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Scholia minora to Iliad 1.1-12: P.Berol. 5014 Revisited

2 P.Berol. inv. 5014 (TM 61036) is a page from a papyrus codex dated to the 5th c. and containing
scholia minora to the first lines of the Iliad. The side inscribed along the fibers preserves glossary
entries to Iliad A 1-6 and the side inscribed against the fibers covers verses A 8—12. In the editio
princeps of 1887, Ulrich Wilcken produced a diplomatic transcription of the papyrus. In 2007, Franco
Montanari published an updated edition on the Aristarchus website (&' Scholia Minora in Homerum,
December 19, 2007). Two years later, Davide Muratore &' (Muratore 2009) produced an article with
several further improvements to the text.

From high-quality digital images in the Berliner Papyrusdatenbank I was able to decipher more of the
text and to propose a few changes to the existing transcriptions. While studying the papyrus I made use
of Imagel, a free image processing program designed for enhancing images, alongside a plugin called
DStretch.! DStretch allows one to optimize the legibility of writing by manually filtering and adjusting
color channels, as well as by changing brightness, contrast etc. An example of such transformations can
be seen on Figures 1-2.

For DStretch, see (' https://www.dstretch.com/index.html; for its use in helping read ancient inscriptions, cf. &' Biilow-Jacobsen
2021: 76-77. To obtain the program, a donation of at least 50 dollars is now required. One can also consider using a somewhat
similar, though more automatic, image enhancer called Hierax, which is freely available at (&' https://d-scribes.philhist.unibas.ch/en/
hierax-enhancer/.


https://www.dstretch.com/index.html
https://papyri.info/biblio/96333
https://papyri.info/biblio/96333
https://d-scribes.philhist.unibas.ch/en/hierax-enhancer/
https://d-scribes.philhist.unibas.ch/en/hierax-enhancer/
https://berlpap.smb.museum/01581/
http://www.aristarchus.unige.net/Scholia/it-IT/Database/PapyDetail/18
https://papyri.info/biblio/77840
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@ SMB Agyptisches Museum und Papyrussamniuing, Folo: Sand
Figure 1: — side of P.Berol. inv. 5014 processed with DStretch (lab_ac)
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© SMB Agyptisches Museum und Papyrussammiung, Foto:

Figure 2: | side of P.Berol. inv. 5014 processed with DStretch (lab_ac)

Scholia minora on the same or some of the same lines as those in the Berlin papyrus are attested by five
other papyri, tabulated here in chronological order and with indication of the extent of the preserved
commentaries:

Reference TM number Date Provenance Glossed verses of A
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& P.Mich. inv. 1588 260341 Ist-2nd c. unknown 1-92
&' P.Oslo2 12 Z 60545 2nd c. Theadelphia 5-243
& P.Oxy. 44 3207 2 60893 3rd c. Oxyrhynchus 4-18
@ PIFAO inv. 105 260777 3rd c. unknown 10-12¢4
@ P.Achm. 2 @ 60959 3rd-4thc.  Panopolis 1-21°

The page of the codex is broken on top and at bottom. At the top, on the side with the fibers (—), the
page must have had entries for ufiviv and deide, with only a speck of ink from the definition of the latter
visible in 1. 1. The lost bottom of this page, along with the lost top of the page inscribed against the
fibers (|) must have contained glosses to ATpetdng te dvaé avdpdv kai dlog Axedg / Tic tdp opoe (A
7-8). Since the writer tends to comment on each and every word of the text, on which see more below,
the missing part of the papyrus likely had no fewer than six entries, if tic Tdp c@we was treated as one
lemma (cf. P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 2.15, schol. D A 8°), and possibly had more, if it was split between
entries.

The lost part of the pages aside, the Berlin glossary encompasses 47 entries; for comparison, the

part of the glossary in P.Achm. 2 covering the same amount of text of the Iliad comprises only 17
entries.” This difference reflects the fact that the two papyri represent two poles among the preserved
papyrological scholia minora to the beginning of the Iliad, with P.Achm. 2 being most selective® and
P.Berol. 5014 being most plentiful. P.Mich. inv. 1588, P.Oslo 2 12 and P.Oxy. 44 3027 are closer in
their coverage to P.Berol. 5014 than P.Achm. 2, but none appears to follow the text as closely as the
Berlin papyrus does. The intention of the writer of the latter seems to have been to produce a glossary
to the continuous text of Homer, connectives included, so much so that it was once suggested that the
papyrus contained a prose rendition of the epic.” It must have been in the quest for completeness of
the commented text that such words as AyiAARoc (. AyiARoc), yuxdg, Oedv and pdyesbot, which are
not glossed in other papyri, have been supplied with explanations, even if in two cases it amounted

to nothing more than adding an article to the word (thus, t0g yuydg and [t®v] 0®dv). In light of this
completeness, it is surprising that the writer does not explain A1t mpotayev (A 3) and 6 yap nibe (A
12).10 Tt is thus likely that at least the first omission was unintentional, while the second was possibly
so as well, cf. | 19n.

