz. ad Lyc.-387.
Knodiov. Knodhos 6 dgony
Sixvay magosvtdvwg die TOD
7 xai dott dwoindy. Kelgvhog
d¢ diur dupddyyov Tod T (&)
ngonagosvrovor ArTixds, "&
grow Edgedviog.

Cf. Phot. s. v. Miav pdymgor.

Sxaqiov.
167, 16, Poll. II 29. 32. IX
Unde orta sit haec significatio

Schol. Av. 299 (Suid.). “Ooreg
éoti xyovAog (leg. xelpviog).
Edgodvide gnoe tods Jwereis
Ayew (mnugofvrdvws de Tov
7 xnedhov dg mag’ Alxudvi
addo) || BdAe 0% Bdhe (BdAhre
0¢ V) xnodhog ey |, Tods d¢

Artixods (0 Tod dipdbyyov Tod & ngomugofvrévws add.)
xelpvdov (xfovior V). @noi 0¢ Adidvuog, T xutd glow
Bvouo xeigvhog (xrjoviog V. legendum xngdros cf. Athen. IX
892 f. Oppian ixeut. II 7 Poet. bucol. didact. ed. Ameis I
118) Adyeadar. Avriyovos 0¢ @rot Tods Egoevug Tdv dAxvévaw
xnodhovs Aéyeoadaur, obg xal ynedexovrag ai Ifhewwr Sustllovor
voig nregoic. | Mirnote magh 1O xelgeev ioymudrixey x. T. A
Cf. Eust. 125, 43 schol. Plut. 589, Putat igitur Euphronius
sicut xfjvog et xeipog etiam xygvhos et xelpudog diuersa esse;
poetam non intellexit: Cf. Abrens dial. II 162, Schmidt,
Did. 252 Alcmanis fragmentum Euphronio abiudicans sen-
tentiam mihi non probauit. Cum enim Antigonus (Keller p. 8)
quattuor uersus Alcmanis excitauerit, mirum sane esset, si ea
tantum remansissent, quibus BEuphronii sententia comprobatur.
Accedit quod ex rei natura uerisimile est Euphronium aliquem
poetam Doricum adiisse, unde sua sumeret. Fortasse huc facit
Hes. Kegvhos. Tobrov évior xifjgovy (leg. xnovdor) Adyovor:
ot 0¢ Bgveov, ‘O ¢ Avriyovos T@v dhxvévwy Tods Eppevag
xnodhovs @roi.
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68. Er. Et. M. 682, 52 (Herod. II 295.) IToi x#yoc"
Lofvee xai (eic ?) voitvo || TTof xfjyos ; &ls Tov odgavdy || xai ‘Agioro-
@dvyg || Ilot xfjxoc; e09d (Valek. eddd¢ cod.) Sexeriag || xai
nagd Degexgdre || Iloi xfiyog . . . . . ||, xai dei (Lents, & cod.)
uév nugelevyuévor edghoeg 10 moi 1@ xfjyos. EparosIévig
0¢ AauBdve &x tatrye Tic owrdSews® mod &yds xai &l Tiva
Tbmov; mod dyyos, mov xfyos. To nfj xfj. IIjj (leg. xfj) ¥y-
v, njj (leg. xf) &yyoc, 8nep foviv &v 1 Evayyos, xijyyoc
(xfjxos cod.), BAeiwer (¥henyug cod.) &pu Tod 7 xfjyos. “Ayyos
e udrd & 1@ Hayyos, Howdiards megi naddv.

Phot. IToi (x)fjy0s. IIot yijc (&yds cod.), &ic Tive Témov.
’Eoatrocdévng 0 16 ¥yyds. Cf. Hes. s. ITot xijyoc.

Hes. ITov x7jyos. (IT5 yiig, €ls Téva vémov uidentur ad
glossam 7oi’ x. pertinere) xai mod (Tod cod.) &yyu.

Hes. Kijyos, Ténos. Kuai mol xfjyog, moi yijg. -Arhot
xiyyos. Et. M. 512, 23. Cramer, A, Ox. I 844, 27. Bern-
hardyi (frag. XXXYV) explicatio x#vayos (a *#vog) x7yyos, i. e.
x€09¢, sensu cassa est. Frag. com. II 350. Lobeck path, IT
262, Schmidt. p. 59. ‘

69. Bu. ‘Phot. K¢Adeiw. | Hes. Kirreru. E¥Wdg te da-
ITpds ©@. ‘Yunrrg dacd. Oi | ydvov. "H dxdvdur tdv &yi-
d¢ xprvy.  Kodrlorgavos 0¢ | vwv. "H anyd, 3 xpifvy. "H
&yoiov Adgavor tpayd. Ed- | Ypos tiic. Arvrixfis, Xwelov
@obviog 8¢ T& dxavdddny T@v | dacd, Bmeg dupbows mooo-
&ylvawwv (oehivaw Nbr.) ayogedovow, of uév. Kdidor,
oi 0¢ Kvhiwv, dAdot KidAA(o)v mégav. Non concoquo. Ui-
‘dentur a Diogeniano diuersa commixta esse. Cf. Phot. Hes.
s. v. KdAhov mijoav, Hes. s. Kulufy, Theognost. 101, 17.
Frag. com. IT 79. 1058. .

70. Er. Schol, Pac. 48. T4v onarliny d6die. Avri tod
HoSev dnoSaviy yoo v 6 KAéwr. — “AMws. — IIs 6¢
Hodwev 6 Khéwv 0 vedvmpdss ; *Epovocdévns yoo ini Opdung
10v Sdvatov Bouosidov xoi Kréwvog Oxrdr pnei mgoyeyovévar
@not. -
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Schol. Pac. 270 ‘O Bvgoondidzng. Toiro alvirrerar mds Tdv
Kréwva xai 811 pere vy Kiéwvog tehevtap elofjuror 70 dodua ¢
Hon yop redviixer (véSvymer V),

Schol. Pac. 283. — Kui ydp el ovuuayiar neupdeic 6
Boaoidag ini @odxny xute v adrdv yodvor Khéwwt tedevrd.
Cf. schol. Pac. 282. 284. Conuenit igitur Eratosthenes cum
Androtione schol. Nub, 549, Ibi quod traditur Cleonem sub
Ameinia archonte mortuum esse ex Eratosthenis temporum de-
finitione ortum est. Retro enim numeratis octo mensibus ab
ineunte Elaphebolione si quis neglegebat annum fuisse inter-
calarium, ad initium fere anni Attici deducebatur,

71. Eu. Schol. Av. 873. (Suid.). Odxére Kohraevig.
Iags iy tijs guviig (n. T@v @uvdy V) duobtyre Aoréude
indvopor § Kohawls. Mevayévng 0¢ & Abgac || Tis % Ko-
Aawvig “Aoteuig; icgeds ydo v terdymxra tis Kodawidog. Frag.
com, IT 752. || @yoi 8¢ ‘EArdwixos Kérawor Eguot dndyovov
ix pavrelov iepdy idptoncdar Kolawldog Apréudos. Kai
Quvédnuos & tfj §'. Edgebviog 0¢ gnow, 8t & ‘Auogivde
(Apagdvde V) § Kohawic die 70 tov Ayouéuvova Iiou:
adrfj et xgudv (Dobr. ix Tod xngod cod.) xbhov. ’Emi vad-
s 0é KaAdluayos (frag. 76) Aéye || Thy wyauéuvwr, dg 6 ud-
dog, €loavo, Tfj xai AMnovgo xai udvwno Iderar. || Todro Ié
uihmote ioyedlacrar,

Cf. Theognis. 11 Pausan. I 31, 5, Bursian. geogr. gr.
I 347, 1. Dondorf, D. Jonier auf Bub, p. 24, 8.

72. Eu. Schol, Vesp. 675. Kdvvov yijpor. Kdvvog
xFapwdds Ay dveds (Mein. véog cod.). "Eori d¢ mugosuio imi
Ty pundev(ds) dklwv, Kadhiorparos (0¢ magoyuioy @ioi om.
V) Kévwov Soiov, nag’ fiv (od V) nailler. Edpgobriog 3¢ 81
Béydn die 78 JAFdy (Mein, Advv cod.) Twa oy Kdvvor
elvae, Oi ¢ Kdvvov Ayovot (AéyeodacV) 1ov midagiorsy. Mifmore
d¢ 090 BAwg oti Kdvvog, dAdhic Kéwvag, Bv mpoeveyxtéov (0ddé
ngooeveyxtéoy @A &ni fagd V) dg¢ Midag, Kévvov yiigog
olov 10 unddy. ‘Addmg. Kébwog, edrehfc. Kébwos yko ta
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nutppe xotépuye xai névng fv. Figor 0¢ elme dux TO mepl
Jixaorod Aéyew.

Suid. Kéwov yijgor. ’Eni tdv odderds a&iwv. ‘O O¢
Kéwog hvpwdds 4y, d¢ twés gaow, t@r dpdvwr. Qg 0¢
Twveg xeFagwdds.

Hes. Kévvov yijgov. Iagowie imi 1@y undevds diwv.
Cf. Mein, hist, crit. 202,

73.*L.(*Eu.) Schol. Nub. 23. (Suid.) Tov xennatiar. —
Twés 3¢ xonnatlay Enyfoavro tov xéntovra xal xokalvovra
(xordlovra V) tais émhaic 10 Pagog, 0d dedvrws (Suid. odddv
drtwg cod.) dmoredéyevor. Hane explicationem ad antiquum
interpretem referendam esse et ipsa interpretandi ratio docere
uidetur et aoristi forma &nyjouvro. Utrum Lycophroni an
Euphronio tribuenda sit dubito, :

74. L. Er. Schol. Vesp. 239. (Suid.) To¥ xogxdgov.
ITpds ©ov Avxdpgove, xboxogov Aéyovra ly3ddiby e (g Tdw
‘nnovoor add. Suid.). ’Hndvyrar d¢, d¢ gnow *Egatoodévrg.
“Eote yop Adyuvéy te Hygiov xal edredés &v Ilehomovviiow, dg
xai % moagoyulie | Kui xégxogog &v Auydvoist. | Hes. Kdpxogos.
Elog iydvbos. "H Adyuvor &ypwv, Cf. ibid. s. Kégxogor.
Theophr. H. Pl. VII 7, 2. Hephaest. ed. Gaisf.? p. 51, 5.
Zenob. IV 57. Bernb. frag. XV. Schmidt, Did. 44.

75. Er. Pseudodidym. megi @y dmogovuévwy maga
IDérwve Aéewy (Miller Misc. p, 400) ’Eni xbpo7ns. O pév
70 xatd xegardy Tonreodart v yio ldvov, ds grow *Ega-
T003évns, Ty xequrly xahodvrwy xbgony, oi ‘AInvaior xu-
Sdneg pvoplvny iy pveshyy xui 16 duoww, xboeny Ty xepa-
Ay avbuaoav, s Ikdrwy & Iogyip (486 C) xai Anuoodi-
vig & 1@ xate Medlov (562, 9). Oi Jé 70 éni xdogrs
Enyotvroe 10 &g Tods yrddovs témreodw, wg Ymeo(e)idne &
1@ xare dwgodéov — xui Megexpdrng || O 0° Ayideds & nwg
ini xbpons adrdv | Endrakev, dote nilp dnédapyper Ex TOY

Strecker, Dissertatio. 4
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(dnorduwoe Ty Miller) yvddwy. | Deest Pherecratis fragmen-
tum apud editores cf. Mein, IV 623.

Et. M. 529, 40 (Et. Gud. 308, 32). — Kai xutd xdoons
Ayetar 1 Ty cwybve mAfEae. ‘O ¢ ’Eparosdévys dnacav
(Sylb. &nvoav cod.) Ty tiic xeqadijc mAnyfv. Kéboony yio
Ty xe@uidy Adyeodar gnal. Merafefrijodue 0¢ ©6 G &g 10
o Avvxds, d¢ eni vic pvgplns xui vod tuggod. “Eote yig
uvgotvy xai Tagods, Cf B. An. 255, 8. Et. M. 360, 34.

Eust, 947, 26. ‘H 0¢ xdpon 81 xal xbgon Ayeton ixa-
v Yrworor dhayod. A’ ob xal xari xbggms xal imi
x6pons 0¢ xata Aikov Awovdowov mnyy [tugdv] % gdmioua
Myetar 10 el oraydva xal xgbragoy (zvydv). Kdpony o¢ gno
xai xdoomy Artixoi Ty 8hyy xequdiy odv 1@ adyéve Aéyovor
Cf. Eust. 701, 2. Suid. s, ’Eni x.

Eust. 492, 36. And d¢ ye tijc xbpons yiverar xai % x600n
Tponfj To¥ o &g p. ‘Ouolwg T mvpeds mveeds, Tupeds Tupeds,
xoi 10 xatd xbpgns O¢ Tdwar Tve TO xavd xdgoms Hror xgo-
tdgov dotl. Ilag’ Avtixoig 0¢ xbgon % yvddos.

Poll. 11 40. Tods d¢ xgordgovg &vior xui xbpdag xu-
Aovow. Kai todro elvou 10 ni xbgons malew.

Cf. Hes. Kat xdgons. Kdbgon. Kébgow. Herodian. 1
840, 20. I 123, 8. II 378, 3. Bachm. Anecd. I 230, 15.
Schol. Theoer. XIV 34. Schol. Dem. IX 573, 23 Dind.

76. *L. Athen. XI 478b. Kérvios, — Aibdwpos
9’ & 1@ npds Avxbgpoova nags Sixvwviog xai Tugavrivors
dmumordlery grol TO xnwua, elvar d¢ adrd Aovrmolw Zowxds
Bader.

Cf. ibid. 478,e. KotdAy. — Aibdweog J¢ Tov nupd Tiot
x6rvdov xorddny dvopaxévae tov mouriy || Ilbpvoy xai xorddny
0 12 ||, & xdhixa uév odx elvor, od yip Egew (ddo addo)
dra, meganiioior &’ dndgyey Aovrnoly Pfuder, moryplov ¢
&dog elvar, Abvacdou d¢ xoi TOv mage Tolg Alrwlois xal
T Ty Tdvwr Leybuevor xdrvhov, 8y Suotov Byvre T@v meo-
apnuévov & o ¥ew. (Athenaeum compilauit Eust. 1282.)
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Probabile igitur est Lycophronem explicasse xdrvAor elvau xd-
Ama. Cf. Poll. VI 96. 99. de Diodoro cf. p. 5.

77. Eu. Schol. Av. 1403. To» xvxAtodiddoxadow.
HAvri 0¥ didvoaufonody. Elpnroe yip 8ve Yyxdxdia Jeddo-
xovowr (schol. Nub. 333). Avrinatgog 0¢ xai (avii mateds
dg V) Edgedviog &v toig dmouvifuacs! gact tods xvxdlovs yo-
godg arijoat ne@rov Adoov (Aéyov V Aaydv Ald.) rov ‘Egueovia,
oi ¢ doyoudrepor ‘EMdvixog xai dixalngyos Aplove tov Mn-
Svuvaiov, dixelogyos (Ifuagyos V Ald) uév & 1@ negi
dovvoraxdy dydvwy, ‘EMdyixog ¢ & toig Kagveovixoug (Mitller.
Kagroixoic V, Kgavuixoig rel.),

Suid. KvxAwodiddoxados. IlpBros Adoos 6 ‘Epuioveds
Todg xuxhlovs yogods ioTycE.

