Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm

by MARLEIN VAN RAALTE, Leiden

Even after extensive research has been carried out into the rhyth-
mical characteristics of the dactylic hexameter, the dispute about the
question whether stichic and elegiac hexameters differ rhythmically
or whether they are interchangeable continues.!) Perhaps this is not
too disturbing, since the controversy seems to be of the comfortable
type in which both parties are right: while examination of a corpus
of stichic and of elegiac hexameters may reveal significant differ-
ences between the two hexameter genres, nonetheless it seems that
any individual hexameter, as far as its rhythmical characteristics are
concerned, may appear in elegiac and in stichic verse indiscriminate-
ly.

From a conviction that an identification of such differences as are
rhythmically significant should take its departure from an inquiry
into the rhythm of the elegiac distich as a whole,?) an attempt will
here be made to advance the discussion by confronting quantifica-
tions of a fairly comprehensive sample of Greek elegiac verse, dating
from the 7th to the 1st century B.C., with an analysis of the most
conspicuous rhythmical characteristics of the elegiac couplet.

1) See e.g. N.A.Greenberg, “A Statistical Comparison of the Hexameter
Verse in lliad 1, Theognis, and Solon.”, QUCC N.S. XX (1985) 63-75, where
against a supposed “general assumption that there is little difference between the
hexameter line of Homer and the hexameter segment of the archaic elegiac coup-
let” (63) it is argued, on the basis of statistical explorations carried out delib-
erately (and, one might add, ill-advisedly) regardless of rhythmical considera-
tions, that the “epic hexameter and the elegiac hexameter are not mutually re-
placeable. Each embodies tendencies and habits not found in the other.” (69)

) Of course, much valuable work has already been done, especially in the
case of the early elegists and with a focus on questions of ‘rhythmical stylistics’
(concerning the relation between linguistic phrase and rhythmical phrase) in par-
ticular: see especially A.W.H.Adkins, Poetic Craft in the Early Greek Elegists,
Chicago/London 1985; also M. L. West, Studies in Greek Elegy and Iambus, Ber-
lin/New York 1974, 112-6; id., Greek Metre, Oxford 1982, 44-6; 157-9; Green-
| berg o.c. (note 1). On special subjects: H.Patzer, ,Zum Sprachstil des neote-
| rischen Hexameters“, MH XII (1955) 77-95 (on phenomena such as “Attribut-
| sperrung” and syntactical rhyme in the pentameter especially); P.Giannini, “Es-
’ pressioni formulari nell’ elegia arcaica”, QUCC XVI (1973) 7-78.
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I

1. The elegiac distich can be described as a short couplet or
strophe consisting of a dactylic hexameter and a ‘dactylic penta-
meter’, which is not in fact built xara uérpov but rather to be con-
ceived as a repetition of the sequence —wuw—uu~, i.e. of the metric
colon that constitutes the dactylic hexameter up to the caesura pen-
themimeres:

U, U, U, U, =, =

—_— -, == =]

The pentameter relates to the hexameter as a clausular verse.?) Three
factors contributing to this function may be discerned:

(a) the rhythm produced by the iuxtaposition of the two con-
stituent parts of the pentameter (in Dale’s notation, dd'dd) thwarts
the expectation of a continuation of the rhythmical movement by
means of extension (dd...) raised by the preceding hexameter;

(b) the invariable occurrence of caesura between two adjacent
marked verse elements (—vu—vu—l—uu—uu—I)%) lends emphasis

%) Accordingly, the distich in which hexameter and pentameter appear in re-
versed order such as it is employed by the fifth century poet Dionysius Chalcus
should be regarded as a rhythmical monstrosity. (For a valuation of this rhyth-
mical experiment see K. F.Smith, “Some Irregular Forms of the Elegiac Distich”,
AJPh XXII (1901) 183-4.)

4) As has been noted before, the invariable occurrence of the caesura in this
significant verse position is as it were counterbalanced by its not being realized
in an especially distinct manner either phonetically or syntactically: (1) in most
of the authors studied, elision occurs more frequently at the pentameter caesura
than it does in either of the caesura positions in the elegiac hexameter (which
may at least partly be connected with the relative frequency of enjambement of
the hexameter, in which case an elided phrase-initial word (group) is likely to be
involved, e.g. ..., 86Awov &’|, ... poovov 8’| (Theogn. 122, 130)); and while (2),
within the present sample, the percentage of verses with a sub-optimal realiza-
tion of the caesura (see ad Table III below) does not appear to be particularly
low, (3) a coincidence of this rhythmically significant boundary with a syntactic-
ally significant boundary seems to be avoided: from Adkins’ quantifications it
may be inferred that punctuation occurs somewhat less frequently at the penta-
meter caesura of archaic elegy than at either pos. 2b or pos. 3 of the pentameter
(which in most cases are likely to involve enjambement of the hexameter), and
that punctuation in this position is less frequent also than at the caesura posi-
tions of both stichic and elegiac hexameter -the penthemimeral caesura of the
elegiac hexameter excepted. (Adkins o.c. (note 2) 12-3.)

