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APPENDIX. 529

Phormio.

Phorm. praef. I 1: ¢f. Don. Phorm. prol. 25 et 26 c. adn.; Hee.
praef. I 1 c. adn.

Phorm. praef. I 3: ¢f. Euanth, III 5.
0 praef. 1 cf. Euanth. III 5
i praef. I cf. Rabbow, De Donati comm.
s  praef. I7: cf. Don, Andr. et Hee. praef. I 7. v, Scheide-
mantel, Quaest. Euanth. 42 adn. 1.

Phorm. praef. I 8: ef. Don. Phorm. I 1, 11, 1%, 112
»  praef. I 9: cf. Euanth. III 9
o praef, I 10: nescio an ex hac adnotatione recte conicias
Heautontimorumeni ante Phormionis commentum olim ob-
tinuisse locum, ut hic efficeretur ordo fabularum: Andria
Eunuchus Heautontimornmenos Phormio Heeyra Adelphoe:
cf. etiam Rabbow 1. c. 827 sqq. (inpr. 330- W

Phorm. praef. I 11: ¢f. De com. VII 2, — v. Scheidemantel 1. ¢,
29; Smutny, De schol. Ter. auct. et font. 104; Teo, “Plant.
Forsch.” 170 sqq. (inpr. 194 et 2 '

b:
6:

Phorm. prol. 1*; ¢f. Don. Ad. prol. 1! c. adn v. Smith,
‘Archaisms of Terence’ 30.
Phorm. prol. 1%: v. Hahn 1870, 7.

»  prol. 2%: v. Dziatzko-Hauler ad h. v.; Smith L. ¢. 20.
»  prol. 2%: ef. Don. Phorm. I 2, 73%; 4, 175; Eun. I 2, 30
(Verg.).

Phorm. prol. cf. Serv. Dan, Aen. I 73.

prol. 6%: v. Koenighoff, De schol. in Ter. 9
o proliTtof s Enarsadihil:
prol. 11: e¢f. Don. Andr. III 2
prol. 12%: Jefi Don. Ad. I 1,

46, — v. Smith 1. ¢, 30.
* (Verg., Ter. Phorm.)

¢. adn.
Phorm. prol. 16!; cf. Eugr. Phorm. in.
% prol. 17': non satis intellego, quid sibi velint versus

Vergiliani; in scholiis Bembinis desunt.
Phorm. prol. 18%: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.
¥ prol. 18%: cf. Don. Eun. III 5, 382 ¢. adn. — v. Smith
Lec. J18
Phorm, prol. 20%: ef. Serv. Dan. Aen. [ 548 (Ter.).
w  prol. 21%: cf. Serv. Aen. I 30; Don. Ars g
396, 4; al. — v, Smith 1. ¢. 31.

Donati comm. rec, Wessner. II 34

. IV 892, 11:




530 L PPENDIX. 175 o
Pooxm: ¥
Phorm. prol. 22! cf. Don. Phorm. II 1, 40°. B o
. prol. 231: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 127, 19. R~
prol. 23*: cf. Don. Bun. IT 1, 244
ol S0y Koenighoff 1. ¢.; Dziatzko, Mus. Rhen. 31,
948 adn, 1; Nencini, De Ter. eiusque font. 106 8q.; Dziatzko- |~ 1y |
Hauler, Phormio p. 68 adn. 1; Schwind, “Uber d. Recht b. s 2
Ter’ 84, Donatum huius adnotationis auctorem esse recte
negavit Dziatzko; ad vetustiorem igitur commentatorem
referatur necesse est. Atque iam alibi deprehendimus eum,
qui Terentium cum Graecis comparavit et interdum critici
partes sustinuit, of adn. ad Hee. 11, 19 et IIT 4, 26°%; eidem
quin hoe scholium tribuamus, nihil impedit. Quamguam
intellegi non potest, quomodo is qui Apollodori fabulam
vel fabulas ante oculos habebat in tantum errorem inei-
derit, siquidem quae viri doeti de hoe loco iudicaverunt . ol
recte disputata sunt. Ceterum pugnant quae Iic leguntur Phorm. 1 1, =

"

cum eis, quae praefationis T 1 anctor geripsit ipse mi fallor e d Ly
didasealia nisus. L Ll
Phorm. prol. 26*<t¥: cf. Don. Phorm. praef. I 1; T 2, 72%; schol. Aen. NI
Bemb. Phorm. prol. 26. — v. Sabbadini, ‘Studi ital.’ II 22; Phorm. 1 1, ¢
Nencini 1. c. 107 et 112 adn. 2; Dziatzko-Hanler, Phormio 31 Ser
p. 78. — Apparet eum, qui Apollodori comoediam cum |

Terentiana contulit — quem Asprum fuisse suspicor —
Phormionis nomen ab eo quod est poopuror derinasse, deinde
alinm commentatorem (fort. Donatum) originationem Lati-
nam aliunde sibi cognitam addidisse ita, ut illam reiceref.
Ex hoe scholio alterum fluxit, quod ad eundem versum Phorm. I 1.

legitur adscriptum, neque minus ex €o pendet auctor prae- 1
fafionis I 1 (ubi idem reprehenditur error qui scholio 26 e T
et qui scholium ad I 2, 72 seripsit et cum illo praefationis § = 1

loco et eum schol. 26 artissime coniunctuim. Ilud quoque
non neglegendum videtar, quod duplex vocis “poouior’
gensus respicitur: etenim illud ‘tegiculum a quo insterni-
tur pauimentum’ aliquo modo comparari potest com verbis
praefationis ‘stramen nanticum’, deinde “fiscus spartens’
respondet 7é ‘phormione gparteo, quem nos errorem diei-
mus’. Huc accedit, quod schol. 26! a uilitate parasito
nomen inditum esse contenditur, scholio I 2, 792 a capa- B 14
citate, quamquam hoec non expres is verbis dicitur; in prac- §iee o
fatione antem legimus ‘uel a capacitate uel uilitate’ para-
situm nomen accepisse. Quibus ommnibus adducor, ut eundem
scholiastam putem et scholium 26’ additamento auxisse et
schol. I 2, 72* scripsisse el praefationem composnisse: gui
quin Donatus ipse fuerit, vix potest dubitari. ;

Phorm. prol. 27: cf. Don. ad v. 381, Ps-Ascon. ad Cie. divin
in Caec. 15, 48 (Ter.); Schlee, Schol. Ter. 127, 20.
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Phorm. prol. 82': ef. Hugr. ad h. 1.
! prol. 32%: of. Don. Andr. II 1, 17°
»  prol. 33%: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1,

Phorm. I 1, 1'; ef. Euanth. III 2 c. adn. — textum et conti-
nentiam| v. Scheidemantel, Quaest. Fuanth. 66 adn. 2;
Karsten, Mnemos, XXXII 248; 250.

Phorm. I 1, 1%; ¢f, Don. Andr. I 1, 1*2; Euanth. IT 6; cf. etiam
Fugr. ad h, v.

Phorm. I 1, 17-1*; ef. Don. Ad. Il 1, 1% Kugr. Phorm. prol. 1
(Sall); Non, 39, 31 (Ter.); Schlee, Schol. Ter, 127, 28.

Phorm. I 2. 22: ¢f. schol. Bemb. Heaut. I 1, 15; Quintil. I 7, 22;
Charis. (Tul. Rom.) I 200, 11 (Ter.); Festus P. 99, 15.

v. Smith 1. e. 26. ‘

Phorm. I 1, 2¢: cf. schol. parall. I 1, 2°.
e ol cf. Prisc. 11 109, 21.
., I1, 58! cf Don Andr. III 4,23; Eun, II 2, 58; Serv.
Aen, XI 83. — v, Sabbadini, “Studi ital.” III 352.

Phorm. I 1, 61: cf. Porph. Hor. ep. 17, 48; Apul. met. IX 30;
81; Serv. Aen. V 64.

Phorm. I 1, 6%: de forma égeEnynois cf. adn. ad Hee. III 4,32,
& I1, 6° c¢f, Euer. ad h. 1
, I1, 7% cf Don. Bun, I 1, 2 (Phorm,) ec. adn.; Ad. II
9. 4%: schol. Bemb. Heaut. II 4, 17 (Phorm.); fort. etiam
I 1, 94.

Phorm. I 1, 9%: v. Smith 1. ¢. 18; Dziatzko-Hauler ad h. v.

n [1, 9%: cf. Bugr. ad h. 1.

[1,97% cf. Sen. ep. 80, 7.

, I1,98% cf Eugr. ad h. 1; Thes. gl. s. v. De dimenso
tuo (leg. ‘suo’: pertinet enim ad glossas Terentianas, quas
gloss. cod. Vatic. 3321 continet permultas, cof. Gnueg, De
gl. Ter. cod. Vat. 3321, Diss. Jen. 1903, 36); aliter Non.
525, 5 (Ter.); Schlee, Schol. Ter. 128, 2.

Phorm. I 1, 10: cf Eugr. ad h. L; Serv. Geo. 1 302 (Ter.); Phil-
argyr. Verg. Ecl. V 74 (Ter.).

Phorm. I 1, 11%: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 128, 5.

i [ 1. 12%: of. Ti. Don. Aen. II 784; Schlee, Schol. Ter.
128, 6

Phorm. I 1, 12% et 13™2; cf. Eugr. ad v. 13; Schlee, Schol.
Ter. 128, 7.— v. Teuber 1881, 9.

