7 Book 5: On hunting, wild beasts, women’s
adornments, and whatever else came to Pollux’s
mind

We now leave the human body and move on to Book 5, which deals mainly with
hunting, animals, and women’s adornments, although almost half of the book
(5.103-70) is devoted to various synonyms, as Pollux himself states in 5.103:
kataBefAioetal SMqutv xudnv kal TV cuvwviuwv ovoudtwv (‘we will present
some synonyms in no particular order’). This is not unlike what Pollux does in Book
9.130-62, where he adds a section on synonyms to complete the book: 9.129 & §’ mt
ToUTOLG IpoaBngopev eig cuumAnpwaoty Tol BLPAlov Katd cuvwvuuiav ij dpoldTNTA
(‘we will add these to the others by synonymy or similarity, to complete the book’).
As far as the textual tradition is concerned, the situation for Book 5 seems
simpler than for Book 2, which unfortunately does not mean that it is also clearer.
As the attentive reader will have noticed, manuscript M will not be available here,
as its text stops at 2.78. On the other hand, another manuscript, L, begins with Book
5: this witness is important because it dates from the 12th century (the only one in
the tradition of the Onomasticon) and allows us to assess the state of the text of d
in the period between C and the Palaeologan Age manuscripts. Of the four families,
three remain with the disappearance of M, we are left with three, but the redac-
tions remain still two, namely:
— redaction a: b (=FS), c (= A)
— redaction B: d (= C L BEGHI AbAmBrFlFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPnPr-
RoPsVpVuWn, LuOr)
— contaminated: x (XaXbXcXdXgXh)

7.1 Prefatory material

Book 5 preserves an index which differs in redactions a and f, and the usual letter
to Commodus. The index of redaction o, omitted in F, is a bare, long list of section
titles: it is essentially the same as that in the Aldina. The index of B, though less
detailed, seems to have a somehow more conversational tone. Here it is, as reported
by the manuscripts of d:

T8¢ EveoTv €v T TEUTTE BIBALW IToAuSevKOUG OVOUAOTIKMY' Bpag dovopaTa, Ta EMTLTOD KuvN-
YETOU Kal TdV Onpwpévwy, Tomol Bnpiwv, ékdatov {wou i kaAeltat Td €kyova, Tl T Séppata,
o0OVEPYN KUVNYETOV, OKELN KUVNYETOV, OTT0TOV SET €Tval TOV KUVNYETNY, £pyalela KuVnyETov,
mepl KLV®VY, KUVEG EvBotol, TiG avabpentéov KOVAG, VOO IATA KUVEDV, KOGUOG KUV®VY, ETaLVOG
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KUVOV a1t oopuatog amo Yuyig, boyog Kuviv, Ard Kuvdv ovopata, Tepl Aayw®v, Tepl EAAQwy,
mepl 0LOG, EPL APKTOV, TTEPL TAPSAAEWS, Tepl AéovTog, TTEpL GVvwv dypiwv, Tiva 8T TOV Kuvn-
YETNV 701G KUGL TTOLEDY, Pwval {HwV, doa Enl ATomaToL Kal £kacTov Ti amonatel, mepl pikewv,
{owv €vépyelal, Tepl KOGUOU YUVALK®Y, TTEPL CLVWVUUWY OVOUATWY.

CL BEGHI AmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeOxPePgPnPrPsRoVpVu LuOr

nivag o0 méumntov BLPAiov IToAvSevkoug initio add. FzNe || 1 IToAvdevkoug Ovopaotikiv
: T®V Ovopaotik®v IToAvdevkoug G BrOxPePgPrVyp | ta : xal Mr : ta 8¢ PeVp || o0 om.
CL Pn | 2 6npwpévwy : Bnpevopévwv BEGHI AmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNePeOxPgPrPsR
oVu LuOr || t®v Onpiwv PeVp | kal ante ékdotov add. G BrOxPePgPrVp | 2-3 i kaAeltat
- xvvnyétov! om. G BrOxPePgPrVp | éyyova C L EHI FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNePnPsRoVu
LuOr | 3 okevn xuvnyétov om. Ro | xal ante omolov add. G BrPePgPrVp | épycaAeiov
B || 3-8 ¢pyalela — dvopdtwy : kal étepa G BrOxPePgPrVp | mept om. L | 3—-4 énotov
8el elval — mepl kuvdv om. Ne || 4 mepl kuvdv om. BEH AmFIFrFzMaMnMrMvPsRoVu
| @vabpamtéov H || 5 amod kuv@v : kuv®dv BEHI AmFIFrFzMaMnMrEvNePsRoVu LuOr ||
Aayw®Vv : Aayw C Pn, Aay®v L | 6 mapddrov EH FIFrMr || 701G : taig C Pn | 7 motel E Mr
| ©t om. E FIFrMr || émonatelv L || mept om. L || 8 yuvauwkdv : yuvawkog mdong L || mac@v
post 6vopdtwy add. L

Pollux’s letter; which has been preserved in a mutilated state, is not present in d,
butonlyin E S, A, and in the x group (Xc does not contain the whole book, but only
this prefatory letter). Here is an edition which takes all the witnesses into account:

Praef. 5

(¥**) gmel 8¢& Kal KLUVYEGLWY 6OL TPOTIKEL UEAELY, OTL TOVTLTHSEVUA NPWLIKOV TE Kal BATIALKGV,
Kal Tpog ebowpatiav Gua kal Tpog evhuyiav dokel, kal £0Tv eipnvikiig Te kapTeplag tpa kal
TOAEUIKTG TOAUNG HEAETNUA, TTPOG AvSpeiay Pépov, pwparéov Te elval yuuvadel kal TodwKn
Kal Ummikov kal dyyivouv kal uepyov, el péAdet kabatpnoey kat ta avBlotdpeva GAKE kal
A VITOEEVYOVTA TAYEL KAl TA AMOOTIGVTA AP’ (Mo Kal Td cLUVETA cola Kal Td AavBavovta
émvolg kal Ta KpunTopeva Xpovw, Kal VUKTWP TPOAypuTVEOY Kal UeD’ Nuépav Emmovav,
avaykn TLKal mepl Onpag LTELTETY (***)

FS Ax(XaXbXcXdXgXh)

1 initio Kopuodw Katoapt IToAvdevkng xaipewy A : om. FS Xc : émiotoAn (€m. om. Xh)
Koppddw Kaioapt TovAlog IToAvSevkng xaipewv XaXbXgXh : TovAwog IToAvdevkng
Koppddw Kaioapt yaipew: ématodn Xd | kat om. XaXbXgXh | mpocrikot F || péAdew S Ax
|| Te om. x || 2 mpog? om. XaXbXgXh | Gpa post moAepkiig coll. Xc | 3 TOAUNG et peAéTnua
inv. Xc | pwpoAaiov FS | yvuvagew FS | modwkov F : modwku S : moSwknv Ax | 4 &l
om. F || guAepyetv Xc | 5 amogevyovta FS || 6 émwvoig : Umovolg Ax | Tpoaypunv@v :
npooaypunv@v F : tpog aypumtv@v S || éninovov FS || 7 Unewntely : einelv S XcXh || Eppwoo
in fine falso add. XaXcXd

The address in this letter is taken by Bethe from the Aldine edition (IovUAlog
IToAvdevkng Koupddw Katoapt yaipew), but it is the same as that contained in Xd,
with the omission of émiotoAn at the end. In my opinion, this address is an interpo-
lation of ¢ (from which the x group descends), which attempted to restore a lost part
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of the text by analogy with the other letters to the Caesar, and should therefore not
be printed, if not as an integration: F and S also omit it.