Clem. Al Stromat. 1 365 P. Mékoc ¢ ad no@ros meQL-
€9nue voig moufuace xai Todg Aoaxedugpoviwy véuovs duele-
nolyoe Téonurdpos 6 Avrisoaios, dwddpaufor 0% inevénoev
Adocos “Eguioveds, Juvov Styoiyogos ‘Tuegniog.

78. Eu. Schol. Av. 1379. (Suid.) 7V dedigo nddee o
xvArdv, — Kai Edpodviog uiv ywddv evar wov Koolay
gnolv. "H vdye (moydv V), inel modrdxes 2oti mag’ adrois
nodi xobpw 3 modi Aevx ) méde widels, ¥ 1 voodrov, T
xvAAdy (vov xvAAdv V) mpooédnxev. “Arws. Aidvuos uéy
xtxhov, &nel xvxhlwv Goudrwv moumuifs ote, xvAAov Of, imel
ywhds dote.  Elpnrar d¢ megi adrod &v Burgdyos (1437). O
d¢ Agwrorédns & tais ddaoxorious dvo @roi yeyovévou. |
Stppayos ofitwg* Edgebviog, imedy ywrds -(sic Ald.) 7
6 Kwnoing. Todro ¢ odx ¥orwv edgeiv. A Imeads mokd
(om. V) nag’ adroig dome ©d modi Aevx( xai modi xodpw xai
ndda tedeic ¥ 1 Towodror, TO xvAkdv mpooéInxev. Cf. frag. 141.

79. Er. Sehol. Vesp. 1032, | Schol. Pac. 755. OF dewd-
Kdvvyg, Kiwae (om. V) | razac, ’Egarocdévys dyvoroas
néovy. | Mevd Kidwuv xai | w0 xard vy Kdvwwar xvvig
(SorafBaxy0 om.V).|’Eoatos- | yodger | Kwwdg dig duvives

4‘



3y (CEputoodévig V. R.) 0¢ ' Kivva d¢ xai
gyvoffeurta (fyvénoev R.) 1oy | Sedafuxyw néovar AFfvyoe,
Kdvvav (Kdva V) bt néovn, of | “AMwg. Thy dvaildeiar adrod
uédy Twves nooglgeodul quor | xai THY TeAylTRTR TAY TE6-
xvvdg dg n’ dvadoic (Valek. | mwy delxvvor die T@v Syewr,
*Enypevidng cod.), of 0¢ mvgds® | g xai‘Oungog (A 104) || Oooe
odx &b, Ofhwv odv noagufu- ' 0¢ (oi om. V) mvpl Aeumerd-
Aeiv tov Kréwva xvvi (T 0¢ ' wvre ($txeny om. V) || Tijg
xovf] maglBure Tov V) diie 70 | 8¢ Kdwwme péwmran xai &
draidés itéows ioynudticey, ' tois ‘Innevoe Mywv || Kai
Kdwvar xui Sedafoxyd || . Merito Bernh. (frag. XX) Eratosthe-
nem defendit. Exposuit Eratosthenes pro exspectato mvgdg
(Ilias A 104) positum esse Kdvvyg, hoc autem uerbo ad xwvwic
alludi, quo significetur impudentia Cleonis. Fort. ad eundem
pertinet sctol. Eq. 416. '

80. Er. Et. M. 547,50. K¥ogeig. — ’Egarocdévig
(08) Towywvovs adris groiv elvor, od Terguydvovs. ‘Agioto-
@dvng 0¢ buolug elvar Toig &soor, mhiy §te oi uiv Hoves vi-
povg, ai 0 xdpfec odolag Exovow.

Phot. KdgRes. Tolywvor ¥oves 7 mivaxes Exovres Todg
nohTixods véuors xai Tag dnuooius dvaypagds.

Schol. Apoll. Rhod. -/ 280. KdpBis. Kigfes Aéyou-
ow, &g Epatocdévng, todg &§ovag xalov;té’vovg Advrow &
ols oi véuor megiéyovrar.

Hes. KdgBws. Stihn tolywvog, 3 Edhwog dEwr, & ¢ 7o
nadaidy of véuor Eyodgovro,

Harpocr. p. 24,5 (Bekk.). Oi SéAwvos véuot & Eviivois
foay ¥Soot yeygayy{vo: — doav 0%, & groe Iorduwy &
vois mpds "Egarosdévny rergéywvm 70 oyfiua, dwodlovrar 0é
& T ngava’w ytygapyt’vo¢ xatt ndvte 1o péoy. Ilowdor
d¢ Ew’ore ‘gavraciuy Telywvov, Stav &mi tb otevdy xhiddoe Tijg
ywvlog,

Cf. Poll. VIIT 128. B. An. 274, 24. Schol. Plat. p. 373.
Bekk. Cram. An. Ox. I 221. IT 455. Timaeum p. 91 (Ruhnk),
Tretz. chil. XTI 349. Ammon. p. 18. Zonar. Schol. Av. 1354,




Nub. 448 Suid. Bernb. frag. XII. Mein. Anal. Al 42.
‘Wachsmuth, Stdt. Athen. I 535, 1. Nauck, Arist. Byz. 219.
Preller, Pol. 87 seq. Schmidt, Did. 59.

81. L. Er. Schol. Pac. 199. Phot. Kérragog. Oi uév
(Suid.) Kdrrugor. — Av- | dnédwxav, & ¢ ai gnyoi (Nbr.
»égpoovd. grow ’EputocSévne | opyxal  cod.)  yxddmvrar
To(v) xdrrugoy Ayew, & ¢ | Mbyerar 8 adroic o Tod
ai gnyoi yxddmvrue. Obdx | Agwropdvovs & Seukiy
809@¢. Kvrrdgovs yio xa- | (1111) || “Qoneg of oxdryxes
Aovioe Tag T@Y amolwy xai | & Toig xvTTdQOWS xvoduevor, ||
opnxiwy (sic V) xavargroe, | "Eowxev 3¢ ini v dyyaddwr
g xui &v voig SgmEly (1111) | ©(3e0dar.  Todro 0¢ xai
sionxey || “Qonep oi oxddyxes | ‘Apiororédng drnodédwxe. Oed-
&v Tois xvrTdgoi xwvoduevor. | | @oustos 08 mgodvInoly Twwe
Ocbpouaros 0¢ (H.PLIIL 3,8) | 7fjc medxng xai i mlrvog
xvolwg Ayer mgodvInoly Twva | xdrregor mposayogeder: TodTo
Tijc mevxng xai TG mitveg, | 0¢ doTw domep 6 ordyvs pu-
firg dotiv Goriep oTdyve pe- | x0ds & ueydAwv mvohvar.
x00s &x ueyddwv mvghvoy | Enpawduevos d¢ Jviaxodra
(Phot. nvedv libr.), Enpuwé- | xai dmomimzer.
uevog 0¢ Jviaxodrar xai dmo-
ninrer. Oloy (Buid.) odv dy-

yadde. K. T, ). |

Schol. Thesm. 516. (Kdrragor). @edpouotos. . .. anwwy
gnol Tiig nitves xai Tig medxns. Epatosdévng (08) dyyeiov
100 oguxds % tiic perloons, Smov of oxdinxes Evewse (¥meiot
libr.) — “ikwg. Kdrragos xedeirar 10 xokdpora td@v pehi-
xfowy (Schneid. pedixnoldwr cod.). ‘Ouolws d¢ xai 6 nduo
(Suid. o@ue cod.) i PBakdvov, mov ZyxdInrar % BdAavos,
Sneg viv duovotéov® negl yig aidoiov Aéyer. Cf. schol. Vesp.
1111, Hes. s, v. Kdnagos. Kdrrago. Phot. s. Kdrragog.
Kdtragor, Poll. T 254, VII 147. Om. Bernh. Schmidt, Did.
p. 45. Ceterum utrumque uerum esse docet Theophr. H. Pl
IV 8, 7.
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xbpowy 0" & 1@ vt negl xwuwdlug nugudéuevos TO Dege-
xpdrovs xal adrds elval @mot yévos xihixos Ty Aemaotiy, Ex-
Athenaeo Eust. 1246, 30 pendere uidetur. Phot. Zenagral,
Kb xés twveg ofitws xododvro, Koativog.

Hes. Aemaorsi. Kidg. Ibid. _Ademaorés (-#f Nauck,)
Oivoyén. Kai eldog xdhixog. Cf. schol. Pac. 916. Suid. Poll.
X 75. Nauck, Arist. Byz. 220. Heyne, Apollod. IV 1167.
Schmidt, Did. 54.

86. *Eu. Schol. Av. 1406. (Suid.). Aewzgogidy
(-5 cod.). ’Emeids) xal obrog 56y opddou Aentdv. "H 8re xal
ofwog drdvpuufomods xodgog, — Tewés (d¢ om. V) &re xod-
@os xai yhweds 7v, g oixévar Bovedr, Oednounos dé x. v. A
Cf. frag. 141,

87. Eu. Schol. Vesp. 606. “Orar oixud’ iw. ‘Ort mo-
Aowd % et yovoux@y Tyueria, xai oltwg érnuélovy Tods natigag
xai yégovvog, dote peri 10 viwar dhelpewy Tods mbdag, Ed-
godvios 02 xai Tods mag’ Oufow Ainagods nédag odrwg
dnodiddvae Twds guot. Cf. schol. Plut. 616 (Junt.).

Hes. Aunagoiot nddeo(c)t — % ofitw xveiwg ¥py, émedy
7helpovro Tovg médug o doyaioe mpiv dmodrcacdue. Cf. ibid.
8. V. Amagoi nddeg.

Schol. = 186, Zinugoiow. Twis diqhiuuévorg, Cf. schol.
B. 44.

88. *Eu. Schol. Ach. 742. dweoieis 8¢ I7jAv Aéyovor
my Ahepdr. Et. M. 566, 10. ’Iotéor 8t mapd pév voig
AYnvaiog dooevindis Ayerar 6 Audg. Iagh 08 Toic dwgiedor
GrAvedg % hudg. Cf. frag. 31.

89. Er. Harpocrat. 53, 4 Bekk. Aexdlwy. — ’Ega~
Toodévng 0¢ & voic megl Thg dgrolag xwuwdius, nédev TO
nodyua eignran, dnhoi oftw AMywy: Avxo¢ éotiv flows meds
Tois & AYfvag Sixaotnplo, Tod Inolov popgny Eywv, meds
by oi dwpodoxodvres xatd déxa yyvduevor cvvestoéqovro (var.
lect. dveorpégovro), 83ev elonrae Avxov Jexds.



82. Er. Athen. XI 499e. De Lagena — ’Egazoo9é-
vne 0¢ gnor Mysedae (xai addo) Ty méracor xai iy orduvor
Pné twvwv. Iléragov corruptum uidetur. Nescio an antiquitus
juxta formam 10 wérayvov 6 7 mérayves exstiterit. Bernh.

frag. LI

83. Fu. Schol. Av. 1563. Ilgds 70 Aafua tig xo—
pfhov, Edgodviog, 1ov Aawudy. Kal yig mooeipnxev || He Ae-
podg teudy ||, Oi 02 8te 10 olua. IHouganemolnxe 0¢ mugd
0(v) Amepdr, x. T. A

84. Hes. Auxxé[c]nedu. Tod oxererod. (Edpedvidc)
grow dwyaracdévrog doyéov (leg. diuyaracdév o Soyeov) xai
@y duddpwy xgeuacdéviwy xereicdur hax(x)d[clreda (-ov 2).
Tods 0¢ dur mavids xadeuévor Eovras adrd Aux(x)ooyéug,
[Edpobrios] enei Boyea (leg. doyén sive doyeov) Aéyerae 7o
dyyeiov, 8nov of dldvuor qufifiqyroun. ‘Amd pépovs Td udgrow.
Odx 8. @uoi yep tob Soyéov mdvroder xadeiuévov Aoxxo-
oxéac mpooayogedeadar Tods Towodrovs. Non omnia intellego.
Emendare conatus sum ex Polluce II 172 Euphronii doctrinam
prodente (sc. ex Didymo) 70 d¢ tdv Sgyewv 7 dedduwy dyyeiov
bayeor, o T0 yuhduevor Aa(x)xdnedor. Tov J¢ del yaragd TovTe
xexonuévor ha(x)xooxéay Adnvuioe xadodow.

Phot, Aaxxooyéas. Tods xadeévor Eyoviag tov Boyxeov,
8 iote T@v didduwy dyyeior.

Ibid. Aaxxooyedv. Muadaxdv. Ibid. Adux(x)énedov, Todg
doxers. Obrws ’Agiotaydgag (Mein. h. er. 220 ’Aviayboas
cod.). Schmidtium (p. 295) falsum esse proponentem pro
Aaxxd[o]nedu Laxxdonea a méog, oméos docent Poll. Phot. L. c.
Est uocabulum quale dgyimedor,

85. L. Athen. XI 485d. “Aucglug d¢ quot v olvo-
* x6nyv Aemactiy xukeioHar. Apistoqdyng 08 xal Amorrddw-
005 yévos elvae xbhxos. Degexgdrng Kooanavdiog || Tav Sea-
1@y & Sotig (4v) depdj, Aenootyy Aapduevos peatiy éxyogvfdiooe
Bergk comment. p. 301. Mein. frag. com. II 294. || — Av-
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xbpowr & v T vdre nepl xwpdlug nugudéuevos 10 Mege-
xpdrovg xai adrdg elval gnou yévog xvhixog Toy Aenactiiy, Ex
Athenaeo Eust. 1246, 30 pendere uidetur. Phot. Zenasral,
Kdlnés twes ofrws xadrodvro. Koarivog.

Hes. Ademaors). Kiédg. Ibid. _ALemaoric (- Nauck,)
Oivoxén. Kai eldos xvhixog. Cf. schol. Pac. 916. Suid. Poll.
X 75. Nauck, Arist. Byz. 220. Heyne, Apollod. IV 1167.
Schmidt, Did. 54.

86. *Eu. Schol. Av. 1406. (Suid.). Aewrpogpidy
(-7 cod.). ’Enedd) xal obvog 1@y o@bdpu Aentdiv, "H Bre xai
obrag dedvgaufonods xodpog, — Twés (0¢ om. V) e xod-
@os xal yhwods v, ¢ doxévou Bonide, Oednounos 08 x. T. A
Cf. frag. 141,

87. Eu. Schol. Vesp. 606. “Otav oixad’ iw. Ore mo-
Aae § ded yovoux®y Tuele, xai obvwg itquédovy Tods natégog
xai yépovrag, Bote uerd 10 viwou drelpew vodg nddug. Ed-
gobriog 02 xul Todg mug’ Oufow Aimapods médag odrwg
dmodidbvae Twvds grot. Cf. schol. Plut. 616 (Junt.).