Phorm. I 1, 14%: cf. Engr. ad h. 1 (Verg.); Serv. Ecl. I 76;
Serv. Dan. Aen. IX 641; Porph. Hor. c. 111 4, 63. — v. Moore,
“Propes and Figures of Vergil’> 276 adn. 1; Steele,
¢ Archaisms of Vergil’ 184; Sabbadini, ‘Studi ital’ V 294.

34*
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Phorm. I 1, 15%: hoc scholion excerptum est ex schol. 15%; per-
tinet autem prius illud ‘quidam® ad (Varronem et) Probum,
posterius ad Pum qui Berytium impugnat.

Phorm. I 1, 15%: Eungr. ad h. 1. — Varronis logistoricum bis
laudat Ncmius IU.S, 15 et 480, 1; Donati locum dubitanter
Antiquitatibus Rer. Div. 1. XIV inseruit Agahd, Annal.
philol. suppl. XXIV 171 (cf. adn.); v. etiam Sabbadini, ‘Studi

ital” V 293. — De Probo v. Steup, De Probis 98; 118; Beck,
De Probo 21. — De scholiasta, qui Apollodorum consuluit,
ef. adn. ad Hee. I 1, 1°. — apud quem legitur etc.] v. Nen-

eini 1. c. 109 adn. 2; Dziatzko-Hauler app. crit. ad v. 49;
Schwind 1 c..29.

Phorm: 2: of. Don. Andr. IV 4, 51

I 2,
ko 1 2, ”-. cf. Eugr. ad h. L.
e e 5': cf. schol. Pers. 11 59
R | 2, : cf. Sery. Aen, X 541; Don. Hee. ; Schlee,
Schol. Ter. 1 8, 11, — v. Hoppe, De Ti. CI .mdw Ummto 29.
Phorm. I . Dziatzko-Hauler ad h. 1.
» R g n:i'. Don. Phorm. I 4, 23.
el | ,3, : ef. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 128, 13.
AT cf. Don. Eun, prol. 6 (Phorm.).
I _’, cf. Don. Phorm. I 4, 16; 37; Andr. prol. 11;
1IL 2
Phorm. I 2, Don. Hu [ 2, 22! (Phorm.).
I 2, :f. sehol.
o sa Reief Buon :ul h. 1.; Don. Andr. V 4, 84® c¢. adn.;
adde |)\~\:1L\T) Hor. Ep.16,10. — v H.utm.m. De Ter. et

Don, 118;

iessling ad Hor. a. p. 108.
Phorm. I 2, 9*

. Don. Andr. I 5, 422
g 2 ‘.}"": ¢f. Don. And. IV 1, 6; Eun. V 8, 43; Schlee,
Schol. Ter. 128, 17: Serv. Aen. IIT 116.
Phorm. I 2, 10: ¢f. Don. Andr. Il 5, 14 (Phorm.).
121: ef Don. Ad. IV 2, 33
L 122

9
Zy
I
.!

i | , 33% ¢. adn.
o e cf. Serv. Dan. Aen, I 78 (Ter.).
l", 132 of, Eugr. ad h. 1. (Verg.; Ter. Eun); Don.
Phorm i 2861 8
Phorm. I ‘3, 17': ef. Don. Andr. III 8, 7' (Verg.) ¢. adn.
i [ 2, 181: ef. Eugr. ad h. 1. w\mn )3 Festus P. 207, 1;
Thes. gl. s. v. pellicio.
Phorm. I 2, 18%: cf. Don. Eun. IIT 1, 32%; Prisc. II 828, 10 (Ter.);
schol, Pers. IIT 65, — v, Otto, ‘Sprichw.” s. v. mons 1.
Phorm. I 2, 183; li Eugr. ad h. 1. (Sallust.).
< [ 2 Dzi ;lf/]\U Hauler ad h. v.
s 2 : 1_.&. Don. Andr. I 1, 140* ¢. adn.
33 [ 2. 194: cf. Don. Phorm. I 2, 70
3 [2 22% cf Don. Andr. I 2, 21°% Serv. Aen. V 669

nn][d‘“
\flj]\lll ar

non

exstitisse
\91.

AUl

videtur
Phorm. |
mento

\
Vil
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(Ter. Phorm.), — v. Laemmerhirt, De prisc. seript. locis a
Servio allatis 359 sq.

Phorm, I 2, 22¢: eof. Isid. orig. XIV 5, 19; ad Varronis Anti-
quit. Rer. Hum. NIII refert Smutny, De schol. Ter. auct.
et font. 128; cf. 134,

Phorm. 1 2, 24: Teuber 1881, 11 Vergili locum non ad Asprum
pertinere ratus ante “hoe Asper’ lacunam statnit, vix recte;
nam, nisi omnia me fallunt, ad eundem Asprum redeunt,
quae legimus ap. Serv. Dan. Aen. XIT 539 (Ter. Phorm.;
Sery. Aen. IV 610) et Aen. IV 610 (Aen. XII 539), cf. etiam
Aen. IT 396 et Don. Ad. V 6, 10% et Eugr. Phorm. I 2, 24,
Aspro, qui cum aliis ‘habere nos singulos deos nostros’
sibi persuasit, obloquitur scholiasta quidam, quode cf, adn.
ad Ad. IV 2, 20° et Hec. IIL 4, 26%. Is tantum ad Guptfolioy
evitandam a Terentio additum putat zo ‘meo’, quod ut
comprobet, affert Naevii versum initio mutilatum. JIam si
considerabimus schol. 24* ex scholio 24! esse excerptum,
non audacior videbitur coniectura, in ipso Donati commento
exstitisse additamentum illud ad Aspri adnotationem factum,
vel, ut apertius dicam, Donatum ipsum verba ‘sed mihi
videtur — homo est’ adiecisse (¢f. Don, Andr. IV 1, 27! eum
Phorm. 1.). Fieri autem potuit, ut Donatus in Aspri com-
mento Naevianum exemplum inveniret et suum in usum
conuerteret; nam Asprum ipsum hic duplicem explicationem

protulisse (sicut alibi fecit, cf. e. g. schol. Veron. Aen. IX
373) vix credam.”— Ad schol. 24* cof Eugr.; ad schol. 244
Don. Andr. II 5, 18, unde Ennianum illud esse desumptum
videtur. v. etiam Laemmerhirt 1. ¢, 848; Smutny 1. ¢. 127,
Phorm. I 2, 26%: ¢f. Don. Andr. III 1, 2! ¢. adn.; Hee. I 1, 28,
w 12,281 cf Don. Ars gr. IV 402, 12; Charis. I 276, 24;
Diom. I 462, 29; Anecd. Helv. 273, 8. — v. Otto, ‘Sprichw.’

8. v. stimulus 1.
Phorm. I 2, 28%: of Serv. Aen. V 324,
I 2, 29: cf schol. Iuven. (Pith.) VII 221 (Ter.). — v. Otto,

1)

‘Sprichw.” s. v. forum 1. — sensus autem ete.| cf. Eugr
ad h. 1.
Phorm, I 2, 30%: ef. Don. Hee. I 1, 10 ¢. adn.
o L2 80% cf Don. 'Eun, 11T 1. 923,
el 21 of W Eupr: ad hill
» 12, 821 Terenti codd. lectionem ‘perditus’ non agno-

scunt; “perdite’ etiam Arruntius Celsus legit teste Charisio
(Iul. Roman.) I 213, 16.
Phorm. I 2, 838'; v. Rabbow, De Don. comm. 309 adn.

Lo eEgyaatiet Don, Bun. I12 31° cladn.
+ 12 864 c¢f. Don. Hee. IV 1, 36%. — v. Hahn 1870, 5. L
, 12 87% lectionem cod. Cuiaciani in textum recepit
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Lindenbrog, cuius editioni adscripsit Gronov sic V. C.
fvapyeie 0% smuelépede Pith.”; hinc ni fallor ortum quod
Westerhov ‘codici (editioni?) Antverpiensi a veteri manu
adseriptum e Ms’ dicit: Avelzeg deovvenouume EveQyns
de cvrsmpehopsde. — v. Nencini 1. ¢. 115.

Phorm. I 2, 38: v. Koenighoff 1. c. 11; Haln 1872, 5; Dziatzko-
Hauler ad b, v. Ceterum 7o ‘annotatur’ prodere videtur
quendam ecommentum Terentianum excerpentem; simul in-
tellegitur illud commentum scriptum fuisse in codice Teren-
tiano, ex quo variam lectionem fillico’ (= A?') excerptor
desumpsit. Hinc nescio an comprobentur et quae ipse de
duplicis commenti natura exposui ‘Berl, philol. Wochenschr.”
1895, 428 et quae de variarum lectionnm auctoritate post
alios statuit Smutny 1. c. 132.

Phorm. I 2, 39%-% et 40%: v. Hahn 1872, 6.