On this subject see also M.Treu, “Von Pentameterdihiresen”, QUCC VI
(1968) 106-13.




Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm 147

to this iuxtaposition by frustrating the expectation of a variation of
the rhythmical movement as well: in contrast to the situation in the
hexameter, where the sequence —wu—uu— is followed by a rising
second colon (lvw—wu—ww——I|l), in the pentameter the second
colon has a falling movement like the first;

(c) the blunt close of the pentameter gives rise to the perception
of a shortening as compared to the hexameter - one of the most ef-
fective of clausular devices.

It may be noted in addition that as a consequence of the particular
position of the caesura the pentameter lacks the features characteris-.
tic of an organic rhythmical whole, for the caesura (1) occurs in the
very middle of the verse, that is (2) exactly between the two constitu-
ent metrical groups, so that (3) there is no variation of the rhythmical
movement: both cola begin with a falling movement and have a
blunt close. These three, naturally linked, characteristics of the caes-
ura constitute a situation conspicuously avoided in stichic verse,*) so
that their concurrence seems to be essentially connected with the
pentameter’s being part of a distichic couplet.

2. Whereas in the elegiac hexameter a realization of the double-
short element by a long syllable (“contraction”) may occur in all five
relevant metra, in the pentameter only the first two double-short ele-
ments may be realized in this manner:

I T I AT A == |

—_ I = = =L

Apart from a general tendency towards rhythmical purity near the
end of a rhythmical whole, the absence of contraction in the two last
double-short elements of the pentameter should probably be ac-
counted for by the fact that the peculiar nature of the rhythm of the
pentameter, based upon the characteristics of the second colon as
described in (a)-(c) above, is thus displayed most clearly: a long real-
ization of the third double-short element would obscure both the

%) More precisely: if the caesura position does coincide with the boundary of
a metron, the verse tends to be catalectic (as in the case of the trochaic tetra-
meter), so that in this case also the caesura does not occur in the exact middle of
the verse, and there is variation of the rhythm at the end of the cola anyway. (See
the author’s Rhythm and Metre. Towards a Systematic Description of Greek Stichic
Verse., thesis Leiden, Assen 1986 (henceforth R & M), 336-7; 348-9.)

The occasional phenomenon of ‘caesura media’ in the iambic trimeter is pro-
moted to the status of a regular caesura only in comedy, where the rhythmical
order aimed at is on the whole of a somewhat different nature: see REM
193-201.




148 Marlein van Raalte

iuxtaposition and the falling movement; if the fourth double-short
element were realized by a long syllable, this would detract from the
clarity of the blunt close.

It should be noted however that-given that in the pentameter 2 out of 4
double-short verse-positions may be realized by a long syllable against 5 out of 5
in the hexameter®) - the ratio of dactyls versus spondees?) is not proportionally
higher (as a matter of fact, in many samples the ratio in the pentameter is actu-
ally even lower than that in the hexameter: compare Table 1A, third column with
Table 1B, fourth column).

Furthermore it may be observed that the frequency of spondees in the hexa-
meters of a particular sample of elegiac verse does not bear a constant or pre-
dictable relation to the frequency of spondees used in the pentameters of the
sample concerned.

E.g., while Tyrtaeus’ verse shows a high average of spondaic realizations in
his hexameters but not in his pentameters, in Xenophanes the reverse applies. On
the other hand, a low occurrence of spondees is found in both the hexameters
and the pentameters of Archilochus, whereas in Leonidas a high average of spon-
dees occurs in both types of verse.

In the Hellenistic poets the proportion of long realizations of the second
double-short verse element of the pentameter shows a marked increase (in Calli-
machus a spondaic realization of the second metron of both hexameter and pen-
tameter is remarkably frequent, in all three of the samples studied) - although in
Callinus’ pentameters there is a high percentage as well.%)

Insofar as this can be inferred from a very limited sample of distichs studied
for the occasion (100 from Theogn., 100 from Solon, 100 from Antipater), there
are no obvious preferences for a hexameter with a particular realization of the
first two metra to be followed by one realization of the pentameter rather than
by another: thus

%) Not counting the verse-final element which is basically a double-short ele- -
ment (R &M 29) but is never realized by two short syllables.
7) Although in the pentameter the terms ‘dactyl’ and ‘spondee’ do not apply in
the strict sense since the verse is not built xara uérpov, this terminology will be
adopted here for brevity’s sake.
%) This in contrast to his hexameters, in which the percentage of spondees in
the second metron is comparatively low. (It is true that the sample is very small.)
It may be noted that, in Callinus’ verse, two consecutive distichs begin with
five long syllables, both in hexameter and pentameter:

Aag ydo olunavn nédog xparepbppovog dvsedg
Max oviog, {dav 8 diog uidéav-
Boneg ydg uiv nigyov év dpdauoiow dpdorv
2ode yap norddv &fia podvog édv.  (Callin. 1.18-21).