Textual changes proposed here mainly concern the first five lines of the definition column on the | side
of the papyrus, which, with the exception of one line, had not been deciphered before. Nevertheless,
the entire extant text of the papyrus is printed. It is based on Montanari’s edition and takes into account
Wilcken’s editio princeps and Muratore’s suggestions. Note that the numbering of lines on — differs
from previous editions.

0 N N »n A

9

The readings and line numbers of this papyrus are cited after Montanari’s edition (March 14, 2007) available on the Aristarchus
website at (4 http://www.aristarchus.unige.net/Scholia/it-1T/Database/PapyDetail/2.

In citing this papyrus I follow the reedition by ' Valeria Fontanella 2021, whose text, with app. crit., is also available on the
Aristarchus website at (" http://www.aristarchus.unige.net/Scholia/it-IT/Database/PapyDetail/42.

Only the lemmata are preserved in this papyrus.

A black-and-white photo of this papyrus is available at (7" https://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/btv1b11000137n/f10.item.

Here and in the commentaries, schol. D are cited after @' van Thiel 2014.

This is the number of entries in P.Achm. 2 from 0&d. to dpntiipa.

Notably, P.Achm. 2 does not give definitions to any of the proper names with the sole exception of explaining the location of mount
Olympos (l. 32-34) in the gloss to ‘OMdpmia ddpat’ Eovieg (A 18).

2 Erman and Krebs 1899: 232.

10 & Erman and Krebs 1899: 232 comment on the first omission, but not the second.


http://www.aristarchus.unige.net/Scholia/it-IT/Database/PapyDetail/2
https://papyri.info/biblio/96330
http://www.aristarchus.unige.net/Scholia/it-IT/Database/PapyDetail/42
https://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/btv1b11000137n/f10.item
https://papyri.info/biblio/96334
https://papyri.info/biblio/96331
https://papyri.info/biblio/96331
https://papyri.info/dclp/60341
https://www.trismegistos.org/text/60341
https://papyri.info/dclp/60545
https://www.trismegistos.org/text/60545
https://papyri.info/dclp/60893
https://www.trismegistos.org/text/60893
https://papyri.info/dclp/60777
https://www.trismegistos.org/text/60777
https://papyri.info/dclp/60959
https://www.trismegistos.org/text/60959
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&) SMB Agyptisches Museum und Papynnsammlung, Foto: Sa
Figure 3: P.Berol. inv. 5014 — (c) Staathche Museen zu Berlin — Agyptisches Museum und
Papyrussammlung. Photo: Sandra Steif3, P. 5014
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Figure 4: P.Berol. inv. 5014 | (c) Staatliche Museen zu Berlin — Agyptisches Museum und
Papyrussammlung. Photo: Sandra Steif3, P. 5014
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[Ay]oudv [z®]v ‘EAMvev

—.1 ] [ Muratore, om. Wilcken, Montanari —.2 0[ legi —.4 [ Ayxyifog I

ApMéog —.9 [ dlysa —.11 [moA]Adg Montanari —.16 [ ékxdopora —.18 [ kdvecor —.19 1
olwvoicite  olapkloedkolg, I capkopdyols Muratore, o[apk]medyot[c] Montanari, o[apkm]ed[y]oi[c]
Wilcken —.20 [ dpvéorg  Aey[opévoig] Wilcken, Aey[opévorg | ()] an k[ Montanari, Aéy[et yolyi, k[dpuér]
Muratore —.27 [£]ploavt[e] Muratore, ] () [ Montanari, om. Wilcken |.1 [t®v] §edv om. al.