I2,41%%: cf. Don. Ad. 12, 86% c. adn. PRUS
19 41%: habemus et hoc loco commentatorem poetam :

latinum cum Graeco comparanten, v. adn. ad Hee. IIT 4, 26° unuii B8
et Rabbow 1. e. 318. B e
Phorm. T 2, 45: cf. Celsus ap. Charis. (Tul. Roman.) I 223, 11 Phorm Ay
(ubi per errorem ‘Tarentius in Hecura’) ‘adverbialiter ut 1
domi militiaeque’; Don. Andr. T 1, 43" c. adnge s
Schopen, De Ter. et Don. 38; Smutny 1. e. 129. Serv. Lel
Phorm. I 2, 453 et 46%: v. Kauer, Stud. Vindob. XXII 98. Phorm. 12, ¢
RO EL20dbE: Vi heidemantel 1. e. 60.
., 12, 46" et 46° iungenda; ef. etiam 50
sl 2, A7t ofi Don: Andr. T 1, 6%; Ad. IIL 2, 33; Thes. gl.

8. v. situs.
Phorm. T 2, 488 ¢ 4 scholia parallela.
[ 2, 49%: cf. Prisc. II 392, 16 sq. (Ter.).
o I'2 51t cf Eungr. ad h.1.: Consentinus V 388, 13 sq. Ph
(Ter.); Ps-Acron Hor. serm. I 1, 71 (Tex.)
Phorm. I 2, 1. et '8
12, 524 cf 53%; 58%; 85% 85%; Andr.l1, 100°, Phony
I 2, 64!: of. b4’
, 12 542 cf Don, Andr. [1I 2, 22! (Plaut.; Ter. Phorm.).
I2, 55 cf Don. Andr. prol. 24.
.. 12 58! cf 56% schol. Bemb. Heaut. 0 3, 49 ‘capil-
lum dicit more suo (¢f. Eun. V 2, 20 c. Don.) crinem in-
cultum’; cf. etiam Varro ap. Charis. I 104, 20. — 2 Graeca
oratione profluxit haec dictio] of. Thes. gl. capillus: deif;
hariolatur Nencini 1. ¢. 110 adn. 1.
Phorm. I 2, 66%: cf. Non 370, 12 (
L. Mueller.
Phorm. I 2, 56°: cf, Serv. Dan. Aen, V 403.
. 12, 57': dobvderor tertium| collato scholio ad 53%

er.), ubi ‘dispessum’
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apparet numeros ad solum ordinem pertinere, quo haec
dadvderee apud Terentinm exstant.

Phorm. I 2, 57%: cf. Varro ap. Non. 531, 24; Festus P. 81, 11;
84 3: 91.13: Serv. Aen. VIII 453 (exscr. Isid. orig XIX

7, 3; cf. X 100; XX 13, 3; Diff. verb. 262); gchol. Veron,
(Vel. Longus) Aen. 1V 149; Vel. Long., De orthogr. VI
71, 15: Cassiod., De orthogr. VII 161, 2.

Phorm. 1.2, 58%; cf, Don. Eun. 11, 14.

[ 2. 58%-4: haec excerpta sunt ex schol, 57% — v. Teuber

Phorm, I 2, 60'; iungendum ‘formam aliam’ i. e. altering vir-
ginis formam ‘placuisse amanti’, quod non intellexit, qui in
codice Marucelliano “formam’ in ‘fidicinam’ mutavit.

Phorm, I 2, 60%: quod in cod. V (= dett.) legitur G oGLOTN6LS
(tertia)’, hoe quidem quadrat ad ea, quae ad Andr. V
4, 51 de tribus émostomiosng oeneribus exposita sunt, sed
aperte pugnat cum sequentibus ‘quotiens — sunt’; quae
verba Hahn 1872, 8 perperam interpretatus est, nam hoe
unum significant, logquentem uerba rebus apte respondentia
invenire non potuisse.

Phorm. I 2, 60%: ¢f. Don. Andr. III 2, 6° ¢. adn,

¢f. Don. Phorm. I 2, 13% ¢. adn.

sk TR
i o2 c¢f. Eugr. ad h. L.; Don. Andr. T 1,100%; I 2,5%;
Serv. Aen. II 531.
Phorm. I 2, 641¢t 2 scholia parallela.
I2 65% v. Smutny L c. 120.
I 2. 65%: iungendum cum schol. 64
12 66!: v. Kauer, Stud. Vind. XXII 98,
I 2. 66°: hoc scholion neque Hahn 1870, 6 neque Teuber

1891, 866 neque Sabbadini ‘Studi ital.” V 296 recte intel-
lexerunt; verum vidit Rabbow 1. c. 311: cf. schol. 63%
Phorm. I 2. 67*: ambiguitatem scholiasta repperisse videtur in
infinitivo historico ‘nescire’, contra ‘sequentia’ 1. e. ‘cupiebat’
ot ‘metuebat’ nihil habent ambigui; cf. schol. 67°.

Phorm. I 2, 68: cf. Don. Andr. I 1, 79! c. adn.

9 §9%-3; of Eugr. ad h. L; Serv. Dan. Aen. V 64

Don. Hee. IV 1, 55; Phorm. II 1, 18%

Phorm. I 2, 701: ef. Don, Phorm. 1
[ 2. 70% cf Isid. orig. IX 7, 29.
; 192 71%: cf. Don. Andr. IV 4, 51. — V. Hahn 1872, 7sq.
" 12 71%: cf. Don. Andr. II 3, 105 4, 7; Hee. 111 5, 15.
.1 [ 2. 71%: cf. Don. Phorm. 02, 112; Andr.I1,120. —
v Hahn 1872, 3; Kauner, Stud. Vindob, XXII 94sqq. Quid

scholiasta hic ‘in fine sensus’ et altero Phorm. loco ‘in
ultima sententia’ dixerit, ex ultimis ‘ad postremum’ appa-
ret: utrum recte hoc statuerit necne alia ves.
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Phorm. I 2, 72": quartam dwmocidmnewy (quae etiam ad Andr.
IV 4, 28" annotatur) auctor scholii ad Andr. IV 4, 51 non
agnoscit; 7o ‘deest’ ostendit #Aepy et émwosidmnoy in
unum esse Ponfuni\

Phorm, I 2, 72%; ¢f. adn. ad Phorm. 1}10] 26,

2 [.., Nt eh Dcm le II 2, 30%; Ad. I 2, 63°% Phorm.

prol. 2; T4, 17; 11 1, 22; 6¢ I\ Cho
Phorm. I 2, 73%: cf. U(m. \mh v 3, 5 ¢. adn. — v. Steele L. c.
152:

Phorm. I 2, 78%; Marx Lucil. v. 56 sic edidit ‘qui {di) te, mon-
tane, malum — (atque) ad cetera pergit’: priora probo, poste-
riora ne accipiam, monet inprimis schol. 784, ‘hoc autem
certum genus est mopsr@éoseg’. Fuit igitur qui sic Terenti

uerba intellegeret: ‘G E. ... Est parasitus quidam Phormio,
Homo confidens, qui — illum di omnes perduint! DA.
Quid is fecit? GE. — hoce consilium, quod dicam, dedit.’

Si igitur Geta narrationem illa exclamatione interrupit,
pergit per ‘hoc consilium® ete. (ef. schol. 74! et 74%), ut
‘qui’ sit pronomen (relativam); sin ‘qui’ (= utinam) cum
sequentibus iungitur (sicut ad Phorm. IT 2, 11), expleti-
vum est. Lucili autem versus ideo affertur, ut interpretatio
‘qui = utinam’ exemplo comprobetur. Fortasse qui schol.
73° ex integro commento excerpsit, ultima Lucili verba
adiecta compendii nota recidit; deinde nescio quis alius
adnotationibus, quae ad v. 74 leguntur, commotus ea ad-
didit, quae inclinatis litteris exprimenda curavi; tum libra-
rius rem male intellegens 7o ‘pergit’ antecedentibus iunxit
et pro ‘et cetera’ suo Marte substituit ‘ad cetera’.

Phorm. I 2, 75: ct. Eugr. ad vv. 72 et 75. — v. Dziatzko-Hauler
ad h. v.; Schwind, “Uber d. Recht b. Ter.” 32 sq.

Phorm. I 2, 76: cf. Don. Ad. IV b, 18.
5 L2, 77': cohaerent inter se scholia 7 il SR
s 12,77% cf. Don. Phorm. II 2, 152 (Cicero).

, 12 80% cf Don. Phorm.I 2, 79; Schlee, Schol. Ter.

129, 5,

Phorm. I 2, 80%: v. Smith 1. ¢. 9, qui tamen vulgatam lectio-
nem ‘doyotonds’ sequitur, '

Phorm. I 2, 81°: de falsiloquio] cf. adn. ad Eun. IT 1, 11. — sie
enim ueteres ete. ] cf. Cie., De divin. I 45, 102.

Phorm. I 2, 82%: .¢f. Don. Phorm. II B Thes. gl. s. v.
refello.

Phorm. I 2, 83': Sabbadini, ‘Studi ital.” V 297 variam lectio-
nem codieis ¥V secutus ‘mire, svxogdrra!’ scripsit.

Phorm. I 2, 84%: ¢f. Don. Andr. IV 4, 43.

- IO 84%; ef. Eugr. ad h. 1., qui Andr. IV 4, 43 com-

pare b,

Phorm

b.u.