This phenomenon also occurs in Tyrt. 12.39-42; Theogn. 453-6, 641-4, 935-8;
Leonidas 5.1-4, 75.3-6, 77.3-6.
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—v (== =) == ||

———uu——uwv—uu—|ll  does not seem to be notably more frequent than
——uv (== =) =l

———uv——uu—uu—m, nor does

——uu (== =) ==l

—wu=————uu—uu~—|ll appear to be notably more frequent than

—_—v (== =) ——||

—U\J————UU‘-VU—"L

3. In accordance with the nature of the elegiac distich as a couplet
or strophe, the interplay between syntactical and rhythmical com-
pleteness allows of greater variation than can be realized in stichic
verse.

Enjambement of the hexameter produces an integration of the
two verses that constitute the couplet. As in stichic hexameters,’) the
stronger types of enjambement involve punctuation at the bucolic di-
haeresis comparatively often —a phenomenon which seems to be re-
markably frequent in the epigrams of Alcaeus:

e.g. Alcaeus III
olvog xai Kévravpov, Enixpares, ovyi o¢ podvov
dAsoev, 116’ épativ KaAliov luxinv.

Svrag olvoydpwv 6 povéuparog, @ o tdyiora
v avtjv néuyais €& Aidew npbroov.

XV

otwyvog én’ Apxtolpe vavtais nAdog, éx 8¢ Pogeing
Aailanog Aonacip mxpov Erevée uépov

ob oteiyeic napa rouPov, d6oinoge’ odua 5¢ névrog
Epuy’ Alyaip gavouevov meAdyet.

mdéwv Saxpvtog dnag uopog, év 8¢ daidooy
mielora noAvxdavrov xfdea vavtiding.

Enjambement of the strophe is rhythmically more significant;°) it
has the effect of an integration of the distichs into the more compre-

") R&M 69-70.

19) Accordingly, it might also be expected to occur less frequently. This sup-
position seems to be confirmed for pre-Hellenistic elegy at least by Adkins’ fig-
ures concerning the incidence of punctuation in both verses that constitute the
distich and in stichic hexameters (o.c. [note 2] 12): a relatively high percentage
of punctuation occurs in poss.2 and 3 of the pentameter (8.22% and 7.52% re-
spectively), comparable with the situation in stichic hexameters (7.57% and 6.39%
respectively); in elegiac hexameters, however, these percentages turn out to be
much lower: 3.74% and 3.64% respectively. Adkins’ figures for enjambement of
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hensive unity of the poem. Maximum integration is produced in the
case of enjambement of both hexameter and pentameter:

e.g. Archil. 13.3ff.
toiovg yap xata xdua noAvploiofoio Jaldoons
ExAvoev, oldaibovg &’ dug’ 660y Exouev
nveduovag. dila deol yap avyxéoroiotl xaxoiow
& QiA’ émi xparepnv tAnuootvyv Edcoav
pdpuaxov. dAlote dAdog Exel TOSe" VOV uev ég Nuéag
érpdneld, aiparoev &’ EAxog avaotévouey,
Antipater III
d ndpog aiuaréev noAéuov uélog év dail odAmyé
xai yAvxvv elpdvag éxmpoyéovoa viuov
Ayxeyau, Qegévixe, teov Tpitwvidt xovpg
Sdpov, épiPplywv navoautva xeAGSOV.

As a description of the properties and possibilities peculiar to dis-
tichic composition the above may suffice. Taking this as a starting-
point for our observation of the data presented in Tables I-VII be-
low (see p.162-178), an attempt will be made to formulate some
tentative conclusions.

IL.

With regard to the question of the supposed interchangeability of
elegiac and stichic hexameter we shall argue that, although observa-
tion of the present sample of Greek elegiac hexameters does not
seem to yield a single specifically ‘elegiac’ property shared by all au-
thors or samples studied, it does reveal certain rhythmical tendencies
that seem to be connected with the hexameter’s forming part of a
distich.

The most obvious, as well as the most widely spread, characteris-
tics to be discerned in elegiac, as opposed to stichic, hexameters are,
arguably, the following.

1. With regard to the distribution of dactyls and spondees over
the different metra it may be observed that

the pentameter in the archaic elegists are: Tyrt. 8.1%, Archil. 25%, Callin. 27.3%,
Mimn. 22.5%, Solon 8.18%, Theogn. 5.5%, Xenoph. 11.8% (o0.¢. 210 n.11).

ﬁ Compare West, o.c. (note 2) 1974, 116: “High frequency [sc. of strong en-

jambement] may be regarded as a mark of virtuosity”.

| R R BT
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(1) elegiac hexameters show a remarkable scarcity of spondees in
the fifth metron (i.e., a particularly low incidence of ‘spondaic’
verses).

In archaic elegy the phenomenon is absent altogether —the 7Theognidea ex-
cepted, where 0.74% of the spondees occur in the fifth metron;!!) compare the
situation in stichic hexameters:'?) Homer 3.82%, Hesiod 5.18%, Homeric Hymns
5.93%.

But in the 5th century poets and in the Hellenistic elegists also spondaic real-
izations of the fifth metron of the hexameter are either lacking (Critias, Dion.
Ch.; Callim. epigr., Callim. Loutra, Antipater), or in any case far less frequent
than in stichic hexameters: e.g. Callim. Aitia 3.2%, contrast 6.27% in his stichic
hexameters; Theocritus 2%, contrast 5.61% in his epic (but 0.92% in his bucolic)
poems — although in the case of his epigrams the sample is, of course, very small.