Hes. 4nagoioe nddes(o)e — % ofrw xvpiwg ¥y, émedn
7Aelpovto Tovg médug ot dgyaior mpiv dmodroucdue. Cf. ibid.
8. V. Amagoi nddeg.

Schol. 5 186, Ainugoiow. Twés dAyhipudvorg. Cf. schol.
B. 44.

88. *Eu. Schol. Ach. 742. Jwguic dé Iijhv Aéyovoe
y Aepdy. Et. M. 566, 10. ’Iotéor 8re mapn uév  Toig
‘AYnvaiog Gooevindic Mystar & Auds, Ilag 08 Toig dwgiedor
SnAveds % Audg. Cf. frag. 31.

89. Er. Harpocrat. 53, 4 Bekk. Jexdlwv. — ’Ega-
Toodévng 08 &v voic megl Tis doyolug xwuwdins, nédev TO
nodype elonrar, dniol oftw Aywv: Adxog otiv fowg moeds
Tois & Adfvawg duxactrpio, Tod Inplov poogly Eywv, meds
Oy of dwgodoxodvres xatd déxu yryvbuevor cuvestoégovro (var.
lect. dvearpégovro), 8%ev etonran Adxov dexdg,



Phot. 4¥x0v dexdg. Hows npds Tois ‘Adfvyet dnao-
Tnolowg T@y Inolwy popgas Ewv, meds 8y oi dwpodoxodvres

xatt déxa cuvveoTgégovro.
Hes. Avxov Oexdg.

Cf.
Zenob. V 2. Apostol. VIIT 49. X 93.
Schol. Vesp. 389. B. An. 236, 3.
Et. M. 254, 28. Hes. 5. Aexdlwv.

ibid. s, v. 9§ Adxov dexds.

Bachm. An. I 190, 21.
Aexdlerv.  Aexdleodar.

Poll. VIII 121. Tim. p. 46.- Suid. De re obscura cf. Meier-

Schoem. Att. Pr. 150.

90. *L. *Er. Schol. Ach.
689 (Suid.) Maozapdlee.
Jvvéhxee xal ovvdyer 16 yelly,
And pevagops téy dnotiz-
Sty noildwy, & Tov pacTdy
xovra T orbuat cvvdye
T yelhy,

Bernh. frag. XVI. Did. p. 57.

Phot. Magragdley. TO xo-
x@s pactodur. Kvonvato.
Eust. 1496, 15. AiAog 0¢
Aovieios xai paotugdler o
xox@s poactodue xul Shoxe—
x0@g.
Cf. p. 19.

Haec si iure Eratostheni tribuuntur, uide ne apud Hes.
Muoragllerv. Mootiydiodar. Kai toéuew. "H oqodos % xu-
x@s pacdodo interpretatio roéuery Lycophroni debeatur ex
Aristophanis uwerbis (Ach. 689) ¥nd y7ows collecta. Cf. Phot.
Mooragile. Toluer. Aywvig.

91. Er. Harpoer. 125, 7. B. ’Egurocdévns 0’ & voig
nepl xwpuwdlas guoly obtwg: véuov Bvros uy peiov eodyey
doouévov Tvés, Emoxdnrovres petd, nudis ndvre Tov elod-
yovta ueiov ¥pacor elodye, 83ev 10 uiv iegeiov ueiov mgoo-
ny0peddn, petaywyds 08 6 elodywr.

Phot. Meiov. T0 dnép tév iyypugouéviwr maldwy &g Todg
godropus Fvbuevov iegeiov, od uetov (Nbr. ueilov cod.) dmo-
dedeeypévov Tovds oTaduod: ¢ Inepdéyyovro of qodropes &l
xai peiov &y, 8re peiov. Kai peaywyds 6 toiro mogéywy.

Cf. B. A. 279, 8. Hes. 5. Meaywyds. Et. M. 533, 37.
Poll. IIT 53. Pertinet ad schol. Ran. 798, (Suid,), ubi uario-
rum sententiae permixtae proferuntur. Bernh. frag. XXIX.
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92. Er. Athen. II 41 d. — 49nruiot 0é perdxegac
xarobor 10 yhagdy, d Eparoodévng guoly [0 qnoi xai
pevdxeoag]. Ibid. III 123d. 79 ¢ yhumgdw #0we *13nvaior
uevdxegag xarobow, ig Sdgihog v Avdgoxdet, “Ahekig 0’ v
Aoxgois — xai @iddfpwy & Kopwdy, “Aug & & Boda-
velp. Non credo Schmidtio (Did. p. 57) omnia haec testi-
monia ex Eratosthene fluxisse; est locus ad Philyllium cf. Phot.
Merdxepog. To ebxgavov ) 10 yhiagdv (wuyedy cod.). Dirdr-
Aog. Hes. Merdxepns. To elxgouror dwe % yhagév. Bernh.
frag. LII. Frag. com. IT 866.

93. Er. Harpoer. 126, 22. Mevtarreig. Avolug &
@ meds Awydey, & yviows. O uérulde égyaléuevor pe-
tarrels dvopdlovrar. “Eori d¢ xai dpdua Degexpdrovs Me-
toddelc, Omeg Nuxbuoydv ¢not - nemorqrévar ’Egatoodévng &
éB0buw megl Tiig doyalus xwuwding, Cf. frag. 46.

94. Fu. Schol. Av. 997 (Suid.) Mérwv &pioros dorgo-
vbuog xui yewuérons. Tobrov lotiv 6 navrds 6 Aeybuevos
Méxwvos, @yoi dé¢ Kadkiotoavos &v Kohwv(y GvdInud 7
elvar adrod dorgoloywxdv. Edgebviog 9¢ &ri t@v Suwy By
& Kohwvod. ToBro uév ofv (V d¢ rel.) weddos. @DiAdyogos
yop Aevxovole gmoi adtév. T 0¢ vod Kerhworpdrov &dn-
Aov (Wilamov. dfjhor cod.). “Tows yoap Ay Tt xai & Kohwvdi-
6 08 Didbyogos & Kolwv@ uév adrdv oddéy Feivouw Adyer, imi
Ayeddovg 0¢ (top add. Dind.) mpd ITv3edddgov #HAiorgbmioy
& tfj viv olioy dxxdyole meds T Telyer tq¢ & Tfj Ilvuxl.
Mifmore ody 1 ywolov, guoi Tives, Ieivo néy ¢ mepihauSd-
verar (Dobr. éndvw nogedauB. libr.) xei 4 IIv6E Kolwvég
ot 6 Fregog, 6 wloiog (Meurs., uiedos cod.) Aeybuevos, o
(Sauppe, ofitwg cod.) uépos e ¥y odymes yéyove [0 del.
Sauppe] Korwvor xadelv 10 Smiodev tijc paxpbc ovods. | AN
odx ¥otic Melrn yop 8nav Exeivo, dg &v T0is bgtouoic yé-
yoantas tig ndhews. “Tows 0¢ & Kohwr§ xoifwyy Twe xove-
oxevdooro® ol yoiv (Wilam. grolv 6 cod.) @Dedviyos Movo-

4

106me0 || Tt 8° ¥orv 6 pere 1ad9’ (radra Suid. redre Tad-
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Tng cod.) 6 qoovtilwy; Mérwy & Aevxovords: 010’ & Tog %Y~
vag dywv. || Koadeitae 0¢ xai 6 Movérgomog il Tod adrod
Xafolov (Bentl. ywolov cod.) (dg add. Dobr.) eignrar. Cf.
Wilamov. Kydathen 167 seq. Wachsmuth stdt. Athen. I 348.
Frag. com. II 589.

95. *BEr. Schol. Vesp. 1142. Mopdyov cdyuar.. —
Tév negi tovgiy onovdaxdrwy 6 Mdbguyos.

Schol. Ach. 887 (Suid. s. Mépvyog). Mogbyw. ‘O Mégv-
05 éni dyoguyly ExwpdEiro, Hy 0¢ xai 1@v #0éws Brody-
twv. Touywdiug d¢ mouqrig obrog. Cf. frag. 24.

96. *Er. Hes. Mvooivnyv. Oi uév pvoolvyy (leg. prvo-
obvyy) xudodor. Herod, II 552,

B. An. 578, 6. ITégow* — odx dyvo® J¢ ¢ éor mapo
ngéYeoww Ty meds oot yeyeviiodar, dove v dnepfov@ Tod
o yeyeviodaw mbgow xai peradéoer to¥ ¢ el 10 p mbogw.
Odx G149 ws 0¢ xoi 10 o &g TO o metaminve, dg 7 uvooivy
uvolvy, Yagociv Jaggeiv, Cf. Orion s. ndgow. Et. M,
683, 42. Et. Gud. 301, 23. Herod. II 383, 27. 530, 33.
572, 26. Cf. frag. 75.

97. Er. Schol. Nub. 552, — ’Epatocdévng 0¢ groe
Kaldiuoyov Eyxodeiv taic didacxurios, 8re pépovew Doregor
Tolrw Eree 1ov Mapuixby T@v Neged@v (cf. schol. 549, 23),
coglic Evtadde elonuévov 8t modregoy xaFeitar. AavIdve
0’ adrdv, @roiv, 8tu I pév Taic diduySelows oddey TowodToy
eionnev, & 0¢ tais Poregov dnoxevaodeloos & Myeror (leg.
Aéyed), oddév Eromov. Ai didacxarlut 0¢ dfdov 8Tt T SidoyFel-
oas glgover. Ildg J° od oweilder bvi xui &v 1§ Maguxi
ngoteverevrine Kiéwy, &v ¢ taic Nepéhousg Méyerar (581) ||
Elra tov Seoiow x3oedv Lvpoodéyrny; | Om. V. R.

Ad eundem refero schol. Nub. 591. Tufra 0¢ dnd vdv
ngotéowy Negeddv. Tére yop ¥n 6 Kiéwv. °Em d¢
tovTwv TéSvixe. Kai yoo Etmodis uere Sdvarov Kiéwvog
10y Mogidy Enoinoev. Kal piy dg uere Sdvarov Kréwvog
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gabverar yeypagios 10 dodue, Snov ye Tod Mogixd Edndhdog
plpvmrar, 8 010dy%n xad’ ‘YneoBélov pere tov Kréwvog
Sdvarov. Tudra 08 dg e Lavros Kiéwrog Z{yu(at. Aoy
odv 81t xave mohkods Tods xedvovs dicoxeduce 1O dpdua, xal
Tadta uév od moAA@ Dotegov, &v ol d¢ Edndrdos péuvyro
xal T@v eig “YnépBohov xwuwdidy, mork@. Om. V. R. Uidetur
igitur etiam hyp. VI Eratostheni deberi. Cf. schol. Ran. 569.
Schol. Vesp. 1013. 1038.

Simili modo Callimachi dubitationem schol. Nub. 624 ab
eo refutatam esse credendum est.

98. *L. Schol. Eq. 100 (Suid.). Kai voidlwyv. —
Twég 0é dvedioudr xai Aodoguly dnd Tod olvov xai T
uédns. Kaxis. Lycophroni tribuo propter temeritatem inter-
pretationis. Posuit enim quod ex antecedentibus coniecit, non
quod uocabulum significabat.

99. Fu. Schol. Nub. 1264. ’Q oxAngé duipor. — Ed-
Podriog mags EevoxAel gnow elvar 10 yovodumvxes (yov-
odunvyes V yovodvrvyes Herm.), & of naganenofiodar 1o
Soavodrrvyes todvo. ‘Enel (9€) &uviedn tod murpds adrod
(xtrod d7nd 7T0d matgos libr., v. 1261), xai 7& adrod Tayw-
dei’ elonuivs ||’Q oxdneé daipor. || "Eore 3¢ (xai) 70 ||°Q ITed-
Adg, g w0’ dndreon || Hevoxdéovg &x vod Aixvuriov, dig gy
o Edgpedvios, Aeyduevor vmd Akxudvng, tod Awmvuviov dnd
TAnmodéuov dvnonuévov: did xai Enijveyxey adros || T dal oe
TAnqnbheuds mor’ elpyuoros xaxdv; || Nauck, frag. trag. 597.
Sic fere auxilio Aldinae in restitnendo loco deprauato utendum
esse censeo. Quae fides sit Eupbronii incertum esse uidetur
cf. schol. Reg. — “AdAdot ¢ quot dg SogoxAijc Emolnoev Tov
TAnndérepov tadve Aéyovra® — Eoxe O updAhov Soqoxiéovs
elvos Tadra.

Ex hoc scholio etiam schol. Nub. 1261 Euphronio red-
dendum est. Tdv Kaox(vov. ’Enel toaymds dvepdvnoe v
i pol por. Oi 0¢ Kogxlvov naideg Hevoxhfjc xal Eevdriuog,
xal 6 pév yopevris, Eevoxdfis 0¢ Toaywdiug moreg. Cf. schol.
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Pac. 778. Vesp. 1502. Ran. 86. al. Ex quibus multa
Euphronii esse apparet.

100. Er. Schol. Plut. 797. 07 ydo noenddec.
"Euguos tod Agwrogavelov mgoodmov. ‘O ¢ Adyos meds
Tods dvritéyrovs meds diucvguby, of O TOv wdr@y Bdlov
(Hemst. t@v — 886wy cod.) eneplvro Tov Ofjuov meds éar-
To¥s dndyerv. Kai v voic Squtiv (58) éoeuvivero, btt odx
ot mag’ «drd || Obre xdova &x goguldos dodhor diupintorreg
Tois Sewpévors (Vesp. 58 doddw dwxgoinvodvre). || Dalverou
uévror T TowodTor 00 St TGV yoguylv, dAA& O’ adrdy TG
dduoxndrwy ywluevor, & ’Eparocdévyg Emwoqualverar (die
T@v yop. yevéaGar dAX’ od 0- Dobr.), Cf. Schol. Vesp. 58,

101. Er. Schol. Nub. 967
(Suid.) ITeA 2 dd o Agys sto-
uaros Dguviyov. g (0¢ add.
Bergk.) ’Eparocdévns grot,
(&ou. gnoiv ag ’Ep, Dgvv, V)
Dgiveyos [0¢] adrod (leg. ad-
706) To¥TOV Tod FopaTOS MV O-
veder g Aaumgoxdéovs Svrog
(¥ree 0¢ ofrwg addo) || ITud-
Adda megoémohy (megoémrohy
R.V.)..... xAlw nokepaddxov
(moreuod. V) dyvdy, | noida
s peyddov (updonmoy om.
V.R) |.