{1, X0 §

Phorm. |
l

28 8q

Phorm. [ 8, 2
r &
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Phorm. I 2, 85%; c¢f. adn. ad Hee. 11T 4,
o D2igndienteiefl Tion B un WL b ; Phorm. 12, 53 et
54 ; ]uugx Phorm, 1 2, 85 (Phorm. I 2, :J.i; Eun, III 5, 45).
Phorm. I 2, 87%: v. Scheidemantel 1. ¢. 58 sqq.
I 2, 88%: ¢f. Don. Andr. I 1, 842 ¢, adn.
. 12 90% cf Schlee, Schol. Ter. 129.7: Serv. et Serv.
Dan. Aen. VIII 127 (Ter.).
Phorm, I 2, 912: cf. Ti. Don. Aen. IT 148, — v, Smith 1. ¢. 22

-1

R | ,3, 925%: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 129, 9.
s I ogadaiat i DonyiAndy. 1226

I2, 98% ecf Don. Andr. III 2, 9% c. adn.; Schlee,
Schol Ter. 129, 9.

Phorm. I 2, "ll‘j cf. Eugr, ad h. |

T" 96 : (t Fugr. ad h. 1.; Non. 344, 1 (Ter)).

el "‘ 97%: ef. Don. Andr. 1 5, 61,

9 2 98: ul' Thes. gl. s. v. quoad; Prisc. IIT 189, 1 (Ter.).

£ I -3, 100%: cf. Non. 24, 14 (Ter.); Ti. Don. Aen. VI 298.
[ 2, 100%: cf. Eugr. n{ 1

. I2 102%: ¢f. Varro ap. Charis. I 104, 1 (Wilmanns, De

I, 1. XTIL fr. 99).

Phorm. I 3, 1%: of. Eugr. ad h.l. — v. Gerstenberg, De Eugr, 65.

13, 224 of. Prige. III 188,38 (Ter)). v. Smith 1. ¢

’5‘3 8q.

Phorm. I 3, 2°: ¢f. Don. Andr. IT 2, 28 ¢. adn.
» I3 2% fuenit’ omnes Ter. codd. exhibent praeter A?;
idem exstat in lemmatis schol. 2% ?, at schol. 2¢ “ueniat’
habent (= A7).

= \-. H{en}). De Probis 97.

. Don. Ad. I 2, 29%; Non. 801, 16; Thes. gl.

S

o

v. Smith 1. e. 17/18; 32; Vahlen adn. ad
I-]nnium; zelinski, ’f‘;:u'ht] u. Iu sricht. z. Otto, Sprichw.” 36.
Phorm. I 3 . ¢f. Rhet. 1. m. 31 (Verg.).
I3,9°% cf Don. Ad. IV 5, '32; Hec. IV 1, 40%

Sl ’5, 10%: dmdfsvéie] v. Hahn 187 0, 4.
Sl e s (s B Dy et e i
[ 3, 10%: ¢f. Don. Ad. II 4, 8.
[ g 19t-ref T2 8= &
[ 3, 12%: cf Don. Phorm. IT 3, 16; 20; Ad. III 2, 42

Thes. (rl. 830y, \'ile.
141; ¢f. Thes. gl. s. v. depecisci.
I .';, 16°: {.f, Eugr. ad v. 14. :
I3 17" et 17%; v. Kauer, Stud. Vindob. XXIT 99.
13, 18: of. Non. 55, 28; 30, 1; 520, 17; Thes. gl. 5. ¥
modestus.
Phorm. T 8, 19%: ¢f Don. Ad. 1 2, 59° (Heaut.).

—
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Phorm. I 3, 20%2; cf. Don. Andr. I 1, 28 et Eun. I 2, 5 c. adn.
I8, 20%: cf. Don, Eun. V 6, 12® (Heaut.) c. adn.
. 18, 92: ¢f. Don. Andr. prol. 26.
I 3. 28: v. Kauer, Stud. Vindob. XXII 100.
. I3, 26% cf Don. Ad. V 3, 3%; Hec, III 3, 6.
, 14 1% cf Charis. (Tul. Roman) T 214, 12 (Ter.); Prisc.
II 152, 1 (Ter.); 334, 13 8qq. (Ter.)
Phorm. T 4, 91, of Arus. VII 480, 25 (Ter.); Festus 161, 6 8qq.
. I4,2% cf Eugr.ad h. 1
. 14,4% v. Swoboda, P. Nigidii Figuli op. rel. p. 82

. mutn\* Liie:1 281
Phorm. I 4, 7 Dziatzko, Ann. philol. suppl. X 690 adn. 5;
Sabb .hlini, ‘Studi ital’ V 208; Marx, C. Lucilii earm. reli-
quiae p. 33 (v. 472).
Phorm. I 4, 93%: Tarlorur,cr] cf, etiam Schlee, Schol. Ter. 129, 27
(“prouerbium?).
Phorm. I 4, 10%: of. Don. Andr. 1 1, 891,
14, 10%; ef. Don. Eun. I12,43% c. adn.; Ad. IV 4, 1
v. Smith 1. c. 24.
Phorm. I 4, 12%; cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 129, 32.
= I 4, 125; cf. Don. Ad. IV 7, 87% ¢. adn.; V 8, 8%
Phorm. I 4, 127: of. Eugr. ad h. 1. (Verg). — v. Hoppe, De
Tib. Claudio Donato 28.
Phorm I 4, 18%: cf. Non. 87, 24 (Ter.); Thes. gl. s. v. conuasare.
14 132: coniungendum cum schol. 14' et 147
I 4, 158%; cf. Festus P. J,_’h 20 (Ter.); Non. 375, 34 sqq.
I{uhlm Donati comm. 4 sqq.; Koenighoff 1. e. 13 (qui
/111 aliis) 7 ]nntnl.un fuit’ mnim;it); Smutny 1. c. 128.
Phorm. I 4, 14%: ¢f Don. Ad. V 3, 61 (émédosie octaua). —
Y. S.thlmdini ‘Studi ital.” V _".Hl.

adn, 2;

[Th

Phorm. I 4, 15%; cf. Don. Andr. II 1, 102 (Sall)) c. adn.; de loc.

i

Sallust. v ‘Bnrl philol. W ochenschr.” 1900, 1436 sq.
Phorm, T 4, 174 tt Don. Phorm. 1I 1, 60%

| 1 175: c¢f. Don. Phorm. II 2, 731 ¢. adn,
14, 19": cf. Don. Hec. III 5, 63°.
N o0t «.f. 21%; 21%; Eugy. ul v. 22,
I 1 9291. ef. Don. Phorm. V 1, 5.
i 4 992, d' Serv. Dan, Aen. I 535: II 680.
X I 4, 28%: cf. Don. Phorm. I 2, 5%
" 14 28%: (r_ Don. Hee. 1II 1, 45! (Phorm.); Schlee,
Schol. 'l‘er. 130, 2.
Phorm. I 4, 241: cf. Don. Hee. I 2, 4 ¢, adn.
, T4, 251 cf Don. Hec. II 2, 26 c. adn.
. I4 95% cf Cicero, Tuse. II 11.
; I4,27%: cf. Don. Bun. IV 2,14% c. adn.
., 14 981 cf Don. Andr.I1, II’J Serv. Dan. Aen. IV 335.

l\“[’.' 1) 4!

174, &

130, 1

Phorm. 1
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Phorm. I 4, 30*®: cf Don. Eun. 11,9 e adn.; Ad. III 4, 4*
c. adn.: Serv. Dan. Aen. II 424; Ti. Don. Aen. XI 468; Eugr
Eun. IT 3, 56: Schlee, Schol. Ter. 180, & EER

!-,h”R'“- [ 4, 31%: of Schlee, Schol. Ter. 130, 6; Serv. Dan. Aen.

{99,

Phorm. I 4, 362%: cf. Non. 363, 1 (Ter.); Festus 234, 24; Sery.
Aen. VIII 249; II 468 (exser. Isid. orig. XVIII 7, 10); IX
507: of. etiam Bugr. ad h. 1. et Schl L‘l‘- Schol. Ter. 130, 8.
— g prosel tvndi-ndn| of. Thes, gloss. s. v. telum: ‘Tela
arma 2 te n:!on:ln (luu \teplmnm ediderat "1 w0 el
éleiv’, Klotz ‘a oo et fixery’. Schoell coniecit ‘a wpd et

Tijhe

Phorm. I 4 H/mi/]m H‘mlu ad h. v.
iz Tod: "': rT Porph. Hor Ep. I 20, 18 (Ter.)
[ 4, 39%: cf Don. \mll, 1 1, 20T
[ 4. 42: v. Smutny 1. ¢. 120,
[ 4. 45: Don. Hec. III 6, 64 c. adn.: Prisc. IIT 280, 13
1 el

Phorm, I 4, 471 cf. Don. Ad. 11 2, 292 c. adn.

[ 4, 47%: cf Don. Eun. V 2, 13; Hec. I 1, 10; Festus

L
3 i
174, 32; Non. 438, 19; Serv. Aen. [ 41; Schlee, Schol. Ter.
130, 11; Thes. gl. s. v. noxa.
Phorm. I 4, 50%: v. Hahn 1872, 6.
[ 4, 511: ef. Don. Phorm. II 1, 9221 (Verg.).
o 14, 512 et 52%; ef. Eugr. ad h. 1.; Festus 306, 25; Isid.
orig. IX 3, 49; Schlee, S tohol. Ter. 180, 12 3qq. — v. Mueller,
adn. ad Fest.; Smutny 1. c. 124 W 'mi:ewm Stud. Vindob
XIV 129.