The only real exception are the 14 elegiac hexameters of Ion, in which two of
the 21 spondees occur in the fifth metron (= 9.52%).1%)

Apparently, then, the heavy close of a spondaic hexameter, whose
occasional incidence is a feature of well-shaped stichic hexameter
poetry, is avoided in elegiacs, probably because the sequence of four
long syllables puts too great a strain upon the balanced contrast be-
tween the pendant second colon of the hexameter and the blunt sec-
ond colon of the pentameter.

A second (related) phenomenon to be observed in elegiac hexa-
meters is
(2) a certain tendency to concentrate the spondees in the first two

metra especially.!*)

1) The occurrences are: 227 avipdnowowll, 271 avipdnoill, 613 Asoyd-
Sovregll, 693 appaivovragll, 715 Aprnvidvll, 875 uwutoarroll, 995 dpoiodvrowv|l.
Here again, therefore, the great majority of occurrences consist of tetrasyllabic
words: compare R EM 39.

12) For the source of these data, see page 161 below.

%) Ion 26.9 avipdnowowvll, 27.5 Adxuijvy tell. Compare the highest percent-
age found in stichic hexameters: Aratus 10.83%.

14) I suspect that the tendency towards a concentration of the spondees in the
first two metra of the elegiac hexameter accounts for the alleged “habit or tend-
ency toward metrical alternation” developed by the elegists according to Green-
berg, o.c. (note 1) 65. He intimates that “there is a clearcut tendency in the hexa-
meters of the Theognidean corpus to avoid the metrical repetition in DDxxx,
and, by the same token [?], in SSxxx (i.e., successive spondees) and a comple-
mentary tendency toward the metrical alternation in DSxxx and SDxxx.” which,
he admits, “strange fact” emerges “from the use of a four-celled tableau for cross-
tabulation” (64).

The “similarly clear, if weaker, tendency toward metrical alternation in Foot 3
and Foot 4 in Theognis and Solon (7o cases of xxSSx [sc. in Solon])” (65) may
be more plausibly accounted for by a scarcity of spondees in the second colon
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Here again, the intended effect seems to be to keep the rhythmical
contrast between the second colon of both types of verse as clear as
possible.

The percentage of spondees occurring in the first two metra (see Table II A. 1,
p.163 below) is very high in Mimnermus (78.57%), Solon (83.2%), Dion.Ch.
(75%), Callim. epigr. (84.48%), Aitia (82.4%) and Alcaeus (75%) in particular;
compare the percentages for Homer (61.39%), Hesiod (60.57%), for Callima-
chus’ stichic hexameters (68.27%), Theocritus’ epica (65.79%).

The tendency does not apply in (the 10 hexameters of) Callinus, where an ex-
ceptionally high percentage —even as compared to stichic hexameters —of the
spondees occurs in the fourth metron, in Xenophanes, in Critias (whose hexa-
meters show a remarkably even distribution of the (many) spondees in his verse),
and in Ion.

2. Concerning the relative frequency of penthemimeral and tro-
chaic caesurae no general difference between elegiac and stichic hexa-
meters can be indicated. In elegiac hexameters, too, in practically all
of the authors studied the trochaic caesura is more frequent than the
caesura penthemimeres: so

—wu—uu=|=vu—uu=lll is more frequent than

So here again the higher degree of rhythmical integration pro-
duced by the trochaic caesura'®) appears to be the preferred mode of
internally structuring the hexameter. In view of the circumstance
that the pentameter that follows consists of two cola of the same
shape as the first colon of the hexameter in case of a caesura pent-
hemimeres,**) it is not surprising that

(3) in some of the elegists studied the proportion of trochaic caes-
urae is even higher than it is in (contemporary) stichic hexa-
meters.

(which indeed applies in Solon’s hexameters even more strongly than in any
other archaic elegist).

1) REM 74-5.

16) According to Adkins (o.c. [note 2] 12-3), in the hexameters of archaic
elegy punctuation is markedly less frequent at the penthemimeral than at the tro-
chaic caesura, this in contrast to the situation in stichic hexameters (Homer),
where punctuation even occurs somewhat more frequently at the penthemimeral
caesura than it does in the case of a trochaic caesura. I agree with his suggestion
that these data might be accounted for by an avoidance on the part of the ele-
gists to emphasize the hemiepes rhythm in the hexameter as well as in the pen-
tameter, where it is compulsory.
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This is the case in Archil. (86.67%) and Callin. (80%) especially, and to a lesser
degree also in Mimn. (70.27%) and Tyrt. (67.61%): compare the situation in sti-
chic hexameters, where for the pre-Hellenistic period the percentage of 67.9% of
trochaic caesurae in Empedocles is remarkably high: contrast Homer 56.8%,
Hes. Th. 57.6%, Hom. Hymns 56.62%.