1.2 [¢]novew[ia] Muratore, om. Montanari, Wilcken |.3 [ouv]éBal[e] om. al.  |.4 [m]ohepi[oat] legi, Y[ -
ca.?-] Montanari, om. Wilcken |.5 vidc 0 And[Ahov] legi, vidg [ velv[i]dg [ Muratore, v[iég Montanari,

om. Wilcken |.6 I obtoc y[dp] Montanari |.8 1 yolw@eic [.9 I loyukniv [.13 I dmdihovio |.15 1
St |.16 L Xpl')cm\./ 1 Xpbon[v] ’

2 0[ed]. The lower loop of the theta is visible. The same definition occurs also in the other two papyri
preserving glosses to this verse, P.Mich. inv. 1588 col.1.4a and P.Achm. 2.20.

3 IIn[An]ud[Sew: 1®] moudi tod [InAéwg. The omega of the ending of IIAniddew may have suggested
to the writer that the word is in the dative. P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 1.5 explains [InAnwéo: IInkéwg viod,
TPOVONIKAS”, Aéyet 88 ToD Ayirénc.

4 AxdAiog (L Axiiog)- tod Aidréog (L Axdréwc). The name is not commented on in the other

two papyri. Here, the gloss was probably meant to explain the lonic ending, while the addition of the
article could perhaps be for emphasis, although the writer has a propensity for adding the article in the
definitions, cf. a similar case in | 7: factifiv [1]® Pooiie[t].

5 The same in P.Mich. inv. 1588 col.1.7 and P.Achm. 2.20-21, as well as schol. D A 2.

6-7 1 is not glossed in P.Mich. inv. 1588, but cf. schol D A 2 1 itig dpyn. P.Achm. 2.21 runs together

N popt’* NT1g ToARG.

8-12 Same words are glossed similarly in P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 1.9-13, whereas P.Achm. 2 omits
Ayonolc, dhyea and ToAGG.

13 yuydg: tag yoyds. An apparently unique ‘clarification’, if it may be called so, perhaps with the
article conceived of as possessive, or simply owed to the writer’s propensity for using the article
whenever possible, cf. — 4n.

The writer must have inadvertently skipped the end of A 3, "Aid1 mpoiayev, for it is unlikely that the
omission was intentional, as he comments on virtually every word. Both terms are glossed in P.Mich.
inv. 1588 col.1.15-16 and schol. D A 3, whereas their absence in P.Achmim is probably due to the more
selective character of that glossary.

14 Cf. schol. D A 4, npdwv: 1@V Tote NV avépdv. P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 1.16 has () uite
avOporwv, with the writer probably unintentionally leaving out the beginning of the definition when

copying.
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15-18 Same words are commented on in a similar way in P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 1.17-20, with éAdpia-
eMé{o}pata i Edcdopata also in P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 1. P.Achm. 2 omits commenting on tedye and
KOVEGGLV.

19-20 The Berlin papyrus generally avoids lemmata consisting of more than one word, particles and
prepositional clauses excluded, but this is the first exception (the other is | 5). The wording of the
clarification is, unfortunately, not entirely clear. P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 2, and P.Achm. 2.24-25 have
olovoict (1olc) capkoedyol; opvéoic, while the partially preserved explanation in P.Oslo 2 12. col.
1.1-2 features opvéoig and toig yoyt. In P.Mich. 1588 col. 2.3—4, oiwvoict and mdct are commented on
separately with the clarification for the first lost.

In the Berlin papyrus, the reading o[opx]oedkoig, suggested by & Muratore 2009: 24, is very convinc-
ing as the upper vertical visible after the alpha of @a is not compatible with gamma. His proposed
restoration wpvéoig Aéy[el yolwi, k[dpa&i], however, seems problematic mainly because of the space

it requires. Restoring k[dpa&t] entails that five letters were written beyond the current break of the
papyrus, whereas writing in lines 14 and 16, with the letters decreasing in size on the far right, suggests
that the last words there are written close to the right-hand edge of the sheet. Thus, it seems that only
one, possibly two letters, but not five, could have fit after what is taken to be kappa in line 20. I wonder
if the traces might be compatible with a xi, thus Aéy[e1 kGpa]&[1], or with upsilon and psi, thus Aéy[el
101G y]uy[i]. I cannot, however, see enough to make a decision.

21-23 P.Mich. inv. 1588 col. 2.5-6 has the exact same definition except that it glosses the entire clause,
A10¢ & éteheieto BovAn, whereas the Berlin papyrus splits it into three entries. P.Oslo 2 12 appears to
omit commenting on £teleieto, whereas P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 4 only comments on this verb. P.Achm.
2 skips the clause altogether.

24-26 Similar in all papyri except P.Achm. 2, which does not comment on any of these.