Phorm. IL 1, 1%: ef. Fuer. ad h. — v, Gerstenberg, De Eugr.
68; 72 c. adn. 1.
Phorm. II 1, 1%: cf. Festus 360, 11 (Ter.).
1 1, 2': ef. Don. Eun. V 5, 20.
: 11 1, 2°: ‘ac’ lectio est codd. Ter. A et D'; idem legi-
tur ap. Cic. ad Ath 1119, 1
Phorm. II 1, 2% ef. Thes. gl s. v. simultas.
I 1. 4*; cf. Don. Ad. III 2 ;62 (I’hm m.).
II 1, 5%: cf. Don. Andr. v 4, 11%; Eun. I 2, 59°
IT 1, 52: ef. Schlee, Schol. 'l‘m'. 130, 30.
II 1, 9*: cf. Don Andr. II 3, 24°.
G ansES R Eugr. ad h. 1.3 Schlee, Schol. Ter. 131, 1;
Don. Andr. H[ 4 184 (Phorm.) et Ad. IT 4, 182 ¢. adn.

Phorm. II 1, 11%: cf. Eugr. ad h. L
118G S I'rn't. ultima separanda sunbt: ANTE EO pro
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‘ante eam’; ex tali glossa varia lectio nata videtur, o uam
Ter. libri non agnoscunt.
Phorm. IT 1, 18%*: ¢f. Don. Hee. IV 1, 55

; Il 1, 19%: legit scholiasta in codice suo mssz, sicut
habent ('(nltl lm A*D'Gy altera lectio vsqve, quam qui-
dam probabant, exstat in A*D®M et in lemmate schol.
19%; utramque (esse vsqve) praebent codd. BOF et Lac-
tantius (Inst. VII 27, 3), ad quos accedunt codd. EP (rsi
vsQve). Si scholiastae fides h;lhunrh\ est, genuinum fuit
MOLENDYM ESSE (sic etiam schol. IT 1, 562), qm:nl nescio quis
cum offenderet in nominativo manexpAr comprprs, coniectura
mutavit in a vsqve; alii ut offensam vitarent, rsse in si

correxerunt (hinc lectio codd. EP). In omnes auter
Terenti codices editionesque serius ocius irrepsit ii]mi
VSQVE.

Phorm. 1T 1, 20%: gerundia] sc. ‘molendum’ ‘uapulandum’;
participia] sc. ’Imbend.le I.t(mudum’.
Phorm, II 1, 204: ¢f. Don. Bun. V 2, 45 et Ad. III 3, 12 (wopéi-

%OV quurt-iuuj; Phorm. I 2, 30 (w. tertium). — v. Hahn
1872, 6
Phorm. IT 1, 20°¢*2: ¢f. Don. Phorm. II 1, 9; Eugr. Phorm. I

1, 15 (Verg. \rfn. IV 103—4); Serv. \m;_r. "Aen. IV 419,
Phorm. TG 211, of. Don. Ad. III 3.0,

» 111, 22%: ¢f Don. Phorm. I 4, 51.
w101, 22%: cf. Don. Phorm, I 2, 73
1

)
» 111, 24%: cf Don. Andr. IV 2, 2; 4. 49; V 3, 19; Eun.
12, 165 I13,80; Ad. II 4, 5; Il 2,38; V 8, 12; Hee. Il

, 35. '

2
-i:
L

Phorm. IT 1, 25': v. Hahn 1872, 7.
» 1L1, 26* v, Kauer, Stud. Vindob. XXII 101.
w 11, 28': cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 131, 3 (ironicos).
II 1, 28%: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.
IT 1, 29%: “dolus’ iam Umpfenbach proposuerat coll

Serv. Dan. Aen. I 657 (Ter.)
Phorm. II 1, 30: ¢f. Bugr. ad h. L et Schlee 1. e, 4.
II 1, 384%; cf, Don. Ad. 1V 1,473 ¢! adn,
IT 1, 86: cf. Don. Ad. V.1, 12 (Verg.).
& B v. Hahn 1870, 2 8(].
A e cf. Don. Eun. I 2. 56,
e I 808 of Berv.l Aen, XII 565; VIII 653 (Ter. ‘pro
illo stares’).
Phorm. II 1, 40: ef. Eugr. ad h. 1.
w11, 40% cf. Don. Phorm. prol. 22,
» 111,41 Eugr. ad v. 40,
w 1L 1, 42%: ef Schlee, Schol. Ter. 131, 7
o 1L 1, 43%; cf, Serv. Aen. IT 186.

491, =
phorm. |
aan. =
Phorm

Ter
Phorm

ahij 08

1, 92
Phorm
Phorm. |

409 (3
Phorm. |

l'hur'.‘;.' .
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Phorm. 11 1, 43%: ¢f. Eugr. ad h. L
II 1, 44%;: cf. Rhet, 1. m. 881, 31,
i IT 1, 45%: cf. Rhet, 1. min. 381, 23.
T 1, 51%: mspisraciy| error subesse videtur aut scholia-

stae aut librarii; fort. wegrerooqjw, cf. Rhet. 1. m. 117, 27;
491, 2 (Schoell). 3
Phorm, I 1, 51%: cf. Kugr. ad v. 53. — v. Gerstenberg 1. c. 77
adn. 2 '
Phorm. II 1, 58
Phorm. II 1,
o I1 1, b4; c

-

f. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 131, 10. — v. Smith l. c. 28.
v. Gerstenberg 1. ¢. 73; 77 adn. 2.
f Don. Eun. IV 2, 142 c. adn,
1,671 v, Smith 1. e, 19,
Il 1, 572: ¢f. Eugr. ad h. L.

5 I 1, 57%: cf. Don. Ad. III 3, 18 (Phorm.); Schlee, Schol.

Ter, 131, 11
Phorm. 11 1. 59%: ¢f. Eugr. ad h. 1. (Phorm. I 4, 51).

II 1, 60%: ‘horunc’ lectio est codd. Ter. My. — =0
fioee of. Don. Phorm. I 4, 17; praeterea cf. Don. Andr. IV
: ‘ Prise. IIT 6, 17 sqq. — v. Smith 1. ¢. 25.
Phorm. Il 1, . ¢f. Don. Andr. III 2 adn.; Schlee,

Schol. Ter. 131, 12,

Phorm. IT 1, 622: cf. Don. Andr. V 1, 9* (Sall.); Sery. Aen, I
409 (Sall.). — v. Smith 1. ¢. 8.; Laemmerhirt 1. ¢. 404 adn, 1.
Phorm. II 1, 62%: ¢f. Don, Eun. IIl 2, 36 (Phorm.).
IT 1, 65%; v. Kauer, Stud. Vindob. XXII 101.
IT1, 66: Weinberger, Stud. Vindob. XIV 121 adn. 2.
[T 1, 67: cf. Don. Hee. V 1, 20 (Verg.).
IT 1. 68%: v. Kauer 1. c.
II 1, 70': v. Weinberger 1. ¢. 1203 Smutny 1. ¢. 109,

2. ¢f. Don. Phorm. 1i0;

2, of. Prise. ITI 837, 9 (Ter.

: ef. Bugr. ad h. L.

. 5. of Serv. Aen. XII 257. — v. Laemmerhirt L.
c. 364 adn. 1.

Phorm. II 1, 82': ¢f. Don. Eun. IV 2, 7.

v. Smith L ¢, 19

; . 83% ¢f. Don. Andr. prol. 24°; Phorm, IT 3

. Il 1,84: cf. Don. Eun. III 1, 49'; Phorm. I 3,

" 12 1': ¢f. Don. Eun. II 2, 1. — Hartman, De Ter. et

Don. 203, recte animadvertit exspectari hic ‘potioribus
_uilioribus’, quod nunc inverso ordine legitur: nam

ut quod sequitur de assentatoribus minime in Phormionem

cadit, ita maxime in Gnathonem. Sed mihi verba ‘et his

_ assentatoribus’ interpolationem sapere visa sunt, accedil

quod ad prol. 26! (cf. praef. I 1) Phormio ‘uilissimae

condicionis homo’ mnuncupatur; qua de causa traditam

APPSR N ——
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seripturam mutare nolui. Cf. etiam Dziatzko-Hauler, Phor-
mio p. 73 c. adn. 2 et 3.

Phorm. 1T 2, 12: Dziatzko ex Aspri commento sumptam esse
coniecit hane narratiunculam cellato Rufino Gr. L. VI 555,
1—4 (Asper in commentario Terentii sic ‘hosce uersus agere
coepisset [se. Ambivius Dz]. « itane — — domum» et
deinceps ¢ui secuntur quadrati . . %); V. Dziatzko-Hauler,
Phormio p. 73 ¢. adn, 1; Smutny 1. e. 109.