In Hellenistic elegy a high percentage of trochaic caesurae is found in Callim.
Aitia especially (86.71%), and also in his epigrams (78.03%): compare the situa-
tion in stichic hexameters, where (not counting the exceptionally high percentage
(81.1%) in Nonnos (5th century A.D.)) the highest percentage is found in Theo-
critus’ epic poems and in the hymns of Callimachus: 71.5% and 71.8% respect-
ively.

However, the fact that this preference for a trochaic caesura, easy
to understand from a rhythmical point of view, is not more general
than it happens to be, seems to indicate that, in some authors (The-
ognis, Solon?) or in some contexts at least, an elegiac distich with a
penthemimeral caesura in the hexameter was opted for in virtue of
some quality peculiar to it—such as, presumably, its aptness to ac-
commodate a balanced contrast (or ‘pointedness’) of expression.!)

It may be relevant to note that, in practically all the samples studied both of
elegiac and of stichic hexameters, elision is more frequent at the penthemimeral
than at the trochaic caesura.'®) Although in poetry with a high degree of formu-
larity the adaptability of formulae may be relevant, a rhythmical explanation of

7) For the comparative frequency of penthemimeral caesura in particular
contexts of stichic hexameters, see H. N. Porter, “The Early Greek Hexameter”,
YCS XII (1951) 30 (on the second part of Hesiod’s Erga); also REM 75-6.

In any case, it should be noted that the data for the relative frequency of tro-
chaic and penthemimeral caesurae do not bear out Nagy’s supposition to the ef-
fect that “the actual coexistence of epic hexameter with elegiac pentameter in the
framework of an elegiac couplet favors the incursion of formulas with the shape
of a Hemiepes at the start of hexameter verse. To put it another way, the fre-
quency of penthemimeral caesura in hexameter may be due partially to the influ-
ence of the obligatory caesura in pentameter.”, G. Nagy, Comparative Studies in
Greek and Indic Meter, Cambridge, Mass. 1974, 100-1.

%) For the proportion of non-elided vs. elided words in the caesura positions
of the elegiac hexameter, see Table VII A below. With the exception of both oc-
currences in Critias, one occurrence in Leonidas, and two in Meleager, the in-
stances of elision involve a monosyllabic word (or a, mostly ‘phrase-initial’,
word-group: 6 §; o0V §; and the like: compare the frequency of elision at pos. 1).

In our sample of stichic hexameters the proportion of non-elided vs. elided
word-end at the caesura position is:

Hom. Il penth.20.56 troch.33.79; Hes. Erg. penth.15.35, troch.28.85;
Theocr. buc. penth.34.86, troch.72.25; Theocr. epic. penth. 34, troch. 187; Cal-
lim. penth.79, troch. 103.33.

On the comparative frequency of elision at the caesura of the pentameter, see
note 4 above.
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this phenomenon might be found in the different mode of integration which is
produced by both caesurae: possibly, phonetic distinctness is most welcome
where there is a maximum degree of rhythmical integration of the two cola (i.e.
in the case of a trochaic caesura), whereas in the case of the less integrated
rhythm produced by a penthemimeral caesura, the phonetic continuity achieved
by elision may be more pleasing.

For the effect referred to, one may compare a succession of three
distichs with a penthemimeral caesura, where the simplicity of the
rhythm seems to support a particular expressive positioning of
words, with the more complex movement in three successive elegiacs
with a trochaic caesura:

Theogn. 133-8

ovdeic Kopv' dmg | xai xépdeog aitiog avtig,
dAda deol Tovtwv | Sdropes dupotépwv’
0U6€ Tig avipdnwv | épydaletal év poeoiv eldag
éc téhog elt’ ayaldov | yiverau eite xaxov.
noAAdxt yap Soxéwv | Foev xaxov éodiov Ednxev,
xai te Soxdv Foev | éo0Aov Ednxe xaxov.

Theogn.467-72 (Euenus? West)

undéva tdvs’ aéxovra | pévewv xatépvxe nap’ Huiv,
unde Gopale xéiev’| ovx édéAovr’ iévau

uné’ ebdovr’ ényeipe | Zyawvion, Svav' Ev fudv
dwpnydévt’ olve | paidaxos Unvog EAp,

Undé tov aypvnvéovra | xéAev’ déxovra xadevderv'
n@v yap avayxaiov | ypfju’ avinpov Epu.

A similar explanation cannot be adduced for the situation in the
fifth century poets Critias and Ion (the only authors in the sample
studied a majority of whose hexameters actually show a penthemi-
meral caesura);'®) in these authors a somewhat divergent conception
of elegiac rhythm in general seems to apply, for which see sub III be-
low.

3. The fact that the hexameter in an elegiac distich is followed by
a pentameter, and is thus part of a larger rhythmical whole, does not
detract from its being rhythmically complete in itself; this appears

19) So the common opinion to the effect that between the seventh and the end
of the fifth century the proportion of penthemimeral caesurae shows a marked
increase (J.M.Edmonds, Greek Elegy and lambus, Cambridge 1931, 11; West,
o.c. (note 2) 1974, 112) seems to be justified only when the (nine) hexameters of
Dionysius Chalcus are excepted and, more importantly, on the understanding
that this tendency does not continue into the Hellenistic period.




Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm 155

not only from the prosodic indices of verse-end such as hiatus and

brevis in longo, but also from the fact that, in many of the elegists,

word-end at pos.8, which produces a clausular return to falling

movement (—uu—uu—lulu—Jui—uu——II: ‘bucolic dihaeresis’) oc-

curs as often as in stichic hexameters. In fact,

(4) in some of the elegists bucolic dihaeresis is notably more fre-
quent than it is in stichic hexameters.

Again, this is especially true for Archilochus (66.67%, compare for instance
61.7% in the lliad, 58.9% in Hesiod) and for Callimachus (epigr. 88.64%, Aitia
74.13%, Loutra 72.46%) and Alcaeus (77.61%).%°)

A low incidence of word-end at pos.8 is found in e.g. Mimnermus (40.54%)
and in Xenophanes (only 29.03%); for Critias and Ion, see below.

A more general difference between elegiac and stichic hexameters
concerns the restriction, not peculiar to this verse position but
usually considered as a characteristic property of bucolic dihaer-
esis,?!) with regard to the preceding verse element:

(5) with only an occasional exception, the restriction that word-end
at pos. 8 should preferably occur after a pure, double-short real-
ization of the preceding metron applies more strongly in elegiac
than in stichic hexameters.

In most authors of both archaic and Hellenistic elegy not a single instance of
bucolic dihaeresis following a long syllable is found; in Tyrt., Theogn., Leonidas
and Meleager the percentage is also quite small.?) Xenophanes (and the fifth
century poets) constitute the only real exception; in Theocritus’ epigrams the
situation is similar to that in his epic hexameters.

So the avoidance in pos. 8 of the verse-final associations attached
to word-end following a metron realized by two (long) syllables in-
creases when the hexameter is part of a distich, apparently because it
would thwart the perception of the comparative length of the second
colon of the hexameter, and thus detract from the effect of shorten-
ing characteristic of the (second colon of the) pentameter.

20) Compare the highest percentage in stichic hexameters: 76.2% in Theocri-
tus (R &EM 86); the data derived from the present sample (Theocr. buc.79.3%,
epic. 47.49%, epigr. 60.87%) show that the epitheton ‘bucolic’ is not, after all,
without justification (contra R &M 415, n.97).

uy REM 84,

22) Compare the situation in our sample of stichic hexameters: word-end after
a long syllable in pos.8: Hom. ZI. 8.03%, involving 29.69% of the spondees in the
fourth metron; Hes. Erg. 4.83%, involving 16.26% of the spondees. For Theocr.
buc., Theocr. epic., and Callim. the corresponding figures for word-end after a
long syllable in pos. 8 are: 5.55%, 3.09%, and 0.63% respectively, involving 4.35%,
11.43% and 3.85% of the spondees in the fourth metron respectively.
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4. In both stichic and distichic hexameters, word-end at pos. 4 is
comparatively infrequent; of the three possibilities for word-end in
this position (81u, JUI, £1) the last one is realized less frequently
than the others in practically all the samples studied (see Table V be-
low). This phenomenon seems to be accounted for by the formal
identity of the sequence —wu—+| with the end of the hexameter fol-
lowing the bucolic dihaeresis.?*) Now

(6) in archaic elegy the restriction on the incidence of word-end
after a spondaic realization of the second metron seems to apply
somewhat less strongly.

In Archil. the tendency seems to be absent altogether (although, admittedly,
one might judge the sample to be too small to be informative about such a de-
tail), since of the two occurrences of word-end at pos. 4, one is after a long syl-
lable — which means that 25% of the spondees in this metron, against only 9.09%
of the dactyls, are followed by word-end. In Tyrt., Mimn. and Solon also 12% or
more of the spondees in the second metron are followed by word-end.

In Theogn. (and Xenoph.), however, the situation is rather similar to that in
the stichic hexameters of Hesiod’s Erga.?*)

So, if it is significant at all, the comparative laxity of archaic elegy
with respect to this tendency might indicate that, in the earliest
period of elegiac verse writing, the sequence —wu4- | was felt to be
less objectionable where there is no pendant verse-end immediately
preceding.

1) See R.S.P.Beekes, “On the Structure of the Greek Hexameter. O’Neill In-
terpreted.”, Glotta L (1972) 5; R &M 96. It may be noted that word-end between
the two shorts in pos. 4, which creates a sequence identical with the clausula of
the hexameter with brevis in longo (—ww—8), occurs, in the majority of both
the elegiac and the stichic samples, more frequently than either word-end after a
long syllable in pos.4 or word-end after the two shorts of a dactylic realization,
and even, in several authors, more frequently than word-end at pos. 4 irrespective
of the realization of the second metron.

This situation seems to indicate that the pendant nature of the word-end in
this position is disfavoured less strongly when there is not at the same time met-
ron-dihaeresis, so that the rhythmical movement produced is still a rising one
(anticipating the movement of the second colon).