Arrwg (om. V. R.) Ofrws
’Eparoodévns. Dedviyos od-
10¥ (leg. udrdg) rodrov TOD
goparos péuviron o5 Aape-
ngoxhéovs 8vrog, Tod Midwrvog
viod 3 uadirod. “Eyer d¢
otrwg || IMaArddu negoémohey
(negaénrody cod.) deimay (-uw
cod.) Seov &ypexddotuoy | mo-
Tuxhgjlw mokepaddxov dyvdv, |
naida didg peyddov daudoin-
nov ||, xai (z¢ add. Bernh.)
xate Aaungoxrie dnoridnor
xaze Aw. (Oevw — mote

del. Dind.). Sunt duo uersiones eiusdem scholii; ideo errare
uidetur Bergk. Poet. Lyr. III* p. 555, proemium carminis in
priore scholio seruatum Phrynicho, alterum Lamprocli tribuens.
Est utrumque Lamproclis. Cf. schol. Aristid. tom. III 537,
Cramer, Anecd. Ox. IIT 353, Bernh. frag. XIV.

102. Bu. Schol. Plut. 385. — ’“dMws. ITdugiror
uév Koddioroaros xai Edgedvios Tooywdidy moupry quot xei
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deddSor Hoaxkeldag, Te 0¢ Mav Emuzerndevpéve Smopviuoto
diovdler, nbregov Tooyixde momrng (fv) % Lwyodgos, by xadrn-
yhoucdal gaow Aneidod. ’Ev uévror taic didacxediug med
tovtwy Thv yebvwv Ildugiog oddeic géoeror (qulverar V)
toayixds. Toogn uévror iotiv of ‘Hooxeidue xui Adxpaivn
xai ‘HpaxMovs Svydrne AIyvaiovs ixeredovres, Edovodién
dedibreg, frig IMaugilov odx iotw, ds qaow, dAL’ Amoldo-
ddbgov. O 08 ITdugiros dg Foxe xaul vedtegos Av Apioto-
gdvovs. Cf. Suid. s. v. Jwioee. Fubr Mus. Rhen, V 422 seq.
Uerum Welckerum uidisse puto Gr. Trag. p. 710. Cf. Brunn,
Kiinstlergesch. IT 132, ‘

103. Eu. Schol. Pac. 565. |  Schol. Vesp. 1005. ’Eni
Méelu xoi navdatola. — | Oeinvov, &g Svpnbowv. “Ev
@Dooi (yep om. V. R.) (mav- | 2ot Eni deimvov &l ovumd-
douglov), brav (R. mév rel) | owov. Obrw yig Ixdhovy,
deinvov [& ¢ om. R.] Exaorog | dove pdvov elvar Tov olvor

adrd xopllwy el xowdy xa- | xowdy, Te 0¢ homi éavvod
taridnrae (Hifoy R. xarari- | (leg. éuvr@) (¥xaorov) xoui-

Setacrel.) xai ndvres mdviwv | e oftw xAndévra (vods xhy-
peréywot (R. V. petéyovoerel). | 3érag?). IHMavSouviav oé
Edeyov, dc gnow Edgebriog, onbre el xowdv xozo[r)Févres
T xopuedvra (xwhvdévra V) deinve ndvres dnéhavov (Gné-
#Aaov V). Fortasse Didymus Euphronii falsam doctrinam com-
probauit cf. Harpocr. 143, 24 ITavdatoln® — &ote pév totvopa
modhdxis xui v T doyuly xwupdiy. Iavdouosio ¢ ot 7o
ndvro e pdova xul unddy helnew v tff dwal. ‘H yig
T0¥ Aiddpov Gnddoois negplegyos. Euphronii explicatio in lexi-
cis non seruata est. Paulo diuersa traduntur schol. Ach. 1086.
Cf. Becker Charicl. I 411 seq.

104. Eu. Schol. Av. 765, @uvodtw ndnnovs, Ei-
godvids gnor mdnmov Bgvedv Te elvae, Ilgds 70 Svoua odv
nuiler, 8t & dvafds Tis ngog Hubs yevioeTan ndnnog (mdnmovg
V. R.), e dnodexvivar qodrogag, 8 iote ovyyeveig, Oi yig
e0Fvvéuevor g Sévor dgpeihovor Todg Wlove mdnamovs drodexvivar
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i (z¢ add. R.) ggarplag Svwdev Brvrag. Kadhipoayos odx
drvaygdger (Bentl. dvayodgw cod.) Tov mdmmov, Recte emen-
dasse credo Bentleium dvaygdgee cf. schol. Av. 303, 304, 884,
1181, Schmidt, Did. 294, Hes. ITdnnog: — oquaiver 0¢
xai doréov &ldog,

Aeclianus N. A. 1T 30 hinc .7dnnoy auem sumpsisse ui-
detur. SRR -

105. Eu. Phot. (Suid.) ITugaifogovoor (ndoe§ Sgovoav
Mein. frag. com. II 1157, nageidgovoor Bernh. ad Suid.).
HAoiworopdvns Tuynuiorals. Anédwxav 3¢ of pdv nadifs el-
06 ti. Edgodviog 0¢ mogoyuwdbs Aéyeodar éni Tdv nogo-
xehevoudvar Tayiws fixew 7 dnurrdrrecdur. Cf. Apostol. XIII 87
(ubi dggdrios exstat).

106. L. *Er. Schol. Vesp. 91, 0d0¢ naondAryr. Avri
Tod 000¢ Boayd. Ilpds Avxdpoove d¢, Bri ddiopioTwg dmé-
dwxev &dyiordy 1. Twis 0¢ qaow, 8ri payvivyy? xéyygov
naondAnyy Quol.

Phot. IMeonddy. To vuydv. Oi dé xéyypov. Oi Oé Tix
xéyyowvo Ghevga. ‘Tnn@vas* naomedngdyov yobuguwv. '

Hes. ITuonddy. To wvydv. Oi ¢ xéyypov. "H &hevoo
xoidwa.

Ibid. ITdAr[»). “Arevgu. Kai omodds, To emrdrator tob
dAedgov, Cf. Et. M. 661, 11, 650, 4. Eust. 898, 8. Ildiy
0¢ xvplws xavee Ailov diovieiov Aentdrarov Ehevgor xai
tépoa. Degexpdrng “Tnve || Avinknoa tdepFarud nding gu-
o@v 10 ndp frag. com. II 279 |.

Eundem Lycophronem redolet schol. Nub. 262 ITundiy
yeviioouar. “Hyovy dpavio3foouar xai &g 0ddév #dw. @. Cf.
Piers. ad Moer. 330. Curtius, Grundz.® 271, Schmidt, Did. 53 12).

12) Quae disputata sunt de Pisistratidis schol. Vesp. 502 cf. Lys.
619. Eq. 449. Bernh. frag. XVII ad Eratosthenis chronographica refe-
renda esse uidentur cf. Miiller post Herod. Didot. p. 200.



107. Eu. Athen. XI 495a. c. IIchixa:. Kaidlorgaros
& dmouviuact Ogurrdy Koorivov dnodidwor xdhixa. Ked-
e 8" & devtéow Avtixiic dwahéxtov yodge obrws. Of xdes
neAlxat, xaddmep elmopev, dwvoudlovro. ‘O ¢ tdnos Ay Tod
dyytlov mpdregov uév voig mavadmveixois fotxws, fvixe Exo-
Aefro mehixy, Dovegor 08 ioyev oivoydns oyfjue, olol Eow of
I tjj toprfj nagatidéucvor, dmolovs dfmote Bhnug Exdrovr, your-
pevor modg Ty Tod otvov Eyvow. — Sthevkos 08 mehiyvav
Bowrtods uév tiy xbhwa, Edgobriog 0’ & dmouviuaa: tods

xdag

X 67.
Frag. com. II 64.

108. Er. Schol. Eurip. Hec.
574. @dldog éBaddov, —
’Egaroc3évng yio .mepi Tig
grAioforing gualv, d¢ mdla
ywois  EFwy  Gywvilopévar
GvIodnwy TH vixfoorte xo-
Ydneg Epovov elogpégovres Eo-
ginroy  Thv  Seardy  Gnwg
#xaorog  nindger, [Aid O
odvndec Eylvero xdxdp mepr-
nogevduevoy Enoyelpery  xal
AapBdvew To d1dduevor deleo.]
Oi uév odv ednogoduevor (iu-
nogevbpevor  cod.)  didpoga
d@oa, Ty 0¢ Aon@v oi uév
&yyds  xudfuevor  oTepdrovs
tnertdecav, oi ¢ drwrépw
todrwv (tofro cod.), Smep Ay
Aowndv, Puldov voig HvIeor
xal gdidhog. Kai vy uév tni
Tois im@avds dywribouévorg

Poll. X 73. "Eviot uévvor tdv yodv xai nekixyy (mehiyvny?)
xexhfjodar voullovor xai elvae tolvoue Bowwtixdv.
Cf. Phot. Hes. s, v. IleAixov.

Cf. ibid.
Curt. Grundz.® 457,

Phot. (Suid.) IMegeaye:-
obuevor, “Qoneg oi vixngé-
oot meuay(erg)buevor dIAnTal.
Iohivelug € enmi téher. Aé-
yerar yap Gt 0 uév & do-
xiic d3ha mnpodriFecar Toig
dywrilouévorg, bv Todmov xai
Oungos xai &Ahot mouyral
iotogodorv. ’Enei d¢ Hopkavro
xwois  &3hwv  dywvileoda,
Tods vixfjouvtag Of Uiy XUTG
@thioy 3 ovyyéveav mgoofxov-
Teg otepdvog dvédovv. Tav
0’ EA\wv oi uév adveyyvs xo-
Sfuevor xai nepi(ov)ordlovres
nhéovog & Emerl(Feoav. Ol
0¢ mogowtegoy Gvdeor xai
@iAdog éPaldov meguegyoué-
vovg® dg xai »dv ToOig Emi-
Qavls dywricauévors inifdA-
Aovor merdoovg xai Cavug, of
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ngofdihovat Livag, [nérara?], | 0¢ yuwdvas. ’Ex todrov odv-
yurwvioxovs, nerdoovs, xonni- | ndec  yévero  xdxhow  mege-
dug. A odvndes %v xUxhw | mogevouévovs Tods dIAyTis
neowootodvrug dyelgew T di- | Imayelpery xal Aaufdvey T
ddueve (del. Bernh. Dind.). | dddueva. O%ev  Sypwvidns
“Ewg uév odv é&v dydvioua xare | x. 7. A.
v "Odvunloy By, dayidys &yivero % t@v dwgwy ddog. ITloAv-
nhactalouévar 0¢ Tovrwy Tadta iuewoiro, i moddods (Bernh.
noAr& cod.) xazaucoilduere, xai téhog % guiloBodic xatedeipdy.
- Eust. 1430, 37. Aéerou 0¢ xara Aihwov dwviceov
Ahixograccén dyelgey xai O mepuévar xai megwootely Emi
vixy 7 évéow Tl gror Towodre: 8%ev iows xai 6 dyderyg.
Cf. frag. com. II 51, 745. Hes. s. v. Ayelgerv. Aydorng.
Ayegodfyrig. Ayvorods. Et. M. 14, 31. B. An. 331, 14.
Schol. Pind. Pyth. IX 219, Suid. s. Aydorng. Tim. s. ITege-
oyegbuevor.  Clem. Al paedag. 213 P. Miller, Misc. 403.
Miller post Herod. Didot p. 203. Cobet, Mnem. IX 431.
XI 388. Bernh. p. 248.

109. Er. Schol. Ran. 1028. ’Eydorny yoiv fvix’ ¥rovoa.
’Ev vois pegouévors Aigybrov ITépca s obte dogelov Ydvatog
dnuyyélderar obive xopds Tog yelpus ovyxgovoas Aéyer lavoi,
G Th pdv modyuatre dnénetor v Sodoos xai megipofds
dotw 1§ uiftme Elglov & dvelpov Twds: xopds O¢ Ilegodw
yeobvtwy dwodeybuevos meds adriv, elra dyyehog dnayyéldwy
iy megl Sedapive vavueyley xai tiy Eégkov guydy. Xaiges
3¢ gnoe 10 doagelov dvri Tod | AMws. Aldvuog, 8re 0d mege-
Eégkov. Stvpdec yop toic | éyover Fdvaror Adogelov oi
nowrais i t@v vikv voig | ITégoar T Jobue. A0 Tiwvéc
@y nutépwr Svbuact yofio- | drtas xedéoec (Cas. xaradé-
Sur. IMpds 8 orw eineiv, | oeg V. Féoeg rel) tovréore
bt & @ doduatt Aéyevon || | dedaoxudiug Ty Ilcgodv gaoe
Eloknc uév adrds Ljj e xai | xal vy play uy @égeodac.
Bhrénee gdog v. 297.| ‘Hebde- | Twic dé ypdgovor dogeiov: Tod
xog 0¢ gnov divtod yeyovévar | Eégkov [oi d¢ del. Fritasch.],
T0d Jovdrov (P duxrig yeyo- | Bre 7ol xvglorg dvti TGV




vévau tog xadéoeis Dobr.) xal | mavpwyvpix@y (natowvvpixois
oy zeaywdloy todrny megi- | dvti Tdv xvglwy Fritzch.)
ey Ty v Iatwais pdyny. | séyomrras, xai 8te (L &
Aoxodot 0¢ obror of ITépoa: | add. Fritzsch.) 6 Hépknc, oi
dnd 10d Algydhov dediddydar | 0¢ 8re Eidwhor Augelov pFéy-
&y Svoaxovoai, onovddourtos | yevar éxel, tedvmxdrog dyho-
‘Téowvog, & gnow *Egatocdé- | vite

vig & y' megl xwuwdiddy.

Vita Aeschyli (Kirchhoff p. 381) @uoiy dno ‘Tépwrog
dEwdévra dvadiddtor Tods Ilépoas & Sixedly xal Alav eddo-
XUEDY.

Qui ultimus de loco conclamato- disputanit Holzinger
(Ztschft. f. d. tsterr. Gymnas. XXXI 598) sententiam mibi
non probauit; nam Eratosthenem iam hoc loco offendisse uerba
demonstrant, quo tota argumentatio quamuis acuta corruere
uidetur.

170. *L. Schol. Av. 14 (Suid.) ‘O nivaxonding: —
3 nivak eldog dgvéov. Cf. p. B.

111. L. *Er. Schol. Thesm. 567 (Suid.) (IToxddag.)
Ozt (Ini add. Suid.) yvvewelwr Toixdv d¢ 16 moAd (d¢ 7o
noxddes? cf. Poll. II 28), xai 87¢ moagevvpodoys? vdvy ndmov
od xoxds. Avxbpowy 0¢ dnhds vas tolyas. ‘Eumdox ¢
T gabveror xoi (dg add. Schneid.) mAoxauides omowlws moré
ini Gvdpds Ayetau.

Phot. Il[A)oxddec. Tolxes. Cf. Et. M. 323, 55.

Hes. IToxddes. Tolyes. And tod néxeadar, 83ev xal ndxog.