Phorm. IT 2, 1%: scholion parallelum ad schol. IT 2, 1% et ex Verglh- 1
eodem vel fonte eins excerptum. Phorm
Phorm. II 2, 4-2: cf. Eugr. ad h. l.; Don. Eun. II 8, 90% — )
v. Otto, ‘Sprichw.” s. v. interere. — De forma ‘aleato’ {, &

v. Heraeus, ‘Die Appendix Probi’ adn, ad p. 18, 118; cf. Phorm
etiam Plaut. Mostell, 48. e

Phorm. II 2, 4%: cf. Schlee, Qchol. Ter. 131, 25: Don. Bun. V
8. 302; Serv. Aen. I 210; Serv. (et Serv. Dan.)) Aen. II 234

(Phorm.); Serv. Dan, Aen. XI 486 (Phorm.). Phorm. |
Phorm. 1T 2, 7': v. Weinberger, Stud. Vindob. XIV 120; Smutny = 1
].ie. 109. amos
Phorm, II 2, 81: ¢f. Don. Ad. 11,334 Phorm. I 4, 39. a0l
; IT 2, 10%: cf. Schlee, Schol, Ter. 181, 80. — v. Otto, ;'“‘l‘,,
‘Sprichw.” s. v. nervus 2. : iil;‘;;-f
Phorm. II 2, 10¢: cf. Bugr. ad h. 1; Don. Phorm. IV 4, 156, - S
v, Hartman 1. ¢. 203, qui recte statuit scholiastam legisse .»”-‘!l
NE ISTAEC FORTITYDO NERVVM RVMPAT; quam lectionem etiam _”'é;
sequentis scholii auctor agnoscit, I "r" ‘
Phorm. II 2, 11*: cf. Don. Phorm. I 2, 71° ¢. adn ]__“"_"‘i
11 2, 12%; cf. schol. 18. g
o DT umbraticus homo] ef. Plaut. Cure, 556.
[T 2, 14': v. Hahn 1872, 11.
112, 1 of. Don, Phorm. I 2, 778 (Cic.).
IT 2, 15%: cf. Serv. Aen. V 613.
II 2. 18!: ¢f. Don. Andr. V 1, & — V. Hahn 1872, 6,
IT 2, 18%: ef. schol. 17* et 184,
[T 2. 183: cf. Don. Eun. IV 7, 46° et Ad. V 8, 27% c. adn,
. II 2,19%: cf. Don. Eun. I 2, 355 Ad. IIT 2, 4; al
II 2, 19%: cf. Thes. gloss. s. V. abrasa. .
[T 2. 24%: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 132, 7; Thes. gl. s. v. 5*1-:-

rex; Ps.-Acron Hor. Ep. [ 5, 6.

Phorm. 41-2.-25*: Ad quem referendi sint versus a scholiasta
allati. admodum incertum est, v. Vahleni adn. ad Enn.*
p. 206; eiusdem praef. p. XXV. — Schoell coniecit esse
seribendum °. . . alacer, lupino celsus impetu expetens, ...
(De expetens et expectans cf. app. crit. ad p. 394 L 1).

Phorm. II 2, 261; Arusian. VII 497, 7 (Ter). — v. Dziatzko-
Hauler ad h. v.
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Phorm. II 2. 27%: ef. Bugr. ad h. 1.; Non. 165, 4 (Ter.); Ps.-
Acron Hor. Ep. II 2, 128; The 3. v, ringor e

Phorm. 11 2, 28%: cf. Porph. Hor, Serm. IT 2, 77 (Ter.); Schlee,

Schol. Ter. 132, 9.

Phorm. II 2, aliter Prisc. II 84, 17 (Ter.).

Phorm. IT 2, " Fuer. ad h. 1. — ut Sol. Luna] cf. Caesar,
De b. G . 2. — alii] cf. Schol. Bern. Geo. II 127;
Serv. et Serv. Dan. Georg. I 10. — v. Ribbeck, Proleg.
Vergil. 184. :

Phorm. 11 3, 1': cf. Bugr. ad h. L. — v (terstenberg 1. c. 65.
. 118 3% cf Don. Andr. prol. 24; Phorm. I 2. i6bs I
1, 83,

i'Iml'.m. 13, 8%; ef. Don. Eun. I 2, 501

3
o Ii 8, 4 cf. Don. Eun. V 6, 20; Ad. 1192, 1 [V-2, 60.
- I3 4% b ‘fidem’ et in Ter. cod. A additum est

(tcorr, rec.’” Umpf) et legitur apud Prisc. II1 375, 4 sq.

Phorm, II 3, 7%: v. Hahn 1870, 7.
= [T 8, 10*°: scholia primaria sunt 10? ‘IGNORATYR nON
agnoseitur’ et 10* ‘PARENS pater’; ad illud additum est
quod saepius legitur ‘hoe enim significat modo’, deinde in
margine adscriptum et postea insertum 10° ‘Ignoratur quod
fingitur’; schol. 10* auctum est causali illo enuntiato ‘nam
— patrem’. De ultimo scholio iudicium incertum: potest
enim et ad auctorem schol. 10% et 10° referri et ad com-
pilatorem. Optime autem hoe loco quae fuerit alterius
commenti natura atque indoles cognoscitur.

Phorm. I 3, 12! (B): cf. schol. Bemb. Heaut. I 2, 80 (Cic.).

Il 3, 15%: ¢f. Don. Hec. prol. I[ 32 (Verg.). c. adn.

II 8. 157;: cf. Don. Ad. IV 5, 89%. — V. Smith 1. c. 20.

IT 3. 161 (B): cf. Eugr. ad. h. 1.

11 3, 16%: nam — durantes] v. Smutny 1. ¢. 120

II 8, 19*: v, Hahn 1872, 12.

[T 8, 19%: cf Eugr. ad h. 15

II 8, 20 (A) et 20%(B): ct. Don. Phorm., I 3, 12 ¢. adn,

I1 3, 21%: of Don. Eun. IIL 3, 30; Phorm. I 2,456 (Andr.)

v. Dziatzko-Hauler ad h. v.

Phorm. II 3, 21*sqq.: of. Eugr. ad h. l.: Schlee, Schol. Ter.

i

139, 22.
. 11 3. 232: cf. Don. Hec. IV 1, 9923 o adn.

IT 3. 242 (B): of Serv. Aen. 1V 855. — v. Rabbow L c.
204, 3 .

Phorm. II 8, 24%: cf. Don. Ad. IV & . — v. Smith 1. ¢. 23.

" 11 3, (A): ef. schol. 2¢ 3 ).

) " of Serv. Dan. Aen. XIT 851. — v. Steup, ]311_‘

Probis 9-1 adn. 12: 98; Rabbow 1. ¢. 313, — ‘male loqu’

ante Terentium Plautus dixit True. 265.
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Phorm. 11 3, 25%: of. Don. Eun. II 2, 4; Ad. II 1, 29% c. adn.

II 3, 26%: cf. Don. Phorm. II 3 ), 251 (A); Andr. V 3, 4!
kPth'ﬂ\ — Schoell coniecit: dmwdorgopog nota est quae
separat = ab x littera, id est tenuit (consonans, uocalis
ami)sit sonum (ef. Prisc. 1I 32, 6; Don. Ars gr. IV 372, 9).

Phorm. 11 8, 26° (= 26 A): cof Don. Andr. I 2, 122 (Lueil.);
Bun. IV 8, 8! (Lucil.). — ‘carcerarium’ quod exhibet ed.
prine. (ef. Cf)d 0), hic ineptum est, cum non carcere
dignum sed carceris custodem significat, cf. Thes. gl.
s. v. carcerarius; carcereus legifur u}nici Eceles. — Marx
fragm. Lucilianum (ine. 1128) sie restituit ‘_vu_uu car-
cer, edris) uix carcere dwml\, Ultima ‘et — non’ in-
tmpnldtd sunt aut ex Don. Bun, III 2, 19! aut Ad. IIT 2, 12%

Phorm. II 3, 27 (B): cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 132, 26

II 3, 30: ohe] cf. Ps. -Acron Hor. Serm. II 5, 96.

1I 8, 81%: ef. Serv. Aen. XII 19,

.11 3, 329: ¢f. Don. Andr. 1V 1, 43% (Verg. Ecl.); Hec. 111
2214 (‘\’erq. Ecl.).

Phorm. II 3, 83%: cf. Don. Andr. II 1, 21; Eun. 12, 595 Hee. V
1, 22; al.

Phorm. 1L 8, 34: of. Don. Bun. IV 7, 95 V 3,2; Ad. IV 5, T4
Hee. II 3, 6; [T 1,54; IV 1,88; Phorm. I 2, 79; 80; It
3, 49.

Phorm. I 8. 35 (B): cf. schol. Bemb. Heaut. I 1, 13.

. 103 43(A): cf. Don. Eun. IV 7, 84; Ad. Y6862

8 281, Rhet, 1. m. 24, 16; 72, 28.

‘hmm II 8, 49%: cf. II 3, 34 c. adn.

3, 54: cf. Don. Phorm. I 2, 82% c. adn.

1L 3, 58 et 59: cf. Don. Ad. 1T 1, 21

II 3, 61;: v. Hahn 1870, 2.

II ::‘ 64 (B): of Eugr. ad v. 52; 62; 66; T1.
" II 8, 65: hic ‘scriptum’, infra 68° ‘uoluntas’; ef. II
§ 66 ( l)

l’hmm ]1 3, 66 (B): ef. Rhet. 1. m. 99, 1; al.
W II 3, 66% ~\| cf. Don. Andr. prol. 5.

2

IT 3, 68%: ef Don, BEun. I 2, 27 c. adn.
£ Al 3, ¢ cf. schol. 65
: II 3, 72: of. Don. Andr. I 2, 21; II1 1, (Phorm.); Ad.
1I 2, 24.
Phorm. Il 3, 73%(B): Don. Ad. 1 2, 47° (Verg.); Phorm. IV
1, 24 l‘.n o) hm\. T_Lm‘ Aen. IT 720.