7.2 Family b

The b family always includes F and S." This is evident from the following agree-
ments:

5.10 T&v ante av8p®dv? om. FS || émoi&at x d* : énaci€at FS, émovéat A | ékdAouv 10 : ékaAobvTo FS
| 5.11 épémeabal : EémeaBal FS || aipelobal : aipeoBal F, aipeabal S | dmoktivvuedal : anokteivuabat
F, anoktewtoBal S | 5.12 avaypia om. FS || 5.14 gwAeol : pwAatol FS | éAeta : éded F : VAala S |
5.15 ¢k EuAdyoLo : év EVAdYoLaL (GuAGXoL F) FS || ai GpkTol : ol dpktol FS || 6Bpta : 0Bpkd FS || 5.17
OKOTILWPOVHEVOG : KOTILWPOVUUEVOG F, Komowwpouuevog S || 5.18 @uidémovog : mévog FS || 5.20 xpovt
&v : xp®vto F: xp® Ta S || fotwoav : Eotw FS™ || 5.21 00 10 : & t0 FS || 5.22 mpoBeBAnuévoug : po-
oBeBAnuévoug FS | 6 aUc : 6ong FS || 5.23 éviykuAijobat : éveykvA®obat FS || 8w v ék : v €k FS
| avTov : avt@v FS | 5.24 éautiig : avtiig FS || Tol ante cvog add. FS Xh || 5.25 ov yap @v : o0tw yap
av FS | aveotnkétw : avaotnkétw FS || 5.27 €ig 6&L kataAyovoat : ig 6&vTnTa Ajyovoat FS | 5.28
Te post cuvédketal om. FS || 5.29 mpoopariovtal : mpofdAtovtal FS XaXbXgXh | 5.30 SaktoAlol :
SaktudoL F, §axtuAot S || mAeiw Tévov : mAéova tévov F, mhéov Gtovov S | 5.31 umép fiv : 6mep v ES |
Kopueaiov : kpueatov FS || pév katd : o0v katd FS | 5.32 8el taode : Seitan 8¢ FS || 5.33 oeipig : oelpd
FS || amnpnran émiptntat FS || évoyebi : évexdij FS || 5.34 mpépewy : empopelv FS || f{8e pev i : j
8edepévn FS || mapetvat : maptévat FS

Both F and S derive independently from sub-archetype b, and each has several
errors that the other did not make:

- F:5.11 dmoktvvuval : amoktawvovat F : damoktevvival S | évretunwuéva : tetunwpuéva F || 5.13
"I8ng om. F || 5.14 &v evpiokntal : &v eupiokerat F || 18at : 0ide F || Babeing : adeiog F | 5.15
AayL8eis kat AayiSia : Aayideg kat Aayida F | 5.16 to0 ante Aéovtog om. F || 5.17 t® épyw : 10
épyov F || xabnxwv om. F | 5.18 xaBop@To : kabopdtal F || mpoanayopebwy : mpoayopebwv F
| 5.19 6npiw : Onpiov F || 5.20 mpoPoAiots : TpoPoAiG F || 5.22 GUYKEXUAKEVUEVOUG | GUYKEYOA-
KeLPEVWE F || mpoywpelv : wpelv F || 5.23 avteotpauuévn : avtetpappévn F || 5.24 Urobnoet :
UnwOeig F || omacdyevog : domacapevog F | 5.25 yévorto : yévnrat F || yivorro om. F || 5.26 elvat
8¢l : el etvat F || 5.30 Tawtd : adTa F || mowdv : motodv F || 5.33 évtiberar: ¢vti F || 5.35 Suvaabat
ante evpebijvar add. F

- $:5.11 droktvvoval x : drmoktawvvat F, dmoktevvoval A @ armoktevvovat S | 5.11 kpatelv :
kpatel S || 5.12 aronvel om. SXaXbXgXh || 5.14 6pn : 6pot S || 5.15 fj okvpvia : {g oxOpvIa S |
OV aypiwv bis S || 5.17 SikTvaywydg : StakTuaywyog S | xlTwv : xtotwv S || 5.18 i TpooudyoLto
701G : ol TPOGHAXOL TO TG S || 5.22 GLYKEXAAKELUEVOUG : GUYKEXUAKELEVW S || 5.24 UmobnoeL :
VnwONoag S | 5.36 oikodounpata : oikod\pata S

1 See Chapter 5.
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7.3 Familyd

Following the methodology used in the previous chapter, we will begin this survey
by examining the d family before c. As in Book 2 (see Section 6.3 above), d contains
the largest number of witnesses and also shows a significant degree of contamina-
tion. The following are some of the characteristic errors or features of the entire d
family (in some cases represented only by C):

5.9 aUvONpog, 6pdBnpog om. d || £oTL 8¢ éml : épelg 8¢ €mi d | AypeLTIKOG — KuvNyeTEY om. d || 5.10
avdp@®v! : évepyotvtwv d || 5.11 {ntelobat — anodiSpackev om. d || dAiokesbat — {wypelobat om. d
| kat tyvn post txvnAaoia add. d || iyvevpata : tdv tyvevpdtwv d || 5.12 Suoyepes : Svoyepii d || 5.13
0e0¢ : Aptepig d | Kal ToAAd (AR dvopata ano Bpag bAx : kal mToAAd duota C Pn : om. cett. in d ||
5.14 dpovpat om. d | 68ev kal ‘Opnpog — EuAdyxoto om. d || 5.15 Ta ToUTWY TéKVa : TOVTWV T TEKVA d
| 5.16 &’ avT@®V post Tig d || veoyvd veoyevij om. d || veapd om. d || kakelrat post Aeovtii d || AéovTtog
Sopd : Sopa Aéovtog d || wg Ava&avspidng — kuvij om. d || 5.17 kaAeltat...kal £0TL TQ) £PYyw OUWVUUOV
T OUWVOUWE TG Epyw kahoDvtal d || 5.20 ToZotg 8¢ — dyyépaya Onpia: mpoPoriolg 8¢ €mt Tovg oU¢ Kal
Ta GAAQ dyyépaya Onpla xpdvTat. Tolg T6golg 8¢ kal dxovtiolg eig Stapopa d || 5.21-2 ¢oTou®dobat
— mpoywpely om. d || 5.23-6 xpfiolg 6¢ — kouopevov om. d || 5.28 £v 7o1g : avtoig d || 5.30 Siktvolg :
SaxtvAotg d | 5.33 oelpiba : oelpdSa d | 5.34 drmopépewy : Empépev d | 5.35 €v niioL — vamatg om. d
| tva: évBa d | kataAutwy : Stadmwv d || KuvnyeTik®v: kKuvnyet®v Xd d

A large number of conjunctive errors, mostly omissions of parts of the text, affect
the manuscripts of the d family, with the exception of C:

5.13 xal Téata — t@v Siktdwv om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpV
uWn | 5.14 6pyadeg om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | &&
post iAeot add. et uév om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn LuOr |
o0Tw kahovyevol : Aéyovtatl L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVuWn LuOr ||
Katd 8¢ katéypnotv : xataypnotik®g 8¢ L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoV
pVuWn LuOr || kail éotwv — dpeta : T@v 8¢ Onpiwv (. 8. 6. om. H MrVp) T pév eiowv dpela ént {(to)
nAglotov L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrEMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn LuOr | 5.15 gwAgvov-
o — aAiokovtat om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | i8lwg —
AUKL8€Tg kal om. L BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | Aayl8eig kat
om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMnMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.17 6 T — @mooko-
novuevog om. L BEGHI AbAmBrrIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | okomiwpolpe-
vog om. L. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | €otat — o0 om. L
BEGHI AbAmFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 008¢ — mpoAdumnwv : pnd’ etxpoug L
BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.18 yAauig — xai! om. L BEGHI
AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | kai Umo8dnuata — neplestaApéva om. L
BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.19 pi mpoarokauvwy — Kail ta
6uota om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | mpog 10 kuvnyé-
otlov om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || &lpn pév — ta §pénava
om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu | 5.20 eig ta adtd — Stagopa
om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || 5.21 00 10 uév — Toiyog
om. L BEGHI AbAmBr FIFrFzMaMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn Or | ai ékatépwbev om. L
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BEGHI AbAmBr#*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || 70 8’ dkpov om. L BEGHI AbAmBr#
FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn Lu | yA@TTa — AOyYNng : i 8¢ TG Adyyng axun
yA®OTTa Aéyetal L BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || 5.23 ta uev —
&yxOAnG om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn Lu | 5.27 toig
ueyéBeotv om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.28 éott 6¢ —
poupoetdéc om. L BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || wg Steknead-
ueva om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | t0 8¢ €i§og adt®
TeTPaywvov post aiioketal add. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn
LuOr | ot 8¢ — Stelpouevov om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu
Wn || 5.29 8¢l 6¢ — otpoiwv om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu
Wn || 180 6¢ Tweg : Tivég 8¢ L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || ot
8¢ 80’ — vwBev om. L BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || kaAeltat
dpxvotaocia : 6 8¢ Tomog &v @ lotatat dpkuotacia kaAeltal (kareitat L : om. cett.) L BEGHI AbAmBr
FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.33-4 miéypa 8¢ — Suowmnelobat om. L BEGHI
AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn

It is thus possible to hypothesise the existence of a sub-archetype d* from which
these errors originated. It seems that L was copied from such a manuscript, since it
preserves some parts of the text that the d family subsequently lost. This is evident
from the fact that all the other more recent witnesses —i.e. all except C and L — have
the following conjunctive errors and omissions:

5.9 Eevop®v post Onpdotv coll. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn ||
8¢ kat — €pn om. BEGH AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.10 kai émiai&at
— €¢@etvat om. BEGHI AbAmBracFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.11 xai tiig —
Zevoe®v om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.12 8rjpa dypa
CL BrreLuOr : Onpapaypa B : Onpaypa EGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu
Wn || 5.13 kai e00npog - énavijAfev om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FlFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVp
VuWn | évOnpog ... évOnpog : ebOnpog...e06npog BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPr
PsRoVpVuWn | 5.15 ta 8¢ taig opydowv g Eagot om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpPe
PgPrPsRoVpVUWn | ta 8¢ t@v éAdQwv — oxOAakeg post avtoetij 5.16 coll. BEGH AbAmFrFIFzMaMn
MrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || Eevo@®v — eltev om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNe
NpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn Lu || t@ 8¢ mévtwy — karoloy om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMv
NeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.17 kuvaywydg : kuvaywyoi BEGHI AbAmBrFlIFrFzMaMnMrMvNe
NpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn LuOr || dpkuwp6gom. BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePg
PrPsRoVpVuWn | kuvnyétov om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu
Wn | 5.18 oxvtéAn i} om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn || 5.19
évodla — kuvolyog om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrEMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn | oxaAi-
8eg oyatSwuata om. BEGHI AbAmBr FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpPePgPrPsRoVpVuWn Lu || 5.21 xal
8el TV mreplywv — v yAdTTav om. BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVp
VuWn Lu || 5.26 xaAoit’ : kahotvt’ BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsVpVuWn LuOr,
KaAoOVT Ro || 5.27 ouaAéot : oparoic BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRoVpVu
Wn LuOr || 5.27-8 8¢l 8¢ avtdg — 6 T6vog Tptév om. BEGHI AbAmBr*FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPe
PgPrPsRoVpVuWn | 5.29 toug — émidpopovg : todto nispopov BEGHI AbAmBreFIFrFzMaMnMrMv
NeNpOxPePgPrPsVpvVuWn
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Just as in Book 2, a sub-archetype d? can be assumed for Book 5, too. This sub-arche-
type descends from d’, since it is always marred by d” errors (with the exception of
individual errors in C and L), and adds some new ones. It must be recalled here that
also a few recentiores, such as Br (after correction) Lu, and Or, do not share several
d* and d? errors, but this is due to the fact that they were probably contaminated
with C or another ancient witness, as I will try to prove later (see Section 7.3.4). Pn,
a dull and late copy of C, obviously follows the text of its antigraphon.

The text of the d family seems to have been continuously shortened from the
time when C was written until the Palaeologan Age, to which B, D, E, G, H, and I
date. d* and L represent an intermediate stage, so it is surprising that Bethe did
not use the latter for Book 5, since its text is more complete than that of any other
manuscript descending from d2

Both C and L have individual errors:

- C:5.11 pettéval : pettaival C Pn || aipetv : aipewv CPn | 5.13 opeia : 6pn C Pn | kai ToAAG 6AAQ
ovopata ano 0qpag b Ax : xal oAk dpota C Pn : om. d* || 5.14 pév post éntt add. C Pn || 5.15 taig
Bauvolg : tag Bauvoug C, Tovg Bdpvoug Pn || 5.17 ot : imog C P | 5.32 kaAolto &Gy : KaAoito
8¢ C

-  L:5.96npdvtac: Ofpratkai L || 5.14 v evpiokntal: evploketal L | ot ante Aéovteg om. L || 5.17
kaAovtal : kaAeltal L || 5.21 yA@TTa — Adyyng : 1} 8¢& Tiig Adyxng dxun yA@TTa Aéyetat (Aéyetat
om. L) d* || 5.27 ®epekpdtng : meptkpdtng L | ovpmenieypévag om. L || 5.28 mémAeKTAL — TPLOHV
om. L || 5.29 006 — £€mi8popoug : TovToug Emdpououvg L

For these reasons, we must assume that C and L were copied from d and d”, respec-
tively, and that d? must descend from d?, not from C or L. Yet, these two witnesses
share a few errors. They were most probably present in a common sub-archetype
derived from d, but they were somehow corrected in a manuscript between d* and
d?, or in the latter itself, where they are indeed absent:

5.12 e0béa : ebbeta C L : ebea Pn | 5.13 ebtpoga : Evtpopa C L LuOrPn || 5.32 6¢ (8" L) post voiv
add. CL Pn

The situation could therefore be represented as follows, but the conjunctive errors
between C and L remain an unresolved issue:

2 Hypotheses about the relationship between CL and d? are discussed in Chapter 5.
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d2

All the manuscripts of the Palaeologan Age and the more recent manuscripts of
family d, with the exceptions mentioned above, originate from d?

7.3.1  Within the d family

A more extensive analysis of the d family, and especially of the d? manuscripts, can
shed light on the later branches of the textual tradition. Some conclusions, as we
will see, point in the same direction as for Book 2. Starting from the smallest details,
each manuscript of the 13th and 14th centuries —i.e. B, E, G, H, and I - has individual
errors. For this reason, it is not possible to reconstruct the sub-archetype d? with a
single witness, as Bethe did, even if, as for Book 2, B seems to be the most correct.
These are the individual errors of B (very few in fact):

5.10 pwnAatelv : iyvniatelv B et b A, {yvnAately kat prnAately Am || 5.11 v om. B | iyveveobat :
aviyvevesbat B || 5.12 Bfpa éypa C L BrLuOr : Onpdpaypa B : Onpaypa d? || 5.21 mAativetat : TAa-
TOvovtal B Am | 5.31 6 post otevov om. B Am || 5.32 6te : 9Tt BE

Some errors are shared with Am, which probably used B or a similar manuscript as
its antigraphon (see for example at 5.10) and contaminated it with another member
of d%. Am also has individual errors:

5.27 KataAnyovoal : kataAijyovoa Am | 5.28 évoyebévta : évoxAevbévta Am

As far as E is concerned, in Book 2 this manuscript and its descendants preserve
a very interesting and typical state of Pollux’s text. This is not the case in Book 5,
where E is simply derived from d? and does not contain any particular innovations
or variants. Below are listed its individual errors, which it shares with Fl, Fr, Mz, Lu,
and Or, and more than a few times with H (see further below for this issue):
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5.10 iyvevew : dypevew E FIFrMr LuOr || 5.11 aipeloBat om. E FIFrMr | 5.12 {yvn!: {yva EH FIFrMr
: ixoDd Mv || @vamnvel ante amomnvel add. EH FIFr LuOr, tantum dvarmvel habet Mr || 5.16 AéovTog :
Aéyovteg EH FIFrMr || 5.21 yA@tta — Adyyng : N 8¢ Tijg Adyxng (yAwttng EH FIFrMr) dxpn yA@TTa
Aéyetatrd! || 5.27 tij Onpevtikij : TV Onpevtik®v mAéyuata E FIFrMr O, Onpeutikav mAéypata Lu |
kataAyovoat : kataArjyovol E FIFrMr | 5.28 évoyebévta : évoxevbévtwv EGY FIFrMr LuOr || T0 8¢
£180¢ avT’ TeTpaywvov (tetplmtny E FIFrMr LuOr) post dAioketat add. d? || 5.31 kolAdTNG : KOWwOTNG
E FIFrMr LuOr | €ig 0 : €ig 6 70 E FIFrMr LuOr | katd tfg yig : kataokeviig E FIFrP*Mr (katakevfig
Fr¥), xatd tiig okevfjg LuOr || 5.32 t@v Siktdwv : {®v Stktvwv E FIFrMr LuOr | Uoiv : kvotv E FIFrMr
LuOr || &2ov : E€0Aa EH FIFrMr LuOr