24y The data from our sample of stichic hexameters are: incidence of word-
end after a long syllable in pos. 4 in Hom. /. 2.12%, involving 5.67% of the spon-
dees in the second metron; Hes. Erg. 4.35% after a long syllable, i.e. after 8.85%
of the spondees; the corresponding figures for Theocr. buc., epic., and Callima-
chus’ stichic hexameters are: word-end after a long syllable in pos.4 in 1.65%,
1.93% and 1.05% of the verses respectively, involving 3.03%, 4.76% and 2.23% of
the spondees in the second metron respectively.




Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm 157

The occurrence of the corresponding phenomenon in the penta-
meter unfortunately cannot be adduced as a test for this explanation,
since in the pentameter word-end at pos.4b, leaving a monosyllabic
word at the end of the first colon, is rare anyway.

The only instances of word-end at pos.4 in Tyrt. and in Callim. epigr. involve
a long realization of the preceding double-short element; the only occurrence in
Xenoph., two out of three instances in Meleager, and one out of two instances in
Leonidas, are preceded by a short syllable. It may be relevant, however, that 7

out of 8 occurrences of word-end at pos. 4 of the pentameter in Theogn. involve
a double-short realization of the preceding element.?)

However, in the case of at least some of the samples studied, there
seems to be a positive avoidance of word-end at pos. 4 a of the penta-
meter.

In Archil., Callin., Dion. Ch., and Callim. Loutra word-end at this verse posi-
tion is absent altogether; a very low incidence is found in Callim. epigr., Aitia,
Leonidas, Alcaeus and Antipater: 1.51%, 0.7%, 1.2%. 1.49%, and 2.62% (involving
5.71%, 1.69%, 4.62%, 5% and 6% of the double-short realizations in pos.4 re-
spectively). A comparatively low incidence of word-end between the two shorts
in pos.4 is found in Mimn. and Theogn.; the 8.11% and 9.16% of word-end at
pos.4a in their pentameters involve 12.5% and 19.87% of the double-short reali-
zations respectively (compare the situation in their hexameters: word-end at 4a
10.81% and 12.65%, involving 18.18% and 24.64% of the dactylic realizations re-
spectively).

It seems to be justified, then, to surmise that the correspondence
with the clausula of the hexameter contributes to the tendency to
avoid word-end at pos. 4 a of the pentameter (where, of course, there
is a hexameter, and thus a pendant verse-end, immediately preced-

ing).
I1L

The varying degrees in which these tendencies apply in the differ-
ent authors studied seem to reflect, in most cases, different degrees
of rhythmical sensitivity. Thus viewed, Archilochus and Callimachus
(in his epigrams and Aitia especially) show a particular awareness of
the rhythmical balance between the two verses that constitute the
elegiac distich, while Xenophanes?) and, more remarkably, though

%) That is, 87.5%, involving 2.21% of the double-short, against 0.27% of the
long realizations of the preceding element.

%) In the case of Xenophanes, who is deservedly notorious for the awkward-
ness of his versification (see e.g. Adkins o.c¢. (note 2), General Index s.v. Xeno-
phanes, clumsiness in), this rhythmical negligence also appears from a high incid-
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to a lesser degree, Theocritus seem to be particularly careless in this
respect.

The significant differences between the three samples of Callimachus’ verse to
be observed in the Tables below, which do not converge to an obviously consist-
ent picture, require more detailed investigation in the domain of rhythmical styl-
istics especially.

The versification of Theocritus, whose epigrams also show for instance a no-
ticeable scarcity of elision, demands further investigation as well, which should
take into account the marked differences between his epic and his bucolic hexa-
meters.

In the case of the fifth century poets Critias and Ion, however, the
absence of the tendencies described above seems to reveal not so
much a rhythmical negligence but rather a different and simpler con-
ception of the rhythm of elegiac verse.?”’) In their hexameters, the
comparative infrequency of bucolic dihaeresis indicated above coin-
cides with a high incidence of word-end at pos.7, and in the case of
Critias also with a comparatively high incidence at pos.9. Instead of
the clausular return to falling movement, then, these authors seem to
prefer a repetition of the double-short rising movement?®) produced
by the penthemimeral caesura-which we saw they likewise favour
very markedly. The comparative frequency of word-end at pos. 8 of
the pentameter, which creates a rising double-short movement at the
end of the pentameter as well, produces an effect of ‘staccato’ at the
end of the distich:

—uu—uu—|uu—|uu-—luu——|l
—_w = = = =huw =L
The notable infrequency of word-end at pos.3 in both the hexa-

meters and the pentameters of Critias and Ion seems to indicate that
for them double-short rising movement is indeed specifically charac-
teristic of the second colon; in virtue of this kinship between the fi-
nal cola of both types of verse, the effect of three identical cola pro-
duced by the frequency of penthemimeral caesura in their verse is
likely to be diminished.

ence of both hexameters and pentameters without a proper caesura (Table III
below).

7y Even though the samples are only very small, the congruence between the
data in both authors seems to be significant. In Dion. Ch. there is also a compar-
atively high incidence of word-end at pos. 8 of the pentameter, but his (few) dis-
tichs do not conform to this picture otherwise (compare note 19 above).