]
Phorm. IT 3 751 (B): cf. BEugr. ad v. 74.

II 3, 81: cf. Don. Ad. I 1, _.3' ¢. adn,
II 3, 90: cf. Don. Hee. IV
II 4, 12: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1. — v. Gerstenberg 1. c. 65.
T4, 7: v. Kaner, Stnd. Vindob. XXTI 101

"
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Phorm. II 4, 11: iungenda schol. rhet. 11 et 12!, quibus acce-
dunt schol. 16" et 16; altera series parallela efficitur scho-
liis 12* et 15% quae ad eundem auctorem redeunt; cf. etiam
Eugr. ad v. 11 sqq. (a iusto — an fieri possit — ab inhonesto).

Phorm. II 4, 19: cf. Eugr. ad v. 17.

»w 1L 4, 24: cf. Don, Andr. IV 4, 19; Hee. IV 3, 16; Schlee
Schol. Ter. 133, 10; Thes. gl. s. v. in tempore.

]

Phorm. IIl 1, 5: cf. Serv. Aen. III 56; XI 493; Prige. II 502, 16,
— v. Koenighoff 1. ¢. 13; Dziatzko-Hauler ad. h. v.

Phorm. IIT 1, 61¢* 2 vestigia duplicis commenti?
» 111, 10: ef. Don. Phorm. II 3, 79 (B).
w I 1,18%: cf. Non. 249, 20 (Ter.); Schlee, Schol. Ter.
133, 17; Thes. gl. s. v. confuto.

Phorm. III 1, 143: cf. Eugr. ad v. 13.
na h]“ 1, 181: v, Neneini 1. ¢. 111 adn. 2; Dziatzko-Hauler
ad h. v.

Phorm. III 2, 1: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.; Don. Andr. IT 1, 192 c. adn.
— v. Gerstenberg 1. c. 65.
» I 2,1%: cf Gell. XVII 13,1 c. Hosii adn.
» L2 6% cf Don. Ad. I 4, 11%. — v. Hahn 1872, 10;
Moore, ‘Tropes and Figures of Vergil’ 181 sq.

Phorm. III 2, 8: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.

IIT 2, 10: cf. Thes. gl. s. v. cantilena.

, 12 11': Eugr. ad v. 10 adnotat ‘hoc a facili, etiam
an fieri possit’ et ad v. 11 ‘hoe a precibus’.

Phorm. TIT 2, 112: ¢f. Don. Andr. IV 4, 51.
,» 112 15%: cf BEugr. ad h. 1.; Schlee, Schol. Ter. 133,
33; Thes. gl. s. v. phaleratus.

III 2, 162: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 134, 1.

IO 2, 17%: of. Schlee 1. c.

5 I 2 174 cf. Eugr. ad h. v.
» L2 21: cf. Aristaenet. Epist. IT 3; Varro, De L. 1. VII
31. — v. Nencini 1. ¢. 1156 c. adn. 2; Otto, “Sprichw.” s. v.
lupus 9.

Phorm. ITI 2, 36: v. Hahn 1870, 14; Smith L c. 13; Steele,
‘Archaisms in Vergil’ 170.

Phorm. ITT 2, 88: cf. Serv. Aen. I 20; 203; 288; Serv. Dan.
Aen. IV 627; al.; Ps.-Acron Hor. ¢. II 10, 17.

Phorm. IIT 2, 40*: cf. Eugr. ad h. L.

III 2, 40%: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.; Schlee, Schol. Ter. 134, 9.

:i T0I 2, 48: cf. Eugr. ad h. L; Don. Ad. IT 2, 9* (Phorm.).
» I3 4%: v. Smith 1. ¢. 20; Dziatzko-Hauler ad h. v.
, I3 4% Varro, De 1.1 VII 89: ‘Comiter ... culus

origo graeca XBROs .
Phorm. IIT 3, 9: v. Smith l. c. 28.

: a
Donati comm, rec. Wessner, I 35
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Phorm. TIT 8, 19": cf. Non. 29, 1; Thes. gl. 5. V. pedetemptim.
TII 3, 25: cf. Eugr. ad h. E:
T0I 3, 29: v. Nencini L e¢. 115 sq.

”
"

Phorm. IV 1, 1: cf. Eugr ad h. L
. IV1,9: v. Nencini 1. c. 116; Otto, ‘Sprichw.’ s. v.
genectus 1.

Phorm. IV 1, 21: Apollodori fragmentum sic constituit Guyet:
iyt pdo iy TOV ELBY dudg wévog; cf. Nencini 1. c. 1163
Schwind, ‘Uber d. Recht b. Terenz’ 50 c. adn. 1.

Phorm. IV 1, 24: ef. Don. Phorm. II 3, 731 ¢. adn.

IV 2, 2: of. Don. Phorm. 11 1, 62* c. adn.

IV 8, 1: cf. Eugr. ad h. L

, IV 3 5: cf. Diom, 452, 26; aliter Fest. P. 87, 1; Fest.
214, 20; Non. 111, 21. — V. BSmith 1. . 24.

Phorm. IV 3, 6: cf. Gellius V 21; Charis. 160, 10 (Ter.); (Mo-
destus) 73, 12 (Ter.); (Tul. Roman. ex Plin. et Modesto)
125, 8 (Ter.); Prisc. 11 89,3 (Ter.); 316, 11 (Ter.); 850, 10
(Ter.). — Catonis fragm. plenius exstat ap. Fest. 162, 50.
__ v. Beck, Plin. libr. dub. serm. rell. 23, 14; Froehde, De
Tul. Romano 608 sq.; Smith 1. c. 24.

Phorm. IV 3, 9%: cf. Thes. gl. s. vv. commodo et commodum.
_ Marx ad Lucil. v. 983 coniecit ‘mihi commodum statu-
erat dare, iam uestimenta posueram’; Schoell ‘mihi com-
modum (obuiam’ est | ut (reliquias ad) Larem uestimen-
torum posueram’.

Phorm. IV 3, 18: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.; Don. Andr. TV 4, 51.

,, IV, 18! eof. 'schol. Pers. 1I 31 (Ter.); Diom. I 311, 26
(Ter)); Prisc. 11T 217, 19 (Ter.); 293, 17 ); 488, 8 (Ter.);
Cledon. V 72, 10 (Ter.); Arus. VIL 475, 6 (Ter.).

Phorm. IV 3, 80: cf Schlee, Schol. Ter. 185, 22 849.; Fest. P.
86, 18; Non. 306, 32; Charis. I 256, 5; Diom. I 379, 9 (Ter.);
Explan. in Don. IV 557, 24; Cledon. V 61, 34 (Ter.); Serv.
Aen, IV 269 (Ter); Serv. Dan. Aen. IX 44 (Ter.); Thes. gl.
8. v. facesso. — argentum] fort. titulus Plautinae comoediae
(Artemone?) latet (Schoell). — v. Laemmerhirt 1. c. 359;
Heraeus, ‘Sprache d. Petronius’ 35 n. LXII,

Phorm. IV 3, 34: cf. Don. Andr. II 4, 7.

., IV 3, 38: cf. Celsus ap. Charis. (Tul. Roman.) T 207, 14

° .. licet quidam sic legant uf niminm seruus dicat,
quantum uero senex ... — V. Smutny L ¢. 129; Froehde,
De Iul. Romano 639.

Phorm. IV 8, 41: ef. Don. Andr. III 2, 16
, IV 8, 42: v, Nencini 1. c. 1105 Schwind 1. . 46 ¢. adn, 3.

IV 8, 54: v. Hahn 1872, 6.

IV 3, 55: cf. Don. Hec. V 4, 40°
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Phorm. IV 3, 561: v, Nencinil, c. 116; Rabbow L ¢. 308, 3 c. adn,

IV 3, 56%: cf. Eugr, ad h. 1

; IV 3, 631: v. Woelfflin, Arch. lex. lat. IX 180.

IV 8, 63%: cf Bugr. adh.l (Cic).

. IV 3 69: cf Eugr. ad h L (Phorm. IIT 2, 48).

., IV 3, 13: cf Engr. ad h. 1 (Verg.).

. IV 8, 75%: ‘Lemno’ in codd. Ter. non legitur.

IV 8, 75%: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 136, 6.

1V 3, 76%: cf. Thes. gl. 8. v. sumo.

., IV 8, 76*: adiunctinus] cf. Diom. I 840, 24; Anon. de
ult. syll. IV 241, 1; 244, 134 Explan. in Don. IV 551, 14;
Ps.-Asper V 551, 14; Sacerd; VI 432, 29; Anon. Bob. T 562, 34
(Thes. L 1. I 705, 1—9). — pronuntiatiuvus] ef, Don. Phorm.
IT 1, 17; 2, 27; Diom. [ 338, 265 Anon. de ult. syll. IV 237,
10; 242, 9; Explan. in Don, IV 549, 1; Sacerd. VI 432, 18.

Phorm. IV 4, 1%; cf. Porph. et Ps.-Acron Hor Serm. I 4, 8;
Thes. gl. 5. v. emungo.