The group appears to be rather uniform, and must have originated from E, since
the other codices never have a better text than E, which is the oldest among them.®

G contains some individual errors which are common to some more recent wit-
nesses:

5.9 kal aypevtiig om. G Br*OxPePgPrVp | xal t@ duota post cuykuvnyétng om. G BrOxPePgPrVp ||
Kal T dpola post avtinaiog om. G BrOxPePgPrVp || 5.10 g kuvag : Toug kuvag G BrOxPePgPr |
5.11 petiévat : uetetval G BrOxPgPrPsWn (sed petiévat PePsVp) | kal ta 6pota post aipelv om.
G BrOxPePgPrVp | xal T 6pola post aipelobat om. G BrOxPePgPrvp | évtetunwuéva : Eviunw-
uéva G Bre0xPg, évtumopata Pr (sed évretunwuéva recte PeVp) || 5.12 S0oooua — eboopa : ebooua
eboopa Svoooua ebooua & G, Sboooua doua & Pg, eboooua, sbocooua eboopa & Pr, Slooopa eboopa
& Br*OxPePsVp | 5.13 kal & dpota post e00npog dypa om. G BrOxPePgPrVp | UAn kal moAv6npog
: UAn moAVONpog G BrOxPePgPrVp | xal T Guota post ebtpoga om. G BrOxPePgPrVp || 5.14 kal ta
6uota post media om. G BrOxPePgPrVp | éAela : €An G BrOxPgPr | i8aig te kai DAalg : DAalg Te kat
18aialg G || xaipovta : yaipovteg G OX || 5.15 T®V Kuv@VY : kuv®V G (Br)OxPgPr || 5.16 kal ta dpoLa
post avtoetij om. G BrOxPePgPrvp | 1 8¢ tfig éAdgov : Tt EAd@ov G*Pg, Tiig éAdgouv PePrVp | 5.17
uév xuvnyétou : kuvnyétal G BrOxPg : kuvnyétov PePrVp || 5.21 tijg 8¢ Adyyng T0 uév : Adyyat 8¢
T AOyxng T@v G 0%, Adyyat Tt 8¢ Adyyng T0 pev PgPr || 5.27 tij Onpevtikij : T@v Onpevtikdv G'H
BrOxPs* || uév kahel : kael uév G BrOxPePgPrVp | 5.31 kopvgaiov : kopvpaiog G BriPePgPrVp
| 8irtd : 6pBaG G BrOxPs, rectum Sirtd habent autem PePgPrvp || 5.32 tév SIKTOWV : SIkTOWV G
BrOxPePgPrVp || kal 6 k0kAoG : 6¢ kal G BrOxPePgPrVp | 5.36 kal ta Gpota post meplatoLyicacbat
om. G BrOxPePgPrVp

So does H, which sometimes agrees in error with E:

5.12 avamvel ante aromvel add. EH FIFr LuOr | §bcoopa! - eboopa om. H || 5.13 6npiotg: Onpiag H ||
5.14 xal £0Tv — Opeta : Ta pév elo dpeta émi {(T0) mAglatov H MrVyp || 5.15 TGV KUVGV : TV KOW&HV
H || 6voua : ovopata H || kaeltat om. H || 5.16 Aéyot : Aéyotto H || 5.31 kata Tig YiG : Katd Tii§ 0fig
H | 5.32 outaxcivou : pidaxivov H || E0Aov : E0Aa EH FIFrMr LuOr

3 On the manuscripts copied from E, see Section 5.2.
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The four manuscripts Ab, Fz, Ne, and Np, which form up a compact group in Book
2 (= h), do the same in Book 5:

5.9 avtimaAog : timaAog AbFzNeNp | Onpevtikdg : oevtikdg AbFzNeNp | 5.11 Onpiwv : Bnpdv
AbFzNeNp | 5.13 ebtpoga : ebTpaga AbFzNeNp || 5.16 8¢pua Aeovti] : Sépuata Aeovtal AbFzNeNp |
5.19 moSdaypat : moddypa AbFzZNeNpWn || 5.32 T®Vv SIkTOwV : 8¢ SiktOwv AbFzZNeNp

Ne is most likely the antigraphon of Np, since the two codices share some errors:

5.12 guumemieyuéva : ouumenAevyuéva NeNp || 5.16 yodaBnvd : yodativd NeNp

But Np contains errors that are not present in Ne:

5.10 Bnpdobal : OnpicacBat Np || iyvevew om. Np || 5.27 KaAel Ta : kaAeital Np

More revealing are the agreements in error between h and the manuscripts that
belong to the t group (= MnMvRoVu) for Book 2 and Book 5. To them we must add
Ma, which in Book 2 was an apographon of D, and Wn, which in Book 5 is not
derived from G as in Book 2:

5.16 yaAabnva : yaAatnva AbFz MaMnRoWn, yaiativd NeNp || kal o pév : kat ta pev AbFzNeNp
MaMnMvRoVu || Tot post Aéovtog add. AbFzZNeNp MaMnMvVuWn | 8épua Aeovti : 8épuata
Aeovtal AbFzNeNp : 8épuata Aeovtii MaMnMvRoVuWn | 5.21 mpofoAat : meptporat AbFzNeNp
MaMnMvRoVuWn | 5.36 otfjcac6at : avaotioacbat BEGHI AmBrFIFrMaMnMrMvNeOxPePgPrPsV
PWn LuOr : avaoticecBat AbFzNeNp RoVu

The relationship between these two groups appears to be very complex, and
contamination and emendations are, as always, very likely to have taken place.
Perhaps this messy situation can be explained by assuming the existence of lost
manuscripts with interlinear variants. In any case, it seems plausible is that, since
AbFzNeNp share t’s errors and add some of their own, h descends from ¢ (as it does
in Book 2 after 2.20).

The manuscripts belonging to ¢ share errors in various combinations, as far as
can be ascertained:

5.15 Ta pev @V AeOVTWV @ TGOV P&V T®V Aedvtwv MnVu | 5.16 Séppa Aeovtii : Séppata Aeovtii
MaMnMvRoVuWn | 5.27 kataArjyovoat : Afyovcat MaRo || 5.36 Tvag ante ékdAeoe add. MnRoWn
| me@uTeLpéVag : Te@uTELPEVOY I MnMVROVUWN

Almost every manuscript of ¢t has its own errors, more or less relevant; the only
exception appears to be Wn, which was probably copied from a very correct or
corrected witness of t:
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—  Ma: 5.12 amomvel : Stamvel Ma

—  Mn: 5.16 post dAwmekog Mn add. kat tig dpkTov apkti || 5.19 dkovtia : kévTia Mn || 5.31 katd
TS YAG : Katd yiig Mn

- Mv:5.9 Onpdvrac: Onpdv te Mv || 5.10 xal aviyvedew om. Mv || 5.12 mvedpata post iyvdv add.
Mv || 5.13 yij — moA0BOnpog om. Mv | 5.14 napddielg : mdpSarol M || 5.16 yohaBnvd : yaAakTva
Mv || 5.18 kaBop®t0 : KaBop@®V T0 MV || 5.26 TAéypata : mAedypata Mv

- Ro:5.12 §0coopa 8¢ xal ebooua om. Ro || 5.14 wg ol AéovTteg T 8¢ EAela WG ol oVeg Ta 8¢ om.
Ro | 5.18 kaBop®To : KabBop&v T0 Mv, kaBop®vTo Ro || 5.26 kaAolt : karoBvT Ro || 5.27 Siktua
8t Ro || 5.31 1 KOAOTNG — TO Tiig Gprvog om. Ro

- Vu:5.27 pev KaAel : pév kaeltat Vu

Ma in this book seems to belong to the ¢ group, but in Book 2 it is clearly an apogra-
phon of D (see Section 6.3 above). Since D lacks Book 5, one might suppose that Ma
could have been copied from D before the loss. This scenario could be possible, but
it seems unlikely to me: in Book 2, D and Ma share many errors that are not present
in t, whereas in Book 5 the only individual error of Ma is at 5.12; it is thus more eco-
nomical to assume that the scribe of Ma changed his antigraphon.