26 épicavt[e]. The ink is much fainter than elsewhere but most of the letters are discernible. The word
is glossed in all four other papyri that preserve notes to this verse (the gloss stands out of order in
P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 3).

l

1-5 Parts of the words in lines 1-5 of the definition column are relatively well discernible, and zooming
in and applying color filters brings out some letters even more, as can be seen in the examples in Figure
2.

1 [t@v] Be@v. The letters Ogwv seem quite clear, while their position indicates that about three letters
preceded the word, which renders the proposed supplement all but certain (for the use of the article, cf.
— 4n, 13n). It is conceivable that one of the faint verticals to the left of theta belongs to the nu, but |
find it difficult to distinguish possible ink from darkened vertical fibers of the papyrus. The word is not
commented upon in other papyri.

2 o[tJhovik[ia]. @ Muratore 2009: 24-25 reads [@]ihovew[ia], but the sequence vik appears to be more
compatible with the traces on the papyrus than vew since there are two relatively clear, tall verticals
following nu, which would fit the verticals of iota and kappa. The same definition is found in P.Mich.
inv. 1588 col. 2.16, P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 12. The entry is likely lost in P.Oslo 2 2, and the word was
not commented upon in P.Achm. 2.

3 [ovv]éBal[e]. The beta and the epsilon preceding it are very visible and traces of alpha and lambda
can be discerned. For this definition, cf. [Evvénke- cu]véBaiey in P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 13, and


https://papyri.info/biblio/77840
https://papyri.info/biblio/77840
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Evvénke: EuvéPade in P.Achm. 2.26, as well as schol. D A 8. The clarification is lost in P.Mich. inv.
1588 col. 2.17 and the entire entry is thought to have been in the damaged part of P.Oslo 2 12.

4 [m]ohepn[oar]. The epsilon is legible even without enhancing, and starting from it one can work out
lambda and omicron to the left, and mu and eta to the right of it. The lambda and right-hand side of
omicron must have created the impression of a mu, which Montanari recorded, although not without
hesitation. The word is not explained in the three papyri preserving glosses to A 8, nor did it likely
appear in P.Oslo 2 12, in which the part of commentaries to A 8 is lost, but see (&' Fontanella 2021: 40
and ed.pr. for the probable supplements. Nor is pdyecOou glossed in schol. D A 8, but cf. schol. D A
151, pdyxecbor moepnoot.

5 010¢ 0 And[Mov]. Pi and omicron of Até ov are legible on the photo, and then going left from it
one can work out the letters viocoa. The same entry appears in all papyrological witnesses but P.Achm.
2, which avoids commenting on proper names.

6—18 The same words are glossed the same way or similarly in P.Oslo 2 2 col. 1.16—col. 2.11 (for col.
2.9, see (@ Fontanella 2021: 42-43) and P.Oxy. 44 3207 Front, 15-Back, 6. P.Achm. 2 leaves out 0 ydp,
BaciAfAt, ava otpatdv, kokny, ool and Tov Xpoonv, while P.IFAO inv. 105 1-6, which overlaps with
P.Berol. inv. 5014 | 11-18, leaves out kaxrjv and tov Xpdonv.

19 Atpeidne. The word is glossed in P.Oxy. 44 3207 Back, 5 (the definition is lost), and P.IFAO inv. 105
7-8 (Ayapéuvmv), but not in P.Oslo 2 12 and P.Achm. 2.

The papyrus omits 6 yap AA0e (of A 12, Atpeidne & yap NAOe Hodg £mi vijag Ayardv), which is also

not explained in P.Oxy. 44 3207 and P.Achm. 2, while P.Oslo 2 12 col. 2.12-13, contains glosses to 0
yap- ovtog [y]dp and AA0e: mapeyéveto. Since the Berlin papyrus tends to comment on each and every
word in the Homeric text, it seems likelier that the writer overlooked to copy or to produce the two lines
than that he left them out intentionally, cf. his omitting a comment on "Aidt wpotoyev of A 3. Yet, it is
not impossible that he now started to exercise judgement over which words to comment on and left the
‘trivial’ 6 yop NAOe out.

20-22 Our writer is back to commenting on each and every word. The same gloss on 8odg is found in
P.Oxy. 44 3207 Back, 6, and P.Oslo 2 12. col. 2.14, the latter papyrus also glosses viiag: vadg, mAota in
the following line. No other papyrus contains a definition for Axa@v.
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