Phorm. IV 4, 2%: ‘dodrnue est’] of. Rhet. 1. m. 25, 19; 75, 27;
possis etiam ‘éoarnoLe’, of. Don, Hee. T1,13; Phorm. II 1, 45.

Phorm. IV 4, 9: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 136, 15. — V. Otto,
*Sprichw.” s. v. ulcus.

Phorm, IV 4, 15: cf. Don. Phorm. I 2, 10° ¢. adn.; Eugr.adh. 1
o IV 4, 27%: cf. Varro ap. Vel. Long. VII 69, 8 (De serm.
lat. I fr. 58 Wilm.; cf. etiam Birt ‘Der Hiat bei Plautus’
138); Thes. gl. s. v. hariolus; schol. Bemb. ad Phorm. 1.

Phorm. IV 4, 27%; verba corrupta sic emendare conatur Schoell:
‘quadrye sunt (dieti) ex hoe, qui hunc sonum exhalandi
praestant’; vulgo editur: ‘(unde et vocem eiusmodi dabant)
quae est og, quod om sonus exhalandi vim praestat’.

Phorm. IV 4, 29: ef. Varro, De L L V 98; Festus P. 100, 6;
Non, 120, 20; Thes. gl. s. v. hara. — V. Merkel, prol. ad
Ovid, Fast. CXVI; Smutny 1. e. 123.

Phorm. IV 4, 30%: ef. Don. Andr. II 2, 132,
., IV 5, 1: cf. Thes. gl. s. v. quietus.
., IV 5,6: cf Non. 369, 29.
. IV &1t cfl Eogr ad h. L
IV 5, 16: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter. 136, 21.

Phorm. V 1, 5: cf. Eugr. et schol. Bemb. ‘ad h. 1. (Verg.);
Quintil. IX 8, 15 (Verg); Serv. Geo. IV 444 (Ter) —
v. Laemmerhirt 1. ¢. 854; Steele 1. c. 186; Moore. 1. ¢. 270.

Phorm. V 1, 5%: cf. Serv. Aen. II 311.

V 1, 6: cf. Bugr. ad v. 1.

:: V. 1, 7: cf. Eugr. ad h. L,
, V. 1,8: cf Don. Bun. III 2, 1%; Hee. TIT 1, 38%; ceterum

35%
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exspectes aut ‘uel animi uel corporis’ (sic cod. V: ex corr.?)
aut ‘sensus uel rationis’.

Phorm. V 1, 16: v. Smith 1. ¢. 32.

w V1,17: cf Don. Andr. I 3, 12% (Phorm.); FEun. IV
3, 256! (Phorm.).

Phorm. V 1, 19: cf. Don. Andr. IIT 5, 3% c¢. adn.; Lact. Stat.
Theb. VIII 297 (ex Serv.); Varro, Del 1V 11$J Ps.-Acron
Hor. a. p. 231; Non. 103, 18 (Tm\ Eugr. ad Phorm. L;
Thes. gl. s. vv. effutire, futis, futilis.

Phorm. V 1, 23%: v. Scheidemantel, Quaest. Enanth. 59.

V1, 24: cf. Eugr. ad h. ).

, 29: cf. Serv. Aen. IT 129.

, 31%: cf. Don. Eun, IT 3, 844; Serv. Aen. IV 401.

, 31%: hac declinatione] sc. tempore aoristo.

% , 34: v. Drziatzko-Hauler, App. erit. ad h. 1.

,, V] 37: cf. Schlee, Schol. Ter, 137590

etV " 3: of. Eugr. et Schol. Bemb. ad h. 1. ; Pomp. comm.

V 811, 38 (Ter.). — v. Otto, ‘Sprichw.’ 5. v, casa 1.
Phorm. V 2 8: of. Eugr. ad h. 1.

R TN 2, 16%: cf. ]Uu‘rl ad h. L

b E I T o schol. Bemb. ad h. 1.; Thes. gl. s. v. versura.

s V3, 7: cf. Non. 393, 8 (Ter.; Plaut.) c. Muelleri adn.;

mihi et Donati scholion et Nonii locus ad eundem fontem

redire videntur, i. e. ad vebustiorem commentarium in Ter.

Phorm. V 4, 1: r:.f. Eugr. ad h. 1.

o Ndias iy Bmith'l el 9

» ¥V 4,6% v. Hahn 1872, 12; quartum dvexdlovdor, quod
etiam Don. Hec. III 4, 3 advotatur, non agnoscit Sacerdos
VI 457, 28 8qq. (cf. Porph. Hor. Ep. IT 2, 190).

Phorm. V 5, 1: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.

s 'V b5,2: of. Serv. .Dan, -Eel. VI 31 (Ter.); Aen: I 73;
Don. Andr. IV 3,1: V5, 8% 4.

<<=<dd
et

Phorm. V 5, 8: v. Hahn 1870, 3.
v b 11 cf. Don. Hee. IIT 3, 26°%; Eugr. ad Phorm. 1;
qchlee Schol. Ter. 188, 27.
Phorm. V' 6, 12: v. Weinberger, Stud. Vindob. XIV 129.

Y 6. 9: v. ]{;1=1|m" Stud. Vindob. XXII 102.
s NG T1zof Bupy ad v 10,
»w ¥ 6,16:cf Isid. orig. X 70 (Ter.)= Thes. gl. s. v. delibutus,

Phorm. V 6, 19: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.

Ve .52: cf. Don. Hee. IT 2, 16* (Sall.).

Phorm. V 7, 3: rectius dixisset: ‘eludendi oecasio est et curam
adimere’ pro ‘eludendi et adimendi haec occasio est’,
quod magis posuit sc. ut variaret.

Phorm. V 8, 6: cf. Eugr. ad h. 1.; Thes. gl. s. v. dilapido.

% V 8 7: fort. 7o ‘seeunda’ cum RC omittendum, nam

Pha

}’iji IT
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collato schol. Andr. IV 4, 51 hic exspectes ‘d&mosiamnolg
tertia’, eum Demiphonis interuentu sileat Phormio.

Phorm., V. 8. 9: cf Non. 383, 29; 54, 6.

i VEs 11: v. Smith L c. ¢
V. B, 22: d Eugr. ad h. 1. et ad Heaut. IV 4, 195 Don,
"Andr. IV 4, 191 ¢, adn Serv. Aen. IX 631.

Phorm. V 8, 29: cf, Eugr. ad h. 1.; Schlee, Schol. Ter. 139, 14;
Ps.-Acron Hor. Serm. II 3, 74 (Ter.); Serv. Aen. VII 422;
Don. Ad. IT 4, 13. — V. Herm'.mn-Bliimner, ‘Griech. Antiq.’
IV 454 sq.

Phorm. V 8, 48: ¢f. Don. Phorm. \ 3, 881,
wL Y 80 443 vef ilen.” Andr, ] .‘, 1% (Cic.); schol. Bemb.
Heaut. 1 g9

Phorm. V 8, 456 et 47: cf. Eugr. ad h. g

ey 8 53: cf. Don. Eun. IV 8, 11 ¢. adn. — v. Kauer,
9Lud Vindob. \‘& I 102

Phorm. V 8, 54: Don. Eun. prol, 17 (Phorm.) ¢, adn. —
v. Smith 1. c. ‘_’[l.

Phorm. V 8, T1%: cf. Serv. Aen, IIT 670 (Ter.). — v. Smith

1. c. 9; Laemmerhirt 1. ¢. 361.
Phorm. V 8, 72: ¢f, Don. Phorm. I 2, J' e, ‘Ldn
., V8 741 cf. Schlee, Schol. im 22,
., V8, 7% cf. Don. Hee. V 1, 52 c. ‘Ldn.
. V8 82: cf. Schlee, Schol. ’Lm 139, 28.
A b 85: of. Celsus ap. Charis. (Tul. Roman) I 214, 4.
FNETE TR Hb cf. Don. Andr. II 4, 3%
. V8, 88% cf Don. Phorm. v 8, 43.
., V8 88% cf Eugr. ad h 1
v V 8, 90: ¢f. Don. Ad. II 1,14, — V. Hey, Arch. lex.
lat, XITT 208.
Phorm. V 8, 90%: v. Dziatzko- Hauler ad h, L
Y {! L: ef Lu . ad h. 1. — v. Gerstenberg 1. c. 65.
o RN ﬂ, 16: v. “'-\teup De Probis 97; Rabbow 1. c¢. 813;
Smutny 1. c. 128; Daziatzko-Hauler ad h. v.
Phorm. V 9, 21%: cf. " schol. Bemb. TIT 1 ‘IS (Phorm.).
5, V9,25 cf Eugr. ad v.1 et 2
V 9,27 et 28: cf. Ium (hd . ’J
V 9, 38: cf. Bugr. ad v
V 9, 38: cf. 1}011 Hec. v -l 38 (Verg.; Ter. Phorm.).
ey Y ‘.l, 39: cof Fest. 298, 2 (cum exemplis Enpianis a
nostro diversis). — V. HiLhieJ Don. comm. 28 adn. 1;
Sabbadini, “Museo ital. di ant. class.” TII 467.
Phorm. V 9, 46: cf. Eugr. ad v. 1 et 28,
V 9, 9% cf. Don. Ad. V 6, 3%; Serv. Dan. Aen. 13
V 9, 65: cf. Eugr. ad 61 1 1E
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