7.3.2 The descendants of G

The characteristic text of G allows us to identify with little effort the manuscripts
that are directly or indirectly derived from it. This category includes Pg, Pr, Pe, and
Vp, as well as Ox and Br.

Br*, before the corrections and additions by a second hand, and Ox share many
errors:

5.10 pev om. BreOx || 5.12 dmomvel : evamonvel BrOx | Svoooua' : eboopa BreOx || 5.13 opoiwg :
ouoiwg GG BrOx || 5.14 8aig e kat HAag : DAag Te Kat idiaig Bri?0x || 5.16 yaAabnva : yodabnkd
BrOx | 1 8¢ tiig éAd@ov : 1} 8¢ ToD éAdpov BrOx | 5.27 e0tiki| ante Sixtua add. Br*Ox | 5.28 mepi-
Spopog : mepioSog BreOxPs

Since Ox is older than Br, I think it is possible that Ox itself or one of its copies (as is
the case in Book 2) was used as an antigraphon by the scribe of Br. The latter shows
an error that Ox avoided (5.12 6pBa : 0pBia Br*), but it also managed to correct
some of Ox’s errors (5.14 &v evpioknTat : &v evpioketal 0%; 5.19 dpkveg : pyweg OX),
which makes one more hesitant to draw definitive conclusions.

Ps, enigmatic as it is in Book 2 with regard to its position in the stemma, also seems
to have had access to a manuscript linked to G, and more precisely to Br or Ox:
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5.12 §vooouat - ebooua : Svoooua ebooua & BriOxPsVp || 5.27 tfj Onpevtikii : Tdv Bnpevtik®v GH
BrOxPs* || 5.28 nepiSpopog : mepiodog BrOxPs || 5.31 Sirtd : 6pOd& G BrOxPs

7.3.3 The relationship between manuscripts within d?

A more detailed analysis of the agreements in error between the Palaeologan man-
uscripts and their groups reveals, as expected (see also Section 6.3), a certain degree
of contamination already in the medieval witnesses:

- BE:5.32 6te: 6Tt BE

- BH:5.28 évoyebévta : évoyxevbévta BH h(AbFzNeNp) t(MaMnMvRoVuWn) PePsVp

- EG:5.28 évayebévta : évoxevBévtwy EG FIFrMr LuOr |

- EGI: 5.32 {otatat : {otapev EGIP Br*FIFrMrOx LuOr

- EH: 5.12 avamvel ante amonvel add. EH FIFr LuOr || 5.16 Aéovtog : Aéyovteg EH FIFrMr | 5.21
YADTTA — AdyYNG : ) 8¢ TiG Adyxng (YAwtTng EH FIFrMr) dxun yA@tra Aéyetat d” | 5.32 EVAov :
&OAa EH FIFrMr LuOr

- EHL 5.14 8awg te xal VAatg : VAag te kal (Sarg EHI h(AbFzNeNp) t(MaMnMvRoVuWn)
BrF1*MrPePgPrPsVp, bAatg e kat b8aig FIPFr LuOr

- GH:5.27 1] Onpevtikii : T®v Onpevtik®v GH BrOxPs!!

- GI:5.9 1 initio add. C GI AbBrFzNeNpOxPgPePnPrVp

- Hht 5.19 gipn pév - ta pénava: Adyxat H h(AbFzNeNp) {(MaMnMvRoVuWn)

— L BEIL 5.19 &ion pev — ta Spénava : t6&a axdvtia Adyyat L BEI AmFIFrMrPePsVp

- BEGH: 5.17 evotaing C L I: ebBairig BEGH AbAmBracFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPePgPrPsRo
VpVuWn

- BEGHLI: 5.15 oi ante Aaywoi om. BEGHI AmBrFIFrMrOxPePgPrPsVp

The most significant set appears to be the one containing manuscripts E and H,
which are clearly closer to each other than any of the other witnesses. Neverthe-
less, H agrees in error with B and G, while E is correct or has a different error, and
E shares errors that H does not make with G, while each has individual errors that
the other ignores. Even if one were bold enough to conclude that E and H had a
common ancestor, nothing can be deduced from the agreements between the other
manuscripts, because they are too few.

Groups h and t agree in error once with BH and once with EHI, which again
leads us to suspect contamination. In one case (5.15) they ignore an omission made
by the other codices of the d? group, but this is a mere article that could have been
restored by conjecture, or even by analogy with nearby terms. Quite revealing,
even though it is only one occurrence, is the passage in 5.19:

Elon pev - ta Spénava : to€a axkovtia Adyyat L BEI AmFIFrMrPePsVyp : om. G BrePgPrOx : Adyyat H
h(AbFzNeNp) t(MaMnMvRoVuWn)
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A longer passage of C was shortened in d? and replaced by these three words, pre-
served in L, B, E (and in their descendants: Am and Fl, Fr, and Mr), I, Ps, and PeVp,
but completely omitted in G and its descendants, and only partially preserved in H,
h, and t. This situation suggests some affinity between H and ¢, and that B, E, and I
had access to a more reliable and correct text than G and H. Could H have been one
of the manuscripts on which ¢ was based? Did ¢, whose text was not satisfactory,
perhaps resort to one or more witnesses that were considered to be more reliable?
Finally, it is possible to identify several errors in Ps:

5.11 petiévat PePsVp : petetvat G BrOxPgPrPssWn# || 5.14 (Saig e kal DAag : DAag te kat iSaig
EHi h(AbFzNeNp) t(MaMnMvRoVuWn) BrFl*MrPgPrPsVp || 5.15 oi ante Aaywoi om. BEGHI
AmBrFIFrMrOxPgPrPsVp | 5.19 &ion pév — ta Spénava : t6&a dxdvtia Adyyxal L BE AmFIFrMrPsVp
| 5.28 évoyebévta : évoxevBévta BH h(AbFzNeNp) t(MaMnMvRoVuWn) PsVp

Ps shares conjunctive errors once with EHIht together with BrPePgPrPsVp, once
with BEGHI, once with L BEIL and once with BHht. This situation makes it quite
difficult to locate Ps in the stemma with certainty, although it is possible to identify
one codex probably linked to ¢ and one linked to B among its multiple sources. It is
rather surprising that in each of these cases Ps agrees in error with Pe (and conse-
quently Vp), although it does not share any of Pe’s characteristic errors elsewhere.
Perhaps the two manuscripts used a common source to contaminate the text, since,
as we noted above, Pe shows signs of such an operation.

7.3.4 The presence of C: Pn, Br, Lu, and Or

In Book 2, the text of Pn was most probably copied from Pa, which ends at 2.104.
The scribe of Pn had to use another antigraphon. This seems to have been C itself,
or a faithful copy of it, as shown by the fact that Pn ignores d* and d? omissions and
shows conjunctive errors with C:

5.11 petiéval : pettaival C Pn | aipetv : aipew C Pn || 5.12 evbéa : e0Beta C L : ebBea Pn || 5.13 opeia :
6pn CPn || ixtuvva : Siktdva C BrLuOrPn | kal moAA& GAAa 6vopata o 81pag : kat moAla dpota C
Pn:om.d" | 5.14 0pyadeg om. d’, habent C Brr*LuOr | pév post éntt add. C Pn || 5.15 Taig Bapvols : tag
Bapvoug C, Tovg Bapvoug Pn || vépwvtat : vépovtat C LuOrPn | 5.17 {ninot : inmog C Pn | 5.21 toiyog
: T€lxog C BrLuPn | 5.28 év 701G : avtoig C BrLuOrPn || 5.29 ano otpogiwy : anootpogiwv C LuOrPn
| 5.30 kpixot : kipkot C BrLuOrPn | 5.30 7ag : T0ig C Lu, Tag BrOx, ToUg Pn || Stktiolg : Saktvotg C
BrLuOrPn | 5.31 oOonaota : Svomacta C LuOrPn | 5.32 dntowor : anoowon C LuOrPn || kaAolto
&t : xadotto 8¢ C Pn | 5.33 avTo To70 : adT® ToUTw C BrLuOrPn | dvaotpédn te : dvaotpéyntal C
LuOrPn | 5.34 ta ante anocVppata om. C Pn || 5.35 kuvnyetk®v: kuvnyet@®v C Pn
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In Book 5, Pn is clearly nothing more than an apographon of C, with no signs of
contamination or innovation, but its existence suggests that in the 15th century — Pn
dates from the end of that century or to the beginning of the 16th, and was probably
written in northern Italy — C was somehow available and that copies were made of
it. This would also help to explain the operation that was carried out on Br and the
two codices Lu and Or.