Eust. 1528, 18. Syuelwoot 0¢ 8zt €l xal Tadsdy nore nAd-
xapos xai mhoxepls, dAM’ oi mudatol xal xdopov yvveuxeiov
iy mhoxapida elvar dnhodow. — Schmidt, Did. 53,

112. *Eu. Schol. Av. 250. Qv v ni névriov. — Eoxe
0¢ nage e Ahxudvos || “Og v ini xduaros dvSos G’ dAxvd-
vegor notdrar (leg. morijrar) ||, ded xal Jdwoixdds etprraur. Cf.

frag. 67. Bergk, P. lyr. III* p. 47.
Strecker, Dissertatio. 5
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113. *Er. Plut. Moral. 785 b. IIGiov 0¢ v Tou-
ywddv ’Eguarocdévns xai Dikéyogos iorogodow éfdoufrovra
&y yeyorquévor dxtw tooywdlas I térragew Huépms dio-
ywvioaocSar pixgdy Eungoocdev tijs tehevriis. Cf. Gell. N. A.
VI 5. Bernh. frag. IX. Fortasse aptius ad chronographica
refertur. '

114. Fu. Schol. Vesp. 604, ITgowxtdg Aovrgod. —
Ebdpodviog uév dg tijs etndvos adrod uavales ofioms (fort. Tijg
eixdvog Eni Tod pavaiov o¥eng), dvi paralwy Imdvues. Ko
yog v0 pégos xeivo mhuvvduevov (megrylverou Tijs x0ddooews
xal) #t pordverar (xal pGAhov & Tjj ¢Yoe Tig yaoreds).
KoaAriotgatos 0 qnot: magoiuln (magowulo guoi V) mowxtds
Aovtpod meguylvy, &ni t@v Lrolouévwy els xaxdy éavroic (V.R.),
g & g fudloro un dnomhdveoFau.

Cf. Phot. (Suid. Hes. Diogen. III 58. Append. prov. IV 61.)
Howxtds hovrgod mepuylvy (megryiverae Diog, Append. prov.)
Hegowula, 8rav g us ddvier (x’ow add. Suid.) dnoviyasdor,
@\’ % xodle (adr om. Phot.) émgpéprrar. ’Eni vérv drwpe-
Adv (Gvwgerds Diog.) odv xai eixfj nparropévir irdyero.- Aliena
affert Apostol. XIV 78,

145. L. *Er. Hes. IIdn-
mal. TO »dv SéuBok Aeyd-
uevor nbnnal Eheyov, dg Av-
x6powy @Gy, Odx ot OF,
Td pév yap BbuBok tiFevar
xai inl gyethacuod xol imi
yé\wrog, ©d 0¢ ndnnok odyl.

Schol. Plat. p. 369. B. T%
viv Bouful reybuevor ndm ak
éeyov, ¢ xal Avxbpowy
ofdn. Odx ¥t 0é. TO uéy
yoo minaf Tiderer xei 2mi
oyerhiacuod xai Gyxwulov, o
02 Boupok odnére.

" Phot. IIdnnat. ‘Enlpdeyua oyerhiaouod og névdoug
duerdpooaoror, dg 10 oY (Pors. Tgia(x)utdéxaror cod.).
Hes. @dnnot. Oneg Hueic Béufaf. Cf. -ibid. s. v.

Béppak,

Schol. Thesm. 45 (BduBat.) ’Enfpgnue éni Savuecuod

AaufBaviuevor.

Pbryn. (B. An. 69, 7) ‘Yregnvnndler. ‘YnepSavudlewy,



— 87 —

ndfrreodu, nopd 10 ninnes, § iotw inlgonue Fuvuacuod.
Schmidt, Did. 54.

116. Eu. Schol. Av. 798 (Suid.). Q¢ Aurgépns ye.
Edqggdviog te megi (v om. V) toayfiw tijc mvTivng xge-
pdueve iuavrdgro (Suid. aiuavrdon cod.) éxaréowder mregd
xadeiodar, xal 81 obrog murlvag Imhexev. Audgrvga d¢
dugbrege. — “Ahws. Obrog FdAAwa mowbv dyysia imhod-
o xal inndgynoe (inm. xai inh. V) xal dpudgynoer (obrog
noAvagdyuwr add. V),

Schol. Av. 1442, O durgépns. — Eilpyrow ¢ negi
adrod dvwrépw, Sti [6 " Autgépng] nvrwonddxos Qv yéyove
gvhagyos xai tnmagyos. Symmacho igitur Euphronius a Di-
dymo castigatus sententiam probasse uidetur.

117. *L. Schol. Av. 798. ITvtivaia udvor &wr.
*Ogveov puxgdv # murlvy. Lycophronem intellego ex temeritate
interpretationis, quippe qui inde, quod dicitur nrepd nvrwvein,
coniecerit avem esse nvrlmy, quod autem dicitur mvTwvaie
udévoy, paruam auem esse.

118. Fu. Schol. Vesp. 1530. ‘Pinte oxéhos. Edpgd-
vog olitw gnaly dvoudleador axfjud T Toaywdic (Tomywdixii
V. an xwuuxfic?) doyrfoews. BéuBixes (Béufnxec V) 0¢ negu-
gopal, neguaywyal (rovréot: cogal add. V). Licet uerum sit, at
dudgrvgor. Respicit fortasse locos uelut Pac. 332, Vesp. 1492.

119, Er. Hes. Poixov Suid. Pdxov xgtFomou-

xptdonounie. *Egarosdévng v
19 dwvdre, 1@y Auadoveiwy
} Paoiréa Todror alyudiwror
yerbuevoy, elra dnostebyarta
nods tavidy, tfj ndher A97-
valwy xptdag dxnéuyar puoly.

P Bernh. frag. XLII. Schmidt, Did. 55.

nla, ’Egaroodéms & g 9’
gnoi Paciiée Todror alyud-
Awtor yevbuevor, &lra dmo-
otpbyorra el éavtdy T nd-
ree Adpalwy  xpdy -
néupae.

5t
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120. L. *Er. Phot. Sax{letr. Tov touyddn dii odxxov
- xal orgéfing A%¢iv olvov. Obrwg Avxépowv. Lycophro in-
certum comicum male intellexisse uidetur cf. Hes. Saxxflew.
’Eni tod xxev@oar 01 xhonmfy vods adxxovs, 6moiby pact Toig
doydroug (O mowely qaor tods Egydvag Vossius); égydrag cor-
ruptum esse uidetur.

Phryn. (B. A. 68) ‘Ynooax{erou to yofuota. Avei tod
Snavudioxezor, Smoxevodrar® Gmd TOv TH cuxle xevolvrwy %)
and Tdv Tois caxiog dyFovuévwr, olov oivov # Tivos Torodrov.
“Ynooax{letar ofy to yofuara, ofov Smogpel.

Hes. ‘Ynocax{lew. ‘Ynndev v odxxw. Kol td 7:90[6]—
xbnzew,

Hes. ‘Yneodxniwev, “Ynif¥e ©g odxxw, "Evior ngo(¥)xomte.

Cf. Schmidt, Did. 51.

121. Br. Phot. Sdpaxa. ’Egarocdévng énédwxe tov
pooudy, &uewvov 0 Tov Tokixdy xdhauov. Ofrws Abemmos.
(didvuog vel Avxépowv mauult Schmidt 56.)

Hes. Sduat, “YAy vig dovddrg, olov Sodromor. Oi 0&
gogudv. Kai oi melovg (odxrav add. Hemst.) dnd vod adz-
zecdar, “Evioe 02 1y fBodrouor xareioda:r cduoxe. Kai
tofixds xdhoapos. A’ ob Th Aenta ovvdyovres orifddia
nowdow,

Phot. Sdxtpa. @oguds* dnd 108 odrreodar. Of 08 Tov
Tokexdy xdhupov. Ubi uide Naberum. Hes. Sdxrag® 6 9dAa-
xog, Cf. schol. Plut. 681,

Poll. X 43. "Eort 8¢ & aduaf oy xardpov Tod xuhov-
uévov odxvov. Mldhore 0¢ éni orgutelas adrd iyolvio dg
Xuwovidng. — Frag. com. II 5, 748.

122. L. *Er. Phot. SecéAdicar (ceodArione cod.).
Mdxny enfjgonr. An’ Aisyivov to Zéihov, b Fv xounao-
s xal dhaldy, & Te T() dwhéysodar xai v TG mooomoio- .
S mhovteiv. Avebpowy 07 dnédwxe 10 oeMAlleoFar dvri
Tod WeAkileaFar.
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Hes. SeAAlleodou. WehllleoSae* Tivéis 08 oeMller dhra-
Loveder.

Ibid. Se(o)éAroon. @gbviyos v Kobv[(lo || “Ayeua,
dovt, oo¥ orduatos ¢ oe(0)éhhioar xexouuéva moAddxeg
frag. com. II 584 |\. Aloylvne tic Snijgye Shov xaroduevog,
dhalar xai v 1 Jiwdéyeodee xal & 1§ ngoonoeiodar nhov-
ey, nevbuevos wad JInegfoldfy, dg Tods maganinelovs unftq)
xaheiodar (oéhhov),

Si uera explicatio iure Eratostheni tribuitur, eiusdem sunt
schol. Av. 823. Vesp. 325, 459, 1267. Schmidt, Did. 50.

123. *L. Schol. Vesp. 352, Schol. Av. 568. Ogyfhog
038 loéopw. Ot dr’Og- | orig. — To 0¢ obogor #vop-
viol twes 10 || Eddee xata- | yw dg xgidv dvogywv. Aijhov
Quydy udgra xai oépgovs | 0F dreddev, 8re ody dic oiov-
v. 82 || Enyodvrae xagndv T | Tal Twveg, onfoua T (omeg-
ologov. “Eott 3¢ 910ldidy 70 | udrior R) & céogos.
wxpdy (ouixgdy V).

Igitur interpres temere coniecit oéppor esse simile aliquid
quod udgra, Sic Lycophro munere suo fungi solet.

124. *Er. Quintil. XI 2, 11, (Simonides) cum
pugili coronato carmen — mercede pacta scripsisset, abnegatam ei
pecuniae partem, quod — in laudes Castoris et Pollucis exie-
rat. — Est autem magna inter auctores dissensid, Glaucone
Carystio an Leocrati an Agatharcho an Scopae seriptum sit id
.carmen et Pharsali fuerit haec domus, ut ipse quodam loco
significare Simonides uidetur utque Apollodorus et Eratosthenes
et Euphorion et Larisseus Euripylus tradiderunt, an Crannone,
ut Apollas (et add. Bentl) Callimachus, quem secutus Cicero
hane famam latius fudit.

Non credo Bernhardyo frag. XXII hanc doctrinam Era-
tosthenis ex catalogo Simonidis carminum fluxisse. Fortasse
aptius totus locus ad chronographica refertur, quod Eratosthenes
cum Apollodoro coniunctus monere uidetur.
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125. Er. Schol. Av. 122, Schol. Plat. p. 466 (Bekk.)
Siedparv. Swdgve xal o1- | Siodparv. Egurocdérng oi-
odpa xai olovs Odiagpépovor. | odgav @moi oréyactoov & ai-
Swodga uév yde ot 10 & | yelwy degudtwy TeTQUYWUEVEIY,
aiyelwy Oegudrwy Tt Tdg | olovovoy Jé 10 & T@Y xwdiwy
Tolyas Egov (3 brrwrv?) oxé- | gamtéuevor dumeydviov, § yooy-
naogue (V. oxénacroov rel)). | vav qooly. .

Thv Jé owdgvay of xare - Eadem Cod. Taurin. post
By Aéyovae 10 &x 1@y xw- | Et. Gud. p. 1030. Schol. Ran.
Olwy gantbuevor duneydviov. | 1459. — Ilgde Jé Ty O~
Siovg 0¢ ot mayd iudriov | gopdv. "Ev wioe [odv add. R.]
. xal ebredls, meds 3¢ xal pu- | (olovs add. Schmidt) xei o:-
xgbv, imrideoy el & Gn- | odgn xai cevgra ix TEiTOV
teodar olov Ewpldiov. — ‘03¢ | 10 adrd, mhiy §te § pév or-
’Egato0dévng, & iote Balty | odga doxer Pairy (vel gonry),
(Bén V). Kaddneg 10 0év- | Pontiy cod.) elvar ax degud-
dgov 10 adrd xal &vdgaygvov | Twv alyelwy, % 0¢ yhaive dmd
(évdodyauor V) xai evdpdyvyy | Eolwv.

(dvdobymy V) xaroduer, ofitws Wovro oiodgar xai olovy imi
108 adrod xdéyeodar xul Tolrny mgochaufdvore: cedoryy oi
xave Aifdyy 10 ¥ Thv xwdlwy (gantduevov) [10] duneydviov,
(v0 yodwar) xaroduevov. — Koi iy owodgar Bairyy (Béyy
V.) dnéhafBov elval (twves om. V.). To ¢ odx iorew dAndis,
@A\ yralvng eldog edredodls, olov iwuida 3} dimholda 3 Toiod-
7oy (v om. V.) Ovwg & v@ Aekexdy.,

Et. Gud. Sicdga. ‘H yodva* aiyeov aréyactgov.

Cf. Hes. 8. v. Siodga. Slovgrov. Siovs. Swoverddn[c]
otor(v). Bafrn. Zlovgos. Phot. s. Sigdga. Et. M. 714, 24.
Schol. Theocr. V 15. Schol. Vesp. 738. Lys. 933. Poll. VII
70. Ammon. Valek. p. 128. Tim. Ruhnk. 121. Bernh. frag,
XXV. Schmidt, Did. 62 seq., qui errat. schol. Ran. 1459
npds Ty Jwngogiy contra Lycophronem dictum esse putans;
quod ut intellegas cf. schol. Av. 933 IIpds 7%v omoAdder,
schol. Vesp. 496 al.
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126. *L. Er. Schol. Vesp. 1138. ’Eyi 0é otodgav. —
Siodgav elne od 10 pudlwtdv oTeGua, GAA Saltny (Burtdy V.)
"Eot: 8¢ % and degudrwy ovgguntoudvy yravig, Cum Era-
tosthenis doctrina alienae opposita sit, in promptu est Lyco-
phronem esse suspicari. Cf. schol. Eccl. 840. Siovp@v* ra@r
puordwt@y orowudtwy. Cf. schol, Eccl, 34718),

127. *Eu. Herodian. I 394, 24. — Sx@9. Tobro d¢
gact Adwoueic Evvewv. Cf. frag, 81. Sxdg est glossa apud
solos comicos occnrrens.

128.*L.*Er. Sehol. Ran. 146 (Suid.) Ku«i ox@o dei
vawv* (bt R.) twvé (0¢ V) guoe 1 ox@o mo@tov xeyoficdau
Stodrrv & Avardvry (Arverdviw cod. Aruddrving Suid.)
doduatt® Yeddog d€ (yie R.), moAd yag Toregov T@y Bo-
10dywy dedidaxtor (dédeixtar R.) % Araddvin (6 Ardravrog cod.)
Stoarridos. Frag. com. II 766, Singularem similitudinem hoc
scholion prae se fert cum frag. 7.

