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Scholia Graeca in Aeschylum quae exstant omnia. Pars 11. Fasc. 2. Scholia in Septem
adversus Thebas continens. Edidit Ole Langwitz Smith. BSB Teubner. Leipzig
1982. Xel. xxix+423.

‘0 yvaotdg did g pnéikedevBoug pelétag tov i tiig xelpoypdpov napaddcens
100 Aloydrov, Kabnyntig Ole L. Smith (nf. xvping 10 Epyov Tov Studies in the Scho-
lia on Aeschylus. I. The Recensions of Demetrius Triclinius. Leiden 1975) npo étév
EEEdwke, B0 TV Ekddoewv Tob olkov Teubner tfig Awyiag, TOv npdtov &k oelpdg T0-
uov mepiEyovia 10 EAAnvika oxdha elg téoocapag tpaywdiag tod AloydAov, TOV
< Ayopéuvovar, 1ag «Xoneopovgr, tag «Eduevidag» kai tag « IkéTidag» (Scholia Grae-
ca in Aeschylum quae exstant omnia. Pars 1. Scholia in Agamemnonem, Choephoros,
Eumenides, Supplices continens, Leipzig 1976). Trv Exdootv ékeivnv elyopev kai fuelg
dAlayod yorpeticer GG TV TANpecTEpav Kol ykvpotépav T@V uEYPL ofpepov Ekdo-
oewv oxolriov glg 10 Epyov 100 AloyvAiov (‘Apyaroyvwaia 1 (1980), 196-197). "Epyeton
vov 6 adtdg 8k8otng kai Sud véov dimhaciov elg dykov touov &kdidel katd TOV aBTOV
amnkpiBouévov kai EEaviAntikov tponov 14 elg tovg Enta &ni OfPocy EAANViKG
oyoha. Ta tiig mpokeluévng xkdooewg xBéter 6 Ekdong €lg Tov IIpdAoyov (Praefatio,
o0. v-xxiii): mapatiBevrar &v €lde1 kataldyov ol ypnowonombévreg eig Tiv EkSoowv no-
AvdapBuot (tesoapldkovia kol técoapeg TOV Gp1Budv) kddikeg, tod 13. fi tod 14. xatd
10 mAeiotov al®dvog, EEatpovpévon Tod nepLPLov kddikog 32,9 tiig PAwpevtiog (Tod
M), 10 Sexdrov mbavov aldvog. Ol kddikeg odtot Katatdocovtar elg EE duadog, £kd-
ot Tdv dnoiwv (bg merotikdTato dropaivetal 6 £xd6Tng) dvikel kai gig EAANV recen-
sio. Zuykexpuévog npdxertar mepi (a) tiig recensio Medicea, nepilapBavodong tovg
x@dicag M tfig PAwpevriag kai I 1dv "IpRpwv: (B) tiig recensio A, dnodidouévng &g
1ov Todvvnv TEtlny kai neptlopBavodong pikpotépog 6uddag kmdikwv, olov t@v B
H, tdv P Pd Sj, tdv C Nd Xa, xai dANag-: (y) tfic recensio Thomana, Gnodidouévng &lg
10V @oudv Mdayotpov kai neptlappavovong kddikag olot koi ol F Fd K Le- (g) tdv
800 recensiones, tiig prototricliniana xai tiig Tricliniana, AvumpocONELOUEVOV DTTO
v kodikov F xai T- kai (¢) 1@V recensiones posttriclinianes drnodidouévev glg tov
KapBobdvnv kai nepilapPavovedv tovg kddikag A? xai Ea. Tdg recensiones avtdg 6
véog &kdotng onovdalel émotauévag kai &ni i) fdoer avotnpdg kabwpiouéveov kpLTn-
plov xataoTpdvel 10 keipevov. Thv ratio 1iig ékddoewg EEnyel v ovvtouig mepi 10 Té-
Aog 100 JIIpoAdyouv» (oo. xxi-xxiii). ’AkoAovlel (oo. 1-423) 10 keipevov TdV oyoArinv,
npotaccopuévov EE “Ynobéocwv &k Stapopwv kwdikwv. ‘H katdta&ig T@v oxoriov tod
TapovTog TOUOL dapépel Tfig T0D TPpdTOL TOHOL- EKkET & kdOTNG elxe Srabécer Ta oyd-
Mo xatd dokexpuyuévag GAARAwv Ouddag (scholia vetera, scholia prototricliniana, De-
metrii Triclinii scholia), viv uwg cvvekdidet adtd &v ovvexeiq kol Gvev doipécews.
Aw 1iig vioBetnBeiong uebddov drevkolvvetar onuavtik®g 1 pedétn tod KeWwéEvov.
Zuyyoipopev tov &kdotmv, Kabnyntiv k. Smith & v Aaunpdv avtiv Ekdoolv
OV EMANVIK®DV oyoliov elg TOv Aloydlov, Epyov (814 Tovg Yvmpilovtag Ta Tpdyuota)
Gxpwg &nipoxBov kai EAdyiota tepmvov, kai edyxoueba va un Bpadovy 1y Ekdooig kol
Tpitov TOpoL ué 1 oyxdha elg tdg Aowmag Tpay®diag To0 TPAOTOL TAOV TPAYIKAV.
I'. A. Xpiot0d00roV