As explained in Section 7.3.2, Br was probably copied from Ox or another
apographon of G, but a second hand, probably the one of Demetrius Chalcondylas
(see also Section 2.3), made many corrections and integrations in the margins or
between the lines using a second manuscript which, if it was not C itself, was a
copy of it. This can be seen by examining the errors listed above (e.g. 5.13 Siktovva :
Swkt®va C BrLuOrPn; 5.21 Toiy0¢ : t€lxo¢ C BrLuPn; 5.28 év 101G : avtoig C BrLuOrPn;
5.29 amo otpoeiwv : drootpoiwv C LuOrPn; 5.30 kpikot : kipkot C BrLuOrPn; 5.30
Ta¢ : toic C Lu, Tag BrOr, Toug Pn; Siktvolg : SaktvAolg C BrLuOrPn; 5.33 avto 10070
: aUT® ToUTW C BrLuOrPn) and by looking at the integrated parts of the text, which
are lost in d? or even in d*:

5.10 xal émioi€al — épetvat om. d? : habet Bre || 5.12 kai tfig — Eevo@@v om. d? habet Br* || 5.13 xal
e0bnpog - émavijAbev om. d? habet Bre | kal 18aia — TV Stktowv om. d*, habet Br | 5.14 6pyaseg
om. d’, habent C Br*LuOr || 5.15 ta 8¢ Taig opydowv w¢ EAagpol om. d?% habet Bre || ta 8¢ T®v EAdwv
— okOAakeg bis habet Br || Aayt8eig kai om. d?, habet Bre® | Eevoe®v — elnev om. d? Lu, habent BreOr
| T 8¢ mavtwy — karodaw om. d? habet Bree | 5.17 dpkuwpog om. d?, habet Br® | ckomwpovpevog
om. d’, habet Br* | xuvnyétov om. d? habet Br* || 5.18 yAauig — kai' om. d*, habet Br* | axutdin
1 om. d? habet Br** | 5.19 uij Tpoammokduvwy — kal T dpota om. d*, habet Br® | évoSia — kuvoiyog
om. d? habet Br* | oyaAideg oxyaAmuata om. d? Lu, habet Bre* || &ipn pev — ta Spémava om. d?,
habet Br* || 5.20 &ig & a0t — Std@opa om. d*, habet Bree || 5.21 00 10 pév — Tolyog om. d* Or, habet
Brr || ai ékatépwOev om. d*, habet Br* || kai 8&1 t@v ntepbywv — TV yAOTTaw om. d? Lu, habet Brr*
| 5.23 T pév — aykving om. d* Lu, habet Bre* || 5.27-8 8¢l 8¢ avtag — 6 T6vog Tpdv om. d? habet
Brre || 5.28 £€o0TL 8¢ — pouBoeldég om. d’, habet Bre* || w¢ Stekmeasoueva om. d*, habet Bree | 5.29 el
8¢ — aTpoiwv om. d’, habet Br | ol 8¢ 80’ — GvwBev om. d* habet Brr*

In its passages drawn from C, Br also contains individual errors:

5.19 mpoarmayopedwv : amayopebwv Br || 5.27 To0 ante Eevo@®vtog om. Br || 5.28 mémAekTal — TPLOV
: émAekTal 8¢ 6 Avog €k TOVWV TpL&V Br || 5.32 amowon : dtocwon C LuOrPn : dnooaion Br || 5.33
otepedv om. Br | avaotpéyn te : avaotpéPntat C LuOrPn, avatpéyntal Br | udAiota — évoyebein
om. Br || 5.35 éufoadAdueva : éuparidpeval Br

Around the same time, at the end of the 15th century, a similar procedure seems
to have been carried out in Lu and Or. As with Br, the aim was to restore a more
complete text of the Onomasticon, disfigured by the gaps present in d* and d? The
starting point must have been a manuscript close to E (see also Section 5.2), perhaps
an apographon such as Fr (see e.g. below 5.14 {8atg te xai DAatg : DAL te kai datg
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E, UAaug te xat B8aig FIP°Fr LuOr and 5.16 yoAaBnva : yaAadrp Fr LuOr), as can be
deduced from the following conjunctive errors:

5.12 avamnvel ante amonvel add. EH FIFr LuOr || 5.14 Katd 8¢ Kataypnow : Kataypnotikg 8¢ d* LuOr
| kat éoTv — Gpeta : T@OV 8¢ Onplwv T uév elow dpela €mt (T0) MAelotov d* LuOr | (8aig te kat DAalg
: OAaug T kat (8aig E, bAawg te kat 08aig FIPFFr LuOr || 5.16 yaAabnva : yaadip Fr LuOr || 1j 8¢ Tijg
napSaAews : T0 8¢ Tii¢ mapddrews d? LuOr || 5.26 KaAolT : kahotvT d2LuOr || 5.27 Tfj OnpevTki : TV
Onpevtik®v mAéypata E FIFrMr Or, Onpeutik®dy mAéyuata Lu | 5.27 oparéat : oparois d? LuOr || 5.28
gvoyedévta : évoyevbévtwy EG™ FIFrMr LuOr || t0 8¢ l§og avt® tetphywvov (tetpamnv E FIFrMr
LuOr) post dAioketat add. d” || 5.31 koAdTnG : kowoTng E FIFrMr LuOr | €ig 0 : eig 6 T0 E FIFrMr
LuOr | kata Tiig yig : kataokevig E FIFr*Mr (katakevijg Fr*), katd Tiig okeviig LuOr || 5.32 tdv
SKTOWV : &V StkTtOwv E FIFrMr LuOr || votv : kuotv E FIFrMr LuOr || €0Aov : E0Aa EH FIFrMr LuOr

Most of the gaps in the text of d* and d? were then filled in in Lu and Or, or errors
were corrected, using a manuscript which must have been linked to C or which was
C itself, as these variants prove:

5.13 ebtpoya : évtpooa CL LuOr | 5.14 6pyades om. d*, habent C LuOr || 5.15 véuwvtat : vépovtat
C LuOr || ta 8¢ mavtwv — kaoUowv om. d? habent C LuOr | 5.29 &6 atpo@iny : amootpo@iwv C
LuOrPn | 5.31 gbonaota : Svomacta C LuOrPn

Finally, Lu and Or are linked by several conjunctive errors:

5.10 émiot&atl C L BrPn : ¢mbet€at LuOr | 5.15 taig 6pydowy : opydctv LuOr || ta 86 v EAaowy —
okUAakeg bis habent LuOr | i8iwg — AVkwv om. LuOr | 5.17 008¢ — mpoAdunwv : und’ elypoug d* :
008€ Kata ebypolav TPOAAUTWY Agvkdc, und’etypouvg LuOr || 5.18 post Onpiotg LuOr add. poémarov
| 5.19 mpoamokapuvwy : Tpoanokauwy LuOr || 5.20 mpopoAiolg: mpoBoAiiovg LuOr | ayyépoxa :
ayképaya LuOr | eig Stdpopa om. LuOr || 5.29 tovtoug om. LuOr | 80’ : 81 LuOr || 5.31 6 tveg :
ottveg LuOr || 8ikpolg : Sipxotg Ly, Sipkng Or | 5.35 womep : dep LuOr | post otaoet LuOr add. amod
8¢ i aTe@avng oelpd TIg EKTéTaTal jv kal oelpada kaAoBol kal apmedovny

These two manuscripts probably descend from a common sub-archetype, which
can be identified with our old acquaintance e’ for Book 2, since both have individ-
ual errors:

—  Lu: 5.15 Eevo@®v — elnev om. d? Lu, habent Br*Or | oyaAiSeg oyahi§muata om. d? Lu, okahi-
8e¢ tantum Or || 5.21 00 10 pév — t0Tx0¢ om. d* Or, habet Lu || 70 & tikpov om. d* Lu | kai 8t
OV TTEPUYWV — THY YAOTTAY om. d? Lu, habet Or || 5.23 ta pév — aykving om. d* Ly, habet Or
| 5.28 &¢x Atvwv : & KAwdVv Lu || 8¢ 00 : ¢ 8¢ 00 Lu || 5.30 &pkug : dpxeot Lu || 5.32 GAAGAAG :
@AAnAoug Lu