129. Eu. Schol. Av. 933, (Suid.) IV uérot onordda,
Igds Ty onordda, b1e Jipdéga omowaodv. Sogoxdijs Aiorre
Aoxpy | Karaotixtov xvvdg onokig .Aifvoce nagdainpdoor
(I. nagdadrsfgogor) dépog. || (Edpodvios d¢ yix@ve depudrivor).
Kalllotgatos d¢ olov épantov degudrvor* [ Edgpobriog 0¢ yrr@va
deoudrwoy.] magfydn 0¢ iows éx Tob..... (vod) émpépecdou
(an 7od mi..... plocadai?), odx i&dv dveldodar dipFégar.

Phot. Snokdg. Adegudtiov ipoant@des mods Tog & mohéup
péyas yonoiuov.

Poll. VII 70. Snokdg 0¢ Fdgat &x déguates xatd Todg
duovs iganvéuevog, Cf. ibid. I 135. X 142, Hes. s v.
omoldg.

18) Fragmentum Eratosthenis apud Plin. N. H. XXII § 86 recte
in carmine ponere uidentur cf. Hiller p. 100. Maass, phil. unters.
VI 106.
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130. *Er. 8chol. Plut. 545, — T 0¢ orduvov doxel
dooevixdig elofjodar, dg dnhol 10 xaveuydrog. Cf. frag. 82.

131. *Eu. Schol. Vesp. 213. “Ocor ot{inv. Ort on-
palve 1 Bdyorov. Kaddlorgaros d¢ vousudtidy i Ehdyioror.

Phot. StlAyy. To Bdyorov. Aoovo@dvne Senklv. x.v.A.
Hes. s. v. 37/Ae. Simili modo Lycophro ab Eratosthene cor-
rigitur frag. 106.

132, Er. Diog. Laert. VII 5. (Zijrwr) dvoxduntwr
0y & tff Iowxlhy otod tff xai IMeaowvexsely xodovuéyy,
éno 0¢ vig yoagiic tiic Iohvyvdrov Mowidy — 7. Kai nod-
TEgdy ye Stwixoi xudodvro oi dwargifovres v adtij nouTal,
xadd @uow "Egavosdévne v 8yddy mepi tiic doyming xwuew—
dlag. Cf. Wilamov. Antig. Caryst. 111, 18, Ad eundem refero
schol. Lysistr. 679. A Mixwr ¥yoawe. IMoxlhy ovos A3)-
vyow oftw Aeyoudvy (-qv R) dis oy dvodoar yougiy. “EvSa
nenolyxev 6 Mixwy t@v Aualévwv thy udymy.

Harpocrat. p. 43, 20 Bekk. — “Eor: d¢ xal tolvy 715 %
ndhor pév Avéxriog xalovuévy, Ilowxihy d¢é perovouncdeica.

Suid. Zfjywy+ — nexd ]9y 0 xai adrdsc Srwixds, die TO
& tij orod tfj v Adfvag dddae adidy, firic modmy pév
Heoavdxreog, dovegov d¢ Lwyoagndeioa IToxdhny ixdijdy. Cf.
ibid. 8. Zvod, Srwwxol.

Num Hes. Stwixol. O3 udvov oi dnd Zivwros gpiddoogou,
GMo: xal Tweg yoopuatixol hue pertineat dubitare licet. Bernh.

frag. XLL

133. *Er. Eust. 1625, 18. — .Ailiog 8¢ Awovioiog
gnoly, 8tt Tapgoi xal tagool Tdhago xai T4 mAardouoTe
T@v xwndv. Cf. ibid. 843, 38. Hes. s. Tapgds.  Phot. Tap-
eol. Est ad Nub. 226. Cf. frag. 75.

134. L. Phot. (Suid) Tevrdleev. Ipayuaredeodoe
3 oxevwgeiodar. H ovguyyebeodar (orgaredeodar cod.) xai
noAd dwatplfery v T adrp. Avkdpowy oltws xal Aldvuog,
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npoodeic Gre &viove onuaiver xai 10 geovrile. ‘Hpaxéwy
98 xavopeuphuevos Avedpoovd gnow elvar 1o EnworToepdc T
nodvrew ) dvegyeiv. Kol Agreuidweos (¢ add. Schmidt) 7o
goortilery. Dodviyos Miborarg x, 7. A

Recte Schmidt (p. 49) prima uerba a Lycophrone aliena
esse iudicat, cum Heracleonis interpretatio Lycophroni opposita
idem fere naleat. Num Eratosthenis sit fortasse ab Heracleone
exscripti dubitari potest.

Eust. 968, 8. Tevrdlew Adyerar xazd. Aihov Aiovdoroy
10 &ni mold mgooedgedery TG adr@ modyuar,

Hes. Tevrdlee. Sxevwpel. ‘Hovydle. Adwvolfer. OF 8¢
goortilee. Cf. Phot. 8. v. Tavrdlerv. Bachm, An. I 386, 5.
Poll. IX 137. Schol. Plat. 383 Bekk. Et. M. 755, 38,
Zonaras. Apostol. XVI 40 (corruptum), Tim. p. 132. Schmidt,
Did. p. 46 seq. Naber, prol. p. 13, 66. Frag. com. II 354,
375, 594, 646,

135. *Er. Schol. Eq. 440. Teo%plovs. Oi éoyavo
xddot, oblg Ixqdoovs xarodow of vadrar, ods Srav 374)'16‘(‘5 1)
nvedua mpdrovs Ik mewpas yohdor,

Erot. 127, | (KL) Kai oi megl vadv éuneigoe vepdplovg
xdArovg dvoudlovor tods inl téher Tod iovod.

Hee. Tép%0(s)or. Oi elg 10 xépog To¥ iorlov éxarépwIer
dedeuévor, v olg 10 Gouevor Ehxovoe.

Phot. (cf. Et. M. 752, 48. Suid.) Tepdgela. ‘H Aentodoyie.
"Eotwy ydg Tt oyowlov & toic mholog Aentdv, § xaheitou
1ép900v* guoi O0¢ Twes T Yvw TEHuoTe TOD Ini TG ioT
doydrov, &g’ ob Horyrar Tod igvod % xepalo. Ad idem frag-
mentum pertinere puto schol. Eq. 436. Kai 700 7moddg
nuglet. — IT60ag dé xelobow oi vadraw Tods mag éxdrega
10 péon xdiwg xdedeuévovg Tijg 636w, Cf. frag. 60.

136. Er. Schol. Pind. OL IX 1. — ’Epurocdévng d¢
gnoe py dnwbuoy elvar 10 dopidbyov péhog, dAr’ Huvor &g
‘HoaxAén, toimhboy ¢ 0d ded 10 ix Tty OTEOPRY Cvyxtio-
Fat, dAAd dix 70 ToIg eguumdleodur 10 Kaldivixe. Ilegi ¢
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1o Teverdra *Egarocdévns ¢noiv 8te, bre 6 adhpis 3 6
xedagioTic ui nagiy, 6 éSegyos adrd uerarafar Edeyev ¥5w
Toi uéhovs, 6 0¢ T@Y xwuast@y yopds inéfure o Kaddivexe
xai ofitw ovveipbuevor yéyove 10 TrveAla Kaddlvixe. ‘H dé
doxn tod ulhovs Zotiy |°Q Kadklvixe yaip’ dvaf ‘Hodxhees. ||
Bergk, P. L. II* p. 418. Non probata mihi est Sybelii re-
stitutio Eratosthenicorum Herm. V 196, Cf. Lehrs, Pindar-
schol. p. 4 seq.
Ibid. § 8. — Topwmrdos dé — wploTgogos v xatd TOV¥
*oioTagyor. |
Schol. Av. 1764. T wfjvedha piunois éote Quriis xpov—
potos adhod molls dmd Tod dpuuviov, ob elnev Agyiloyos eig
10v ‘HoaxAo pere vov d3hov Adyéov || Thverde (& add. Dind.)
KalAbvixe, yoige Svaf ‘Hodxhess (Hodxherg cod.), adrds ve
xai “I6Awog (x'tbAaos Dind.) aiyunwe ddo, || Cf. schol. Ach. 1230.
Phot. TyveAda. Tod imavifuatos plunei xai Tod xpoduatog.
Hes. - Tyjvefhros. *Eqduridy Schol. Eq. 276 Suid. T%-
(vt vhivelda addo), d¢’ of 6 | reAdos el. Thvedog douovic
vex@y Trfvefhog. Mgag. — “Arws. Nuxngdoos
(6) zrfvedros [0¢]. (Triverde yio) xpovudtiov (xai V) Emevixeor.
Hes. Trvefhro. To igduvia gdbueva roic wvixdor. Cf.
Et. M. 757, 32. Append. Prov. IV 87. Tretz. chil. I 685.
Bernh. frag. XXXIV, Schmidt, Did. 66.

137. *Eu. Schol. Plut. 718. Teeig Tyviwy, — Ore
# Thvog (vijoos ula T@v xvxdddwy add. V) Sneuddng doxer
(evoe om. V). (Sxdgode oy Trea elmev dvri Tod dnxvexd,
noga T Inola add. V), (Aot add. R) xai E¥nodg ITbreo: ||
Thvog adry (R. Oavey rel.) moddods &xovow oxogmiovs (iyees
T ovxopdrvag || xal Avriuayos | Tivov ©° dguoéoors. || add. V).
Kollorgavog ¢ ini o oagic xoxmvéydn, o oxogodopdpov
tiis yiic obong. (CEv vadry yde tfj wiow oxbgoda ueyddo xal
dowdrare ylyvovrae add. V), did xai 70 nag’ Avriudyow || Tr-
vov ¥ dgroboong || o3 xadd¢ Exew doxel. Apparet a Callistrato
alterius cuiusdam sententiam impugnari, quem Euphronium
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esse suspicor. Phot. Tywa, Ore of dpeg & Trhvw mixgol
yivovrau,

Hes. Tyrin. "Eypdva.

Eidem auctori deberi uidetur schol. Plut. 720. Kai
oyivov: oxivov vidv @rot Thy oxihav, Inxrind y&pﬂmfls‘rat
ndvra evor, (V alias).

Hes. Zyivos. To wéA[AJwov. Kai % oxfMa. Kai eldog
gurod. Cf. Phot. s. axivor, Et. M: 740, 47.

138. *Bu. Schol. Vesp. 968. Kal toayfria iodie.
Te dxoa xal v edredi] xpéa. ’Ev toig Smouviuace 08 yé-
yoantar negi (maoa V) (z@v om. V.) voayphlwry oftws* wi
dnofaridueva T@v Swv, dg pixps xriéntovrog adrod. Ilendd-
vigoe 04,  Sic Euphronii autoschediasmata restringi solent.
Schmidt, Did. p. 284.

139. *BEu. Schol. Eq. 511. Koi yewvalws nods tov
Tvepd. ‘O Tvpas I'ijc pév ot S, ioyvoe 3¢ vooodrov,
g pyy dvdodmorg ubvov doxeiv gofegds elvar, dAAi xai Toig
deoic. Kol el @Aywr [dwv idéag uperéSuarloy tog popgis
dis Tov éxelvov géfov. Cf. Et. M. 772, 49, Hes. s. Tvpweds.
Cf. frag. 146.

140. *Eu. Schol. Av. 281 (Suid.) — ’Ev é&vlog dmouvi--
poow, §ri npoxépards doriv & @idoxhrijc dg 6 Emow. AN
oddopod xexwudyror. — Similiter frag. 116 dudgrvga ¢
dupdrega.

141. Fu. Schol. Av. 1378 (Suid.) @¢Adgivor. Kad-
Motgazos yhwedv. ‘H yog qulvga sAweby, xhweds d¢ xal
015105' Edgpodviog xobpor g 8v didvoaufonody edrers] xal
x tvia (mowdoa V). Towdrov yig 10 Eblov xodpov
xal Ha(pgdv diafdrdee 3¢ adrdv xai (O om. V) ywidy ded
Tod || ITéde o xvrid. | frag. 78.

Hes, @iAdgwor. Aodevic (leg. dodevi)). (EAaggov.) Cf.
schol. Theoer. X 46. Schol. Av. 1383 (Symmachi). — “Aua
0¢ xal mpds TO xoPpov wdrdv.
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142, Fu. Schol. Dionys. Thrac. p. 782. @otvixeia
9¢ 1o ypduuara éyovro, ds guow “Egogos 6 Kuvuaios xai
‘Hoddorog, inei @olvixes eboor audrd. Edgodviog 0¢ 8re plrre
10 nodregov Eygdgevo, 7 lote yodud vt @owixeor.

Ibid. p. 788, H gowixew, dnel d1d ulhrov, 8nep iovi
x0Bue. govixody, mpbregov dypdgevo. Quod nescio an uulgaris
opinio fuerit apud Graecos. Cf. in diris Teiorum (Rghl
Nr. 497 37/38). Schol. Plut. 277, Locos congessit Hulle-
man, Dur. Sam. reliq. p, 87. Ad Euphronium pertinet for-
tasse etiam schol. Pac. 303,

143. * Bu. Schol. Av, 693. Xdog v xai Nos. Taira
odx dvayxaiov dnevddver mpdg 16 ‘Howbdov 3 neds Twve Eddov
Twvdg yeveuhbyov, Hes. Theog. 116 seq. Cf. frag. 146.

144, Eu. Schol. Av. 266. (Suid.) Xagad@edv puuod-
pevos. Edpobriog &x tod yugudgidv puuoduevos dsior déyeoFae
dnoxexguuuévos, ‘Enel yig Tods ixreowods dpekel 6 yapo-
douds Spdeis, oi nwhodvres udrdv, gnoi (pasi cod.), xgdnzov-
ow, o py ned vob dvioacdal Tis W naplgyws. [AMws)
(¢ nug’ ‘Inndvoxte addo cf. Suid.) || Kai pudy xerdnzer g
xapadidy mepvds. || Avdpéus 0¢ gnor T@y ixvigwiv od Tods
Wévrag, dAhe Tods @aydvrag dnalddrreodar vod nddovs. Cf.
schol. Plat. 352. B. Bergk. P. L. II* 480.

Hes. Xapadpids. Eldog dgvéov. Aelian. n. L. XVII 13,

145. Er. Erot. 186, 13 (KL) Xefar ’Enwediis gnoe
Yuyals odx 609@s. Xeiur ydg elow dnodfuaros yvvaixelow
£ldog, xadd gnow ’Egaroodévns xai Kadllotgatos iv ¢ ovu-
péxvwv. Pro corrupto wuyed Schmidt, Did. p. 56 uult ovxyoc
uel ovxyadeg. Dubito autem num quis uocabulum ignotum
.ignoto explicaturus fuerit. Idem unde in hoc fragmento Eri-
gonae Sophoclis uel Eratosthenis mentionem inuenerit nescio.

Hes. Xiat, “Yrnodfjuatos é»dgelov eldo[v]s. Bernh. frag. IV.
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o 146, Eu. Schol. Av. 1745 (Suid.) Kal zas yFoviag
xipoare. Edqodvios, tos @ofepds: mdvro yog th. et T
Iijc yeveadoyodow. Cf. Hes. Theog. 116 seq. Schol. Hes.
Theog. 767. ,

Hes. X96via. ‘Ynéyeo. Kexouuuéva. Bogén, Dofegd.
Meydhe.