- Or:5.21 ai ékatépwbev om. d*, habet Lu : 1oig peyébeat Or sed del., in margine Or scripsit kat
ETépwOev | 5.26 mavta — mAéypata om. Or || 5.29 mpocsovopadovtal : Tpocovopuddovtdg Or ||
5.30 mAéova : mAgiova Or || 5.31 otdAkeg 8¢ kat oxahideg kal oyaitSwuata om. Or, habet Lu ||
5.34 yfiG post oteped om. Or
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A final question concerns the relationship between Br and LuOr, i.e. whether e’
and Br may have used a similar witness, or whether they proceeded independently
when filling in the gaps. The conjunctive errors between e? and Br are very few and
of little relevance:

5.15 & 8¢ Tiv €AWV — okOAaxkeg bis habent BrLuOr | 5.17 ebotaiig : evobaAng BrLuOr | 5.19 kat
Ta 6pota om. BrLuOr

One might have expected more such errors, both in the case where e’ used Br (or
vice versa) and in the case where the e’ and Br manuscripts independently drew the
text of C from a common sub-archetype.

7.4 Familyc

The situation in the ¢ family for Book 5 is also comparable to that described for
Book 2. Manuscript A and sub-archetype x descend from ¢, as can be seen from
many agreements in error:

5.10 avagntely om. Ax | ouvegevpiokewv tantum habent Ax || 5.11 anoktivvuoBal : dnoktév(v)vobat
Ax || 5.12 ebpata post evvaia add. Ax | avaypia tantum habent Ax || 5.15 ®¢ ta : xat Ax || Aayt-
8elg xal Aayidia : Aayideg kal AayiSia Ax | oppixada : 6Bpikia A, opppikia x | 6Bpua : 6Bplag AXd,
oupplag XaXbXgXh || i} ante to0 mpofdrov om. Ax || 5.18 €éBedovpydg tantum Ax || mpoasnayopedwv
: amayopebwy Ax || 5.19 0 ante kuvnyéolov om. Ax | auovacBal : auvvesbat Ax || 5.20 oTippd :
oTpe@VA Ax | 5.21 uovov : povnv AXaXbXh || 5.22 pog : €ig Ax || 5.23 mpog Tovvavtiov om. Ax || 5.25
8¢l kelobal : SeloBat Ax | 5.26 eivat b : xal Ax || 5.27 cupmenAeypévag : suumemieyuévoug AXaXd ||
5.28 poupoetdéc : pafdoetdég Ax || 5.30 pev tolg : uévtol tolg Ax || 5.31 oxcAldopata : yaAldwuata
Ax | 5.33 mémAektal om. Ax || 6vtt: Twi Ax || 8mwg : émep Ax | 5.36 meputetdoat : meputetdobat Ax
| émtetvan habet Ax

A and x descend independently from c also in this book, as shown by their individ-
ual errors:

A: 5.10 iyveutng : aviyveutig A || émoi€al x d* : émaciat FS, émovial A | 5.11 amoxTvvival X :
dnoktawuvval E, dnoktevvival A : amoktetvvoval S || dvevpiokesBat om. A || {xvevols : (yvevow A |
5.13 xal d6npog : kal dyplog A Xd || Gtpoea : Ektpoa A || Alktuvva : Siktawva A | 5.14 6nplwv : TV
Onplwv A | &v ebpioknta : avevpiokovtal A | obtw karovpevol b C : kadoOpevol A | ot ante oveg
om. A | 5.15 oi ante Aaywoi om. A | dpkTUAOL: dpkVUAOLA | 5.17 €otal: €oTL A | 5.18 xal YAaug-Tolg
Bnpiotg om. A d*, habet x | 5.20 £oTL om. A | 5.22 GUYKEYUAKEUUEVOUG X : GUYKEXUAKWUEVOUG A ||
5.23 aOTOV : aVToD A || 5.25 AVTEANUPEVOY : AVTEANUUEVW A || UToBEAAEWY : tepBddewy A | 5.26
Lapdlavov : ZapSlavikov A || 5.28 pév i : pévrot A BGH AmBrMaMra*MvNp*OxPgPrRoVpWn LuOr ||
70 8¢ TLepiSpopog om. A || 5.31 Sikpouv : Stkupodv A || Gpkuog : dpkvov A || 5.34 paaxiig : udAiov
A | 5.35 Stadpoudg : mapadpouds A
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x: 5.10 owviig : Poiig x || 5.11 kal t& duota post {wvtwv kpatelv add. x | iyvnAacia A : iyvnAatia x
| 5.12 xal dypav 8¢ karoGowv post Onpwpevov x (cf. d) || 5.13 évonpog® : ebBNpog x || Kal Ta dpola
post katdmAea add. x || 5.15 pwAevovot & om. x || ai dpkTol : ai 8¢ dpktot x || Kal f{v €€w : v £€Ew
TOV QWAEDV X || 5.17 IMnaywydg : inmaywyol X || oi... &ywyol... KUVNYESLOL : 1...aywyI)...KUVYEGLOV
Xa'Xb'XdXg'Xh || €otat om. x || 5.19 éAely : €ABEV X | 5.20 Sopatomayf : Sovpotomayf x | 5.23
£vnykvAijoBal : évnyyviodoBal x (-AedoBat Xb) | 5.24 1} Se€ua 8¢ : 1y 8¢ Se€La x || 5.24 Tig om. x || 5.29
TOUG aVTOVG om. X || TAéypata : TAeYUATwy X || 5.33 Tf) ote@avn : TV oTe@avny X || oelpis : aelpdg
Xa*Xb*XdXg*Xh | T1¢ post mpoaBiwv om. x | 5.35 Gaomep EUPaArdpeva : G TapeUBairopeva x |
5.36 atnoacBal : avaotioaddat x d? et aticacbat post évatioacbat add. x || aTolyLopudg post aTaaLg
add. X

7.41 Group x

As it turned out (but Bethe had already noted this), the most striking feature of x is
its continuous contamination with the d family. Book 5 is no exception:

5.9 Aéyolr &v kat post 6npa add. x d | €ott 8¢ £ml KuVNYETOL Elmnely : épelg 8¢ eml ToD KLVNYETOU
X || @@’ 00 xai : xal x | Eevoeav 8¢ om. x d? et Eevo@av post Onpdat coll. || 5.10 avSpev' b A Xa :
£vepyolvtwy x d || ént o0 Onp@vtog ante opoing add. x || émoi&al x d* : énaci&at FS, émovéat A ||
aviyveveabal post iyveveoBat add. XaXdXg (cf. B) || 5.11 kai {yvn post iyvniacia add. x d || 5.12 xat
aypav 8¢ xaroUov post Onpwuevov add. x, kat 0 Onpwpevov dypav karodow d || 5.13 €vlnpogt...
£vONnpog? : edONPOG...e00NPog x d? || Beog : Aptepig x d || 5.14 obTw kodovuevol b C : Aéyovtat x d*
| xata 8¢ katdypnow C : kataypnotk®dg 8¢ x d* || kal £oTwv — dpela : T@v 8¢ Onplwv Ta pév eiow
6peta i (t0) mAelaTov x d? || 5.15 TV ante AeOvTwv om. x d? || TA TOVTWV TEKVA : TOVTWV TA TEKVA
xd | 5.16 €0 abT®V post TI§ x d || xal Ta dpola post avtoetii habent x d || kaAeltal post Aeovti x d ||
Aéovtog Sopd : Sopa Aéovtog x d || N} 8¢ Tiig TapSihews : To 8¢ Tiig mapSiiews x d? || 5.17 kuvaywydg :
Kuvaywyol x d? | kodeltat...kal £0TL TR £pyw OUWVLHOV : OLWVOULGS TG £pyw KahobvTtatx d || xpdvT
v : ypovtatx d || 5.21 70 8 dxpov yAdTTa om. x d || 1} TG Adyxng dxun : 1y TG Adyxng akpun yAdTTa
Aéyetaw x d* || 5.27 koAel : elney x d? || dpodéot : Oparoig x d? || 5.29 §8n 8¢ Twveg : Twvég 8¢ x d* || 5.31
70 post otevov om. x BAm | 5.32 ¢ 8¢ tom0¢ ¢v () {oTaTal dpkuotacia post tpoovedovoal x d?