Suid. 8. X%ovie. — Kai nag’ “Adxubve 8¢, ¥re gnol
136viov Tégag Eni tiic "Epidog, Twvés dvti 0D oTvyvdy avro,
tvioe 08 Grti Tod péya,

Schol. Eurip. Phoen. 810. Ildvra ydg ta dewe yIéviu
éheyov o dgyaior, Cf. Aristoph. Tagenist. in schol. Ran. 293.
Frag. com. II 1153.

147, Bu. Schol.Vesp.1144. |  Schol. Eq. 1179. Kal
X6AeE XOME AMyetae 70 To¥ | ydAexog. XoAixes to mayéo
Pods Evregov (8 éorev add.V) | Hrepa. Xbhixog 08 xal fvi-
uardwrdy, § dorw 6 &x xpé- | orgov ix magardifhov T adid.
ang padddg. “Ariws. Tog | Tadra d¢ dyxavddy xpla.
ioyas TOv xgbxwr elxdles ybhixe. Todro ¢ Agreuldwgog
(Agrepddigov V) Aéyer tag ini ¢ xothlag Aeyouévag yord~
dug (ni tais Jvoxorlow Aey.V). Edpodriog 6¢ (00 om. V) 78
iviege xad’ «drd, dAAG mly odv T Mme xai Toig dulow.

Hes. X6Aixes. Ai maydrarar xoklat. Cf. schol. Ran. .
576. Bachm. An. II 381, 8.

148. *L. Eu. Schol. Pac. 717 (Suid.). XdAixac. Ta
1@y Podv moyle évrege. Tadre yag ody icgodvro, dg T
ddo odua. Twés (0¢ om. R) gbhxds guow eldos iy 3 doc.
Cf. frag. 74.

149. Er. Schol. Ran. 1263. Kai udy Aoyioduae. —
*Egutocdévng 08 tdv yevdattixdy twvas yodgew ot || Tav
yhgwr (7¢ § yige V. 7§ yige 6. 1o yigw Dind. 7¢
Wifgw Fritzsch. 10v yiigov?) Aafdy ||, e xai 10 nendaouéva
doduata, & ols T magdnav Todro dyvdnrau, doxfj 3 aecoror-
xloFar. Cf. p. 16.



150. *Eu. Schol. Plut. 538,
— Evveddev mhovndévres ti-
véc Inhvxds elpfiodar @19y-
Angodoe
0¢, Agoevixds yoo Aéyovvar
Oi 0¢ dwoeis dooevixdis Aé-
yovee T Yikior. (Oniv-
x@g 0¢ Tiveg THY xdvwna x.7T. A
om. V.) cf. frag. 31.

0oy TOG XWYWTOG.

151. *L. Schol. Eq. 715 (Suid.).

Ol anatrdror, ols yalger.

8 —

Schol. Nub. 145. Fdiiar
éndoovs dAdorro. WoAdav pév
Arrixdg, 8 (viv add. V) %-
el Yikdor xadoduer,

Phot. (Suid.). ¥dAde xai
yildat.  GOnlvxdg.

Cf. Hes. s. yilda.

Ol youllerar

Phot. Pupuoua. Aidovoua. Interpres finxit sibi signifi-
cationem uocabuli qualem huic loco aptam esse putaret.

152. L. Er. Schol. Pac.
702 (Suid.). ‘Qeeaxtdoag.
Olov dypidous, % hvdels
(V, éAxvodels rel.) % Aumo-
yuyfoas, 7 GFvudoas. g
gihondryy 08 diafdider mdhey
70v Koozivor. (AAws.) Mera
éxhdoews  Eoxorwuévog (- ov

- Awg. _Avxbpowr 10 diga-
xlv vl Tob dypudy. 'Epa-

T00%évng 0¢ 1O Smd Ixhdoews-

Ioxor@ada, ¢ iows (isov V)
éxohovder (xai) 70 dyoibv.
‘Ore 9¢ glhowog 6 Koarivog,
xal adrds & 7 Ivrby oo~

phis Aye,

cod.), @ iowg (-ov V) dxorovder xai td dyoidy. Towdror 0¢

oi Amoyvyoivres.
Ran. 481,
Hes. ‘Qoaxiv,

Toénerar ydg adr@v % ypod. Cf. schol.

To & voic Baravelog xAdeadoun. "H

oxorododoi. Kai wyedv. Cf. ibid. s. ‘Qoaxidoas. “Qoaxilv.
Et. M. 823, 34. Zonar. II 1892. Schmidt, Did. p. 45.



Sedes fragmentorum !¢).

Aelian. N. A. II1 30 *Eu. frag. 104 | An. Bekk. 434,5 *Er. frag. 15
An. Bachm. 1 42 Er. . 8 446,31 *Er. - 18
1190,21Er. - 89 448,29 *Er. -« 20
1230,15Er. - 15 461,4 Er. - 22
1268 Er. -« 60 578,6 *Er. - 96
I1386,5L - 134 725,20 Er. p. 14

L T N WY

= II 381, 8 Eu. 147 782,15 Eu. frag. 142
An. Bekk. 27, 30 *Er. 20
= 68,30 L. = 120
69, 7 L. = 115
208,25 *Er. - 18

783,29 Eu. - 142
1814 *Er. = 47

An.Ox.Cram.1193,28*Er. - 52

YR S U S N )

.l‘

- 2191 *Er. - 15 - I221E . 80

. 1344,27Er. - 68
. 2256Er. - 2

« I455Er - 80
© B63E. - 89 . TMI33Er - 101
. 252,23 L.Er. - 43 '
- 255,8Er.  + 75 | Athen. I 11d *L. . 36
. 27,5Er - 60 . I 414 Er. . 92
. 214,24 Er. - 80 . I 6Tc*Er. + 52
. 218,8*Er. -+ 8 . II784 *Er. p. 17
. 219,8Er. « 91 . IO86e *Er. - 17
. 324,16 *Er. -+ 1 + TII104b L. frag. 19
s 331,14 Er. -« 108 . IMI115aEr. =« 9
. 35425E. . 3 . TI128d Er. - 92
s 419,15 Er. = 3 » IV 13Te *Er. p- 17

14) Omissi sunt Ammox'xius, Moeris, Phryn. ecl., Tim., Suidas
ubi cum Photio consentit et ubi schol. Aristoph. exscripsit, Auctores
prouerbiorum, Zonaras, Et. Gud.



Athen. IV 139¢, 140a

L. Er. frag. 26
s IV 140a *Er. p. 17
- IV 162b L. frag. 19
= VI 248c¢ *Er. p. 17
= VII 278a L. frag. 19
= VIO 364a *Er. p. 17
= IX 368b *Er. = 17
B IX 371 f. *L.
*Er. frag. 30
= IX 388f *Er. p. 17
= X 415c. *Er. = 17
> XI 474f. *Er. frag. 60
= XI 478be*L. = 176
» XI 4854 L. s 85
= XI 495¢ Eu. = 107
s XI 499e¢ Er. - 82
= XI 501c L.Er. = 25
= XI 502a *Er. p. 17
= XI 1783de*Er.frag. 10
+ XIII 656 a L. = 13
» XII 567c¢ *Er. p. 17
=  XIV 638d *Er. = 17
= XIV 646e *Er. - 17
» XIV 653e *Er. - 17
= XV 685a *Er. 16,17
= XV 685b *Er. - 17

Cicero ad Att.VI 1,18 Er. frag. 48

Clem. Alex. Strom. I 365 P.
*Eu.

Diog. Laert. VII 5. Er.

Erotian (K1) p. 127, 1 *Er.

= = 74,11 *Er.
« - - 111,8 *Er.
. - 136,13 Er.

Et. M. p. 14, 31 *Er.
=, = 86,55 *Eu.
» = 86,10 Er.
> = 87,21 *Er.
= = 99, 14 *Er.
» s 149,24 *Er.
= = 151,2 *Er.
= = 167,46 Er.

=

E

1
132
135

54

64
145
108

31
"9

10

18

18

20

22

80

. Et. M. p. 178, 16 Er.

+ - 188,37 L.
s 213,39 *Er.
254, 28 Er.
+ 280,28 Er.
.+ 286,33 Er.
s ‘. 299, 54 Er.
s » 323,55 L.
s s 3‘0, 3 Eu.
« - 360,34 Er.
s » 363,54 L.Er
s s 367,17 *Eu
3 3 416, 31 Er.
L] L] 444, 11 Er.
s s 450,34 *Eu.
s s 462,6 *Er.
+ + 512,28 Er.
s s 529,40 Er.
s L] 533, 37 Er.
s » 547, 50 Er.
¢+ = 566,10 *Eu.
s s 573,22 Er.’
< = 626,57 *Er.
= = 6580, 4 *Er.
s s 661,10 *Er.
« « 682,52 Er.
s ¢ 714,24 Er.
H] L] 740, 47 *Ell.
» = 755,38 L.
s v s 757, 32 Er.
s s 112,49 *Eu.
s s 823,34 L. Er.
Euseb. praep. ev. 467a L.
Eustath. p. 88,4 Eu.
= s 148,45 Er.
s = 302,27 Ern
s = 492,36 *Er.
s = 701,2 *Er.
s s 838,54 Er.
s s 843, 38 ‘El‘o
s - 898,8 *Er.
s = 907,40 Er.
- - 947,76 Er.

. W W
L}

frag. 17
s 26
s 29
= 89
E 35
s 37
s 63
s 111
s 41
s 215
s 43
= 45
s 52
s 3
s 57
s 4
s 68
s 75
s 01
s 80
s 88
. 9
s 52
s 106
= 106
s 68
s 125
s 137
s 134
s 136
= 139
s 152
= 12
s 31
22
= 16
s 15
s 15
= 9
s 133
= 106
= 66
t 75
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Eaust. p. 968,3 L. frag. 134 | Hes. 8.v. dveyvworipiov
- - 1155,20*L.*Er. - 30 Er. frag. 11
= .= 1246,30 L. = 85 = dvepoiydadar,
= =1260,2 L. Er. - 25 appiydodas,
= =1292,62Er. © - 66 &poryos Er. s 1b
= = 1390,50 *Eu. - 57 = douorlyovg*Er. = 20
= = 1395,49 *Er. = 29 = drra *Er. s 22
= = 1413,34 Er. = 63 = abréyvoy *Er. - 17
= =1414,30 Er. L. - 26 = Belawekoupd-
= = 14117,21 *Er. = 52 Aovg L.Er. = 25
= = 1425,41 Er. = 28 = Palry Er. = 125
= = 1480,387 Er. = 108 = poagaxes L.Er. - 26
= = 1445,40 Er. = bb = pagflef L.Er. - 26
= = 1451, 64 Eu. = 3 = Pagidldeg Er. = 28
= = 1472, 5 *Er. = 3 = pdupag *L. = 115
= = 1533,59 *Er. = 18 = Polxedos *Er. - 29
= = 1579, 28 Er. = 47 = Polxov *Er. = 29
= = 1608, 57 Er. = 9 :  Bouxos *Er. = 29
= = 1625,14 *Er. = 133 = yqSva *L.*Er. - 30
- = 1791,41 *L. = 86 = yine *Er. = 11
Harpocr.(B)p. 24,5Er. - 80 - Jipdfga *Er. - 34
- - 43,20%Er. - 132 - Juxérpy Er. - 35
- -534Er - 89 - deatwr Er. - 37
B - 1257 Er. - 91 z Jsxoftmr Er. = 89
. - 126,22Er. - 93 = Jexatm_.‘}m Er. - 89
. - 166,5 *Er. p. 17 = silvam:a&m Er. = 63
-« 167,16Er.frag. 66 - Hope *Er. - 1T
= &ml Anvalp*Er. = 3
Herod.(L)134,9 Er. - 37 . tmipbler, tnl-
: 1123,8 Er. - 75 aypc, dnsola, -
= 1340,20 Er. - 175 © emuollas, Bme-
: 1394,23 *Eu. - 127 ofrrey L. Er. - 43
2 1397,17 Eu. - 31 . tnioui *T,. - 44
= 11732,1 *Er. - 37 . emuprddls *Eu. - 45
N = 11904, 24 *Er. - 52 2 ,-EE'I”O'“J'IC *Br. - 42
Hes. s.v. ayelpaw, ayso- = ’Egwdlwy Er. - 21
auxdpnhis,  aylorrs, = 2yérin *Er. = 11
@yvgrovs *Er. = 108 = HA0Z *Er. = 52
Hes. 8.v. alyslpov $éaEr. - 3 = nduvvriges Er. - 53
: =  é&lxaiov Er. - 6 - #qdbouara*Er. - 54
= duodyol Er. = 9 = 9éa map’ alysl-
= epvorla, duve- gov Er. + 3
Tes, duveryy *Er. = 10 .« 3y *Eu. = 57

Strecker, Dissertatio. 6



Hes. 8.v. Ixpla *Er.

frag. 3
lorofocis *Er.  « 17
xepynnaov) Er. - 60
xave xopens Er. « 15
xaresdlvon@ados
L. Er. « 63
xepala *Er. « 60
xepvdog *Eu. . 67
xepaueixal Bu. - 64
ximos Er. s 66
xijyos Er. - 68
xedAete Eu. - 69
Kévvov piigovEn. - 72
x0gxogog L.*Er. - 174
xégyogoy *Er. - 14
x600n, x6p0w Er. - 75
xUppess Er. - 80
xbnagog L. Er. - 8l
xUrragos L. Er. - 81
lexxd{a)nedeEu. - 84
Aenaory L. = 85
Aencorls L. = 85
Atuvos *Er. - 3
linegol nodesEun. - 81
Aemagoioe no-
deae Eu. - 87
AVxov dexdg Er. - 89
uacraplley*Er. - 90
undwry *Er. - 34
usaywyos Er. - 91
peraxspag Er. 92
uveelyny *Er. - 96
néin *Er. - 106
nénnos Eu. = 104
nep’ alyelgovEr. - 3
aaonaiy L. *Er. - 106
noxades L, *Er. - 111
noi xijyos Er. - 68
newxrds Aovigod
Eu. - 114
nvnnat L. *Er. - 115
‘Polxov xp. Er. - 119
oaual Er. = 121

82

Hes. 8. v. 0sdAllco03as L.

*Er. frag. 122
oeéhicor *Er. -+ 122
ala ';?“ym "?‘W y

Giavgrerdng aro-
Ay, olovgog, of-
avs Er.
oxaploy Er.
aunyee *L.
ouddeyk, ouades
*L.
anoleg Eu.
orlhe *Eu.
cranxol *Er.
ayivos *Eu.
10gpos *Er.
revrales L.
1ép9¢(c)or *Er.
vpvefla, THvE-
Blog Er.
rime *Eu.
toAvny L. Er.
Tugweds *Eu.
UTeadxxi0ey,
Omooaxilew L.
oy *Er.
gikvgevoy *Eu.
gunnat L.
xapadgids *Eu.
Xias Er.
x9ona Eu.
x0dixes Eu.
yoile *Eu
wpaxidy, woe-
xeadag L. Er.