It is clear that x inherited errors from d, d*, and even d? It is therefore possible
to conclude that its antigraphon was a manuscript derived from d? and perhaps
close to B (see 5.10 aviyveveabal post iyveveobat add. XaXdXg, cf. B and 5.31 70 post
otevov om. x BAm).

The x group is also internally very contaminated, and some of its members
insert variants above the line. This makes it difficult to identify relationships and to
draw a stemma. However, it is still possible to note the existence of strong affinities,
such as for the sub-group XaXbXgXh:

5.12 amonvel om. S XaXbXgXh || 5.15 6Bpia : oupplag XaXbXgXh || 5.23 aykOAng : apving XaXbhXgXh
| &ykpatdg : éykpatiic XaXbXg, éykpatig Xh || 5.24 6 Onplov : 100 Bnpiov XaXbXgXh | 5.28 pév
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Tt : uev XaXbXgXh | 5.29 npoopdirovrtar : mpofdArrovtal b XaXbXgXh || 5.30 mAeiw tévov : mAElw
Tovw XaXbXgXh || éxxaidekAwva : ékSexdhva XaXbXgXh | 5.33 oelpida : oelpada Xa*Xbh*Xg*Xh d

Within XaXbXgXh it is also possible to identify agreements in error in the sets
XbXgXh, XaXbXg, and XbXg:

- XbXgXh: 5.12 Onpduata om. XbXgXh || 5.13 6pn : 6¢n XbXgXh | 5.15 Oapvaig XbXgXh || 5.22
o0tw : oUTe XbXgXh | pévoug : yévoug XbXgXh || 5.23 avretinupévny : avernppévny XbXgXh ||
5.27 ovpmenAeypévag : ovunenieyuévwy XbXgXh | 5.28 tévog : tomog XbXgXh || Tt pro te post
ovvérketal : Tt XbXgXh | 5.33 kata téyvny : katd T téxvnv XbXg*Xh || 5.34 TOv 0AKOV TOV TOD
&vAov : TovV 00 EA0L OAKOV XbXgXh

- XaXbXg: 5.24 1e1(00w : meToOw XaXb¥Xg® | 5.32 modaypa : moddypla XaXbXg | 5.33 celpida
: olpdda XarXb*Xgr | oetpis : olpdg XarXbreXgr

- XbXg: 5.10 iyvnAatelv : iyvoratelv XbXg | 5.12 ovpnemieppéva XbXg | 5.13 Siktuvva : Siktua
XbXg || 5.34 éotnoe : éotnoav Xb*Xg* | 5.36 €in : el XbXg

Since Xg does not have the errors of Xb (5.16 0 pév : ta pev Xb; 5.33 éktétatal
éxtétaxtal Xb; 5.34 dviodTntL : avicotntog Xb), we can infer that the latter is copied
from Xg.

On the other hand, Xd seems quite eccentric, since it contains many errors that
cannot be found elsewhere in x, twice also in agreement with A against the rest of
the group:

5.13 kai 66npog : kat typlog A Xd || 5.14 &v evpiokntal : ebpiokntat Xd || 5.15 6Ppua : 0fplag AXd,
oupplag XaXbXgXh | 5.26 861 om. Xd || kaAolT : kaAotvT Xd d? || 5.28 TeTtdpwy : Tecodpwv Xd | 5.35
KLVNyeTk®v: kovnyet®@v Xd C

Sometimes Xd agrees in error with Xa, but such cases are rare and not very rele-
vant:

- XaXd: 5.26 pactavoy : actavikév XaXd | 5.27 cvpmeneypévag : suunenAeypévoug AXaXd |
5.34 paAaxiig : podakdg XaXd

To conclude, Xa and Xh also show individual errors:

- Xa:5.10 é€evplokewv om. Xa || 5.16 T0 pev : o0 pev Xa
- Xh:5.12 voyepég : Suoyepii Xh d || 5.13 kuvny£tig : kuvnyetdtn Xh | 5.24 Tol ante ovog add. b
Xh | 5.26 Aéyetom. Xh | 5.35 iva : 6mov Xh || omtedn Svvacbal : Lontevew Suvatal Xh
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7.5 The relationship between the three families in Book 5

The set bAx presents the highest level of agreement in error:

5.10 ¢petval® C L : detvat b Ax || 5.12 6Cet om. b Ax || 5.19 oyartSwuata C L : yaddwuata b Ax || 5.21
nepiuetpog C : mepipetpov b Ax || 5.29 mépata C L : mepl F : mepirtd S Ax || 5.30 tiig ante mpoaBrikng
om. B Ax || 5.31 ayaiiol C : yahiot b Ax || 5.32 apxvotacia d : apkvootacio b Ax || 5.33 oteped : £Tépw
b Ax || 5.34 petiévatl C : 10 petiévat b Ax || 6cppawvopuevov (woep- mss.) d : pepduevov b Ax

To these we must also add the errors or peculiarities (see e.g. 5.13, which cannot
strictly be considered an error) of bA, since x in these cases has modified the text of
¢, either by collating a d manuscript or thanks to a copyist’s ingenuity:

5.12 ij ucaioBnTa post evaiodnta om. b A | dypav karodow om. b A || 5.13 0eog b A 1 Aptepg x d ||
5.14 kata 8¢ xatéypnow C: kata 8¢ xpiiow b A : xataypnoTikeg 8¢ x d” || ol ante Aéovtegom. BAL
| 5.20 Sopatomayf : Sovpatomayf FPS A || 5.22 yévowvto x : yiyvowvto b A | 5.27 koel x d : kaAeltat
b A | 5.28 ¢voyeBévta x CL G : évayBévta F, évexBévta S A | 5.31 kekpupalog x d : kekpO@aAov b A
| 5.36 popiatg x C: pupiatg F : poipiarg S A

Such occurrences suggest, I think, that b and ¢ may go back to a common sub-arche-
type in which there were errors not present in d. In any case, the text of d, despite
the abridgement and the errors (see Section 7.3), turns out to be very useful, cer-
tainly no less reliable than that of b and ¢, and absolutely necessary to reconstruct
the archetype, or rather the oldest state of the text of the Onomasticon that we can
possibly restore.

In some cases, ¢ seems to be the only family that preserves the correct variant
reading or avoids omissions:

5.18 ¢06eAovpyog tantum Ax || 5.30 mAeiw TOvov Ax : mAéova Tovov F C, mAéov Gitovov S | 5.33 mAEy-
patt ante némiektat add. b d || 5.34 émwpépewv : empopelv b d

In view of the many agreements in error between b and c just discussed, one would
not be so inclined to think that in some passages only c is correct against not only d
but also b. But Pollux’s tradition has suffered from heavy contamination, and such
a situation can easily be explained in this way.

There are some errors in bx, all of them in passages omitted by d:

5.11 iyvnAaoia A : tyvniatela b, yvnAatia x || 5.12 0géa : 0&ela b x || 5.35 EAect A : €pyotg b x

Here, the correct readings in A may simply be due to the corrective work of Isidore,
since it appears that c, along with b, had the erroneous readings. x also seems to
have corrected the text of ¢ in several places, since it is the only one that shows the
correct reading where bA are erroneous:
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5.22 OUYKEYOAKEVUEVOUG X : GLUYKEXUAKELUEVWG F 1 CUYKEYAAKEVHEVW S : CUYKEXAAKWUEVOUG A ||
yévowto x : ytyvowTo b A || 5.23 a0Tov X : abT®V b : avtod A

Other combinations do occur, but very rarely:

- cd:5.10 avalntely om. Ax d

- ¢C:5.31 0mép ijv : 0Omep Qv Ax C

- bcCL: 5.13 ebtpoga d?: évtpopa b Ax CL

- bcd?* 5.12 01pa, Gypa CL: Onpaypa b Ax d?
- bxd* 5.15 AAWTEKISETS : AAwTEKiSeC b x d*
- 8¢:5.32018npoig F C: atdrpov S Ax

The agreements in error between d* or d? (see 5.12 and 5.15) and the other families,
although limited, are in some ways interesting, as they could testify to some con-
tamination between the later manuscripts of the d family and bc.
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