Ioann. Alex. (Dind.) 7, 20

*Eu.

Miller, misc. p. 209 Er.

= 400 Er.
= 403 Er.

Phot. s.v. $éay nag alye:-

eov Er.
&vxdele Er.

L

.

w

126
66
44

44
129
131
132
137
133
134
135

136
137

26
139

120

117
141
115
144
145
146
147
160

152
31
15

108

47
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Phot. 8.v. ét9vs Avxelov I Phot. s.v. orldny *Eu.  frag. 131
Er. frag.46 = tepgol *Er. - 133

- 448’ & Er. = 52 - ravreley L. - 134
= ndvrrijoes Er. - 53 - reveelewy L. - 134
= 5dévSas Er. = 53 = repdpele *Er. - 135
= nddopare *Er. - 54 = tivedde Er. - 136
=  nqe Er - 56 »  twa *Eu s 137
= Ixpia *Er. - 3 - Yulle *Eu. = 150
= {or0g xai xepale = Youwoue *L. - 151
*Er. > 60 Plut. Moral. 785 B. *Er. - 113

= xagynoiov Er. - 60 | Poll. I 91 Er. ]
= xepauexet Eu. - 64 » 1 145 Er. - 39
= xijmos Er. s 66 = 1 252 Er. s 17
= xeddele Eu. = 69 =- I 254 Er. = 81
= xvgBeg Er. = 80 - II 29 Er. s 66
»  xvrregog L.Er. - 81 = II 32 Er. - 66
= xvrragos L.Er. - 81 = II 40 Er. = 15
= lax(x)omedor, | - I 172 Eu - 84
daxxoayéug, Lax- { - TIL 53 Er. = 91
xooysny Eu. = 84 = IV 119 *Er. s 34

* Aemeoral L. = 85 =V 10 L. Er. = 43
z Anvaiov *Er. = 8 = VI 13 *Er. = 54
- AixovJexacEr. - 89 = VI 19 *Er. - 2
= % AvxovdexdgEr. » 89 s V1 656 *Er. s 52
= uaovapvley *Er. = 90 = VIT1 Er. = 53
s ueoragoles *L. s 90 » VI 77 Er. = 26
= ueiov Er. = 91 = VI 97 *Er. = 10
> uerdxsgag Er. s 92 s VII 70 Er. s 125
= nagasfogovaoy + VII 85 Er. = 28
Eu. s 105 = VII 125 *Er. s L]

= neondly L. *Er. s 106 « VII 147 Er. = 81
= nedlxay *Eu. » 107 « VIII 128 Er. = 80
*  7WEQLayEpOuEVOs - IX 13 Er. s 66
Er. = 108 = IX 137 L. s 134

. mhoxadeg L. « 111 » X 43 Er. = 121
= mpexros lovtp. + X 60 Er. s 11
Eu. « 114 = X 67 Eu = 107

+  mimnat *Er. s 115 s X 73 Ew « 107
. ooxifey L. = 120 = X 75 *Er. = 20

»  gdxrga *Er. » 121 | Procl.adHes.opp.588Er. « 9

»  oduaxa Er. s 121 | Quintil. XI 2, 11-*Er. - 124

s  0e6dddioat L*Er. » 122 | Rhet. Gr. (Walz,) VIII

-  owvos Er.. »135 | 1756,6 *Er. . 53
6'




Schol. Apoll. Rh. 4565 Er. frag. 60

H

4566 Er.

I 232Er.
4 280 Er.

Schol. Aristid. III 537
(Dind.) Er.
Schol. Aristoph.

Ach.

Vesp.

504 *Er.
689 *Er.

742 *Eu.

849 Er.
887 *Er.

1086 *Eu.

1229 *Er.
1230 Er.

19 *L.
276 *Er.
279 *Er.
436 *Er.
440 *Er.

511 *Eu.

634 Er.
678 *Er.
715 *L.
963 Er.
1179 Eu.
23 *L. *Eu.
72 *Er.
145 *Eu.
262 *L.
396 *L.
448 *Er.
549 *Er.
552 Er.
591 *Er.
967 Er.
1261 *Eu.
1264 Eu.
hypoth. VI *Er.
58 *Er.
91 L. *Er.
103 L. *Er.
213 *Eu.

= 60
= 17
- 80

= 101

= 3
= 90
= 88
= 66
= 95
= 103
= 10
= 136
= 33
= 136
= 49
= 135
= 135
= 139
= 22
= 54
= 151

= 147
= 13

= 34 .

= 150
= 106
= 50

= T0
= 97
= 97
= 101
s 99
= 99
= 97
= 100
s 106
s 36
s 131

239 L. Er. frag. T4
325 *Er. = 122
352 *L. < 123
389 Er. : 89
469 *Er. = 122
506 *Er. = 24
544 *Eu. = 56
604 Eu. = 114
606 Eu. = 87
674 Eu. = 65
675 Eu. = 72
696 Eu. .= B
704 L. Er. = 43
738 Er. = 125
795 Er. = b2
865 *Er. = 20
968 *Eu. = 138
1005 Eu. = 103
1013 *Er. = 97
1032 Er. = 19
1038 *Er. = 97
1086 Eu. = 3
1111 L. Er. . 81
1138 *Er. = 126
1142 *Er. = 95
1144 Eu. = 147
1191 Er. = 21
1203 *Eu. = 64
1267 *Er. < 122
1502 *Eu. = 99
1530 Eu. = 118
1 *Eu. = 5
48 Er. = 170
70 Er. = 18
199 L. Er. PR ) |
270 *Er. = 70
282—84 *Er. - 170
303 *Eu. + 142
380 *Eu. s 8
565 Eu. = 103

702 L. Er, = 152
717 *L. Eu. = 147
756 Er. s 179



Pac. 778 *Eu. frag. 99 Lys. 1722 Er. frag. 63
= 930 *Er. = 62 = 983 Er. = 125
= 1227 *Euw = 5 Thesm. 45 *L. = 115
= hyp. Il Er. = 38 = 368 *Er. = 15

Av. 11 *Er. = 42 = 389 *L. = 44
= 14 *L. = 110 = 395 *Er. = 3
z 122 Er. = 125 - 516 L. Er. - 81
= 250 Eu. = 112 = 567 L. *Er. - 111
= 266 Eu. = 144 Ran. 86 *Eu. = 99
= 281 *Eu. = 140 : 92 *Eu. = 45
= 299 Eu. = 67T : 131 *Eu. = 64
= 3567 *Eu - 32 z 146 *L.*Er. - 128
= 358 Eu. = 32 = 194 *Eu. = 23
= 365 *Eu. = 32 = 216 *Er. = 3
= 556 Er. *Eu. - 59 = 303 *Eu = 51
= 568 *L. = 123 = 362 *Er. = 15
= 693 *Eu. = 143 = 481 L. Er. = 152
= 164 *Er. = 42 = 569 *Er. = 10
= 765 Eu. = 104 = 576 *Eu. = 147
= 198 Eu - 116 | ° - 798 Er. = 91
= 798 *L. = 117 = 1028 Er. = 109
= 806 Er. = 66 = 1093 Eu. = 64
= 823 *Er. = 122 = 1096 Eu. = 64
= 8713 Eu = 1 = 1206 *Eu. = 4
= 933 Eu. = 129 = 1263 Er. = 149
= 997 Eu. = 94 = 1308 *Er. p- 17
= 1354 Er. = 80 = 1459 Er. frag. 125
= 1378 Eu. = 141 Eccl. 347 *L. = 126
> 1379 Eu. = 18 s 840 *L. = 126
= 1383 *Eu. = 141 = 1027 Eu. = 40
= 1403 Eu. = 17 Plut. 290 *Er. = 58
= 1406 *Eu. = 86 = 298 *Er. = 58
= 1442 *Eu. = 116 = 385 Eu. = 102
= 1514 Er. = 22 = 538 *Eu. = 150
= 1527 *Er. = 42 = 545 *Er. = 130
=+ 1536 Eu. . 27 = 616 *Eu. = 87
» 1546 *L. = 14 = 718 *Eu. s 137
» 1563 Eu = 83 = 720 *Eu = 137
» 1714 *Eu. = 27 = 197 Er. = 100
= 1745 Eu. » 146 = 904 Eu = 40
» 1764 Er. = 136 = 1194 L. Er. = 7

Lys. 564 *L. = 61 Schol. Eurip.Hec. 574 Er. - 108

= 679 *Er. » 132 s Orest. 30 Er. - 47




Schol. Eurip. Rhes. 419

*Er. frag. 10

- Phoen. 810
*Bu. = 146

= Troad. 1175
Er. = 66
Schol.Pind. OLIX I Er. - 136
= Pyth.IX2{9Er. - 108

Schol. Hom: K 364. 2 282
Er. - 35

Schol. Plat. (Bekk.)

p. 352 *Eu. = 144
= 369 L. *Er. - 15
= 371 Er. = 22
= 3713 Er. - 80
- 383 L. = 134
= 466 Er. = 125
Schol. Theocr. V 5 *Er. = 125
= XIV34*Er. - 175
Suid. ¢doleoyle *Er. - 2
= alyslgov $é¢ Er. - 3
= &n’alyslgov Yéa Er. - 3
= duogyol *Er. = 9
= cuver( *Er. = 10

86

Suid. aveloyeiov Er.  frag. 11
= dvappsyéode. Er. - 18
= dgvoreyos *Er. = 20
= dglrasve *Er. . = 20
- d&rre Er. = 22
= Palaveroupalovs .
L. Er. = 25
= ynSvdils *Eu. = 45
= dupS€pa *Er. = 34
= &m xoppns Er. = 15
= Znyvaw Er. = 132
= Puxov xgu8. Er. = 119
- Sroc Er. - 132
= Zrouxol Er. = 132
= xSovie *Eu. = 146
Tretz. ad Lycophr. 387 Eu. - 67
Tretz. chil. IV 784 *Eu. - 45
= XII 349 Er. - 80
= I 685 Er. - 136
Varro d. 8. 1. (Wilmanns)
p- 190 Er. p. 14
Vita Aeschyl. p. 381
(Kirchh.) Er. frag. 109



Vita.

Natus sum Carolus Strecker Caroli f. pridie Non. Sept.
a. 1861 Fritzoviae in uico Pomeranorum. Patrem non minus
quam matrem Mathildam e gente Lemckiorum adhuc super-
stites esse ualde laetor. Fidem profiteor evangelicam. Postquam
primis litterarum elementis a patre carissimo imbutus sum,
a. 1875 receptus sum inter cives gymnasii Bugenhagiani
Treptoviensis, quod tum R. Bouterweckii praeceptoris maxime
mihi uenerandi auspiciis florebat, Maturitatis testimonio in-
structus cum Argentoratum me contulissem, ordini iuridicorum
adscriptus sum, simul patrine debita stipendia feci. Exacto
tempore militiae cum in ordinem philologorum transiissem per
duo semestria audini Martinum, Michaelisium, Nissenum, Schol-
lium, Schefferum, Studemundium. A. 1881 Berolinum pro-
fectus scholis interfui Curtii, Kirchhoffii, Oldenbergii, Roberti,
Schereri, de Treitzkii, Vahleni. A. 1882 Gryphiswaldiam trans-
migraui, ubi me docuerunt Kaibel, Kiessling, Reifferscheid,
Schuppe, Susemihl, Vogt, de Wilamovitz-Moellendorf, Zimmer.
Kiessling et Wilamovitz me receperunt in seminarium
philologicum, cuius sodalis per tria semestria fui, per sex
menses senior. Neque non Reifferscheid  mihi permisit, ut
seminarii theotisci per tria semestria sodalis essem. Exer-
citationibus me adhibuerunt Schéll, Studemund, Susemihl,
Vahlen, Vogt, Zimmer.

Quibus uiris omnibus, inprimis Kaibelio, Kiesslingio,
Reifferscheidio, de Wilamovitzio, qui nunquam mnon summa
benevolentia me amplexi sunt, gratias semper habebo quam
maximas.




Sententiae controuersae.

. Schol. Arist. Av. 946 legendum est: Xurwrioxor, 70

PmoxogioTixdy ToD yutdvog Emi dooevixod (mi dooevixq
V. nél dgoevindic vulg.) ubvws yrrwvioxos (yez@vog libr.
quwaw vulg) Adyerou, Eni (0€) Inhvxod yizdvior. cf. Eust.
1166, 51.

Schol. Arist. Pac. 956 legendum est Xépwifu. — Oi J¢
Artixoi nagokivovor duolwg (wg vulg.) & Toaywdie xai
xwuwdig cof. Athen. IX 409a. Schol. Vesp. 702 pro
BdArev uocabulo scribendum est #Aasov, Schol. Vesp, 1031
pro icwg doddi.

Bekk. Anecd. 446, 30 propono: “dpgtyot, xégewor olabivor,
ol (dgoevixdic Tods) dooixovs oi “Twveg, Inhvxdic 08 oi
Arrixol tos dgolyovs qacly. Et. Gud. 80, 32 “ppiyo
¢ Myovrar xbquvoe (ol)odvor dgoevixdic, “Twves, O 0¢ x.7.A.
(dgoevixdig. “Twweg 08 — libr.). Schol. Av. 1309 # &o-
01x05 pro 7 doglyy.

Contra Freierum (de Ael. Dionysii et Pausaniae formulis
oi molawl e.c.t. Leipziger Stud. V 355) contendo in
scholiis Aristophaneis codicum V et R horum atticistarum
lexica non exscripta esse; neque semper ubi apud Eu-
statium of 7madatol laudentur, id indicio habendum essc
illorum lexica adhibita esse.

Male Roederum apud Isaeam I 25 proponere AveAeiv
pév ydo, @ dvdpec, ody olbs T v ¥w yoauuately 3
TG ek TH oy xeuéve.

Apud Quintilianum X 1, 47 post uerba ,legatio contine-
tur“ lacunam statuendam esse censeo.



9.

10.

11.

12.

— 89 —

Apollodori bibliothecam III 14, 6, 3 post uerba zo» ydvor
el yijv Eoporpe non interpolatam esse sed mutilatam,
Haud probabiliter Nauckius ad Hom. J 558 in Antimachi
fragmento (ap. Euseb, Praep. Ev. p. 467b) pro 7» suspi-
catur &ev.

Recte apud Gualtherum 66, 11 Wackernagel-Rieger edunt
Swie dicke ich also maz, so was (vel was ie) daz
ende guot. i

Apud eundem 47, 7/8 cum Pfeiffero scribendum esse

censeo

Diu minne tuot unlobeliche we.
Hohiu minne heizet diu daz machet,

Otfridus cum dicit (Liutb. 35) se medium operis novis-
sime edidisse, dicit librum tertium confecto iam reliquo
opere a se retractatum esse.
In carmine theotisco Wernheri, quod inscribitur Di vier
Schivin vers. 60, 20 seq. (ed. Grimm) ex 61, 12 seq.
restituendi sunt

So inmohtin di wunden nimmir solich wesin

He insolde ir harde wol ginesin.
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