) Which, in the case of a spondaic realization of the metron concerned, may
azply only at the metric level without losing either its double-short or its rising
effect.
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The effect may be illustrated by
Critias 6.3-4

und’ anodwpeiodai | npondoeis | dvouaoti Ayovra,
uné’ émi Sebirepav | yeipa xUxAe | hudoov
Ion 27.1-2

xapéte Nuétrepog | Paciieds | owtip te natijp e
fuiv ¢ xpntip’| oivoydor | Fépanes.

Finally, with regard to the pentameter the following may be noted. ‘
In accordance with its nature as a clausular verse, rhythmically de-
pendent upon the preceding hexameter, the pentameter does not
have a clausular movement of its own.

In some of the authors studied, there is a preference for the incid-
ence of word-end at pos.7 of the pentameter, which reinforces the
falling rhythm of both the first and the second colon, and seems to
emphasize the absence of variation of the rhythmical movement
characteristic of the pentameter as well as the bluntness of its close
(...]=wu—=Il in contrast to the pendant bucolic clausula of the hexa-
meter: ...| —uw——Il). Word-end in this position is especially frequent
in Mimnermus and Solon, and, to a lesser degree, in Callinus and in
Callimachus’ epigrams. In both Mimnermus and Solon, there is a
relatively high percentage of word-end at pos. 3 of the pentameter as
well — which, when concurrent with word-end at 7, produces an an-
tithetic structure of the pentameter (—vu—juu—|l—wui—uu—l): e.g.

Mimn. 1.7-8
aiei v ppévag dupl xaxai teipovor pfpyval,
ov8’ avyadg ; npooopdv | tépnetai | fjeAiov,
2.13-4

dAdog 8’ al naidwv émbeveray, dv te pdriora
jucipav | xara yiic | Soxerau | elg Aidnv:
Solon 4.17-20

1007’ 1j6n ndoy néie: Epyeran EAxog dpuxtov,
&g 68 xaxnv | rayéws | fjAvde | Sovioaivny,
i ordowv upuiov néAsuév & ebdovr’ éneyeipey,

O¢ noAAdv | éparijv | BAeoev | HAwinv,

‘ although Solon especially seems to have a predilection for the even
simpler structuring achieved by word-end at pos.2 and at pos.7 con-
currently (=uvi=vu=l—uui-vu~—Il): e.g.

.
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Solon 13.9-14

nAobrov &’ v uév ddot deol, napayiyverar avopl
Eunedog | éx vedrov | muduévog | é xopvpiiv:

Ov &’ &vdpeg tiudov Ve’ (Pprog, ob xara xbopov
Eoyeray, | dAA’ ddixows | Epyuaot | me1douevog

ovx é06Awv Eneran, tayéwg 8’ avauioyeral dyy
dpxfic 8’ 1 é¢ dAlyme | yiyverat | dore mupds, .

On this showing, the frequent incidence of word-end at pos.7a
seems to constitute a less simple and more integrated, and thus more
sophisticated structuring of the second colon of the pentameter
(—vu—vu—l=uiu—uu~-ll), which might account for its increasing
frequency in several of the Hellenistic poets (Callim. Aitia, Loutra,
Antipater and Meleager especially); word-end in this position is fre-
quent also in Theognis.

E.g. Theogn. 5-10
Doipe Gvas, Ste uév oe Jea téxe néTvia Antd,
poivixog gadiviig | xepoiv | épayauévn,
afavdrav xdAriorov, Eni TPoyoeldéL Aiuvy,
ndoa pév énifjodn | AfjAog | dnepeoin
Obufic auppooing, évélacoe 8¢ yaia meAdpn,
yiifnoev 8¢ paidc | novrog | dAdg moAir.

Callim. Loutra 1-4

Sooar Awtpoydot tdg Marlddog Ete ndoa,
Ere' rav Innwv | dpt | ppvacoousviv

1@v lepdv éodxovoa, xai & 9edg ebrvxog Epnev:
oobodé wy, & Eavial | cobode | leAaoyiddeg.

Iv.

To summarize, then, the elegiac distich is a complex rhythmical
structure, consisting as it does of a hexameter which in itself consti-
tutes an organic rhythmical whole (with variation of the rhythmical
movement at the caesura producing an integration of the constituent
metrical groups and with a clausular return to the movement of the
beginning) and a pentameter, which, while it is not, owing to the ab-
sence of rhythmical variation of its cola, in itself a rhythmical whole,
functions as a clausula by its interruption of the dactylic (i.e., ex-
tending double-short) movement and by its shortening as compared
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to the hexameter, and thus gives rise to the perception of distichic
composition.

In those elegists who show a certain sensitivity to these properties
of distichic versification in general, a tendency can be observed to
maximize the rhythmical difference between the two constituent
types of verse, by realizing the hexameter in the most characteristic-
ally ‘hexametrical’ way that is possible, that is, by a particularly high
proportion of trochaic caesurae and by keeping the second colon of
the hexameter maximally pure in all relevant respects. Many of the
poets, however, diverge from this picture: some of them apparently
by a certain rhythmical carelessness, others owing to a different con-
ception of elegiac rhythm.??)

Note on the Quantifications

The material covered by the quantifications presented below includes com-
plete distichs (i.e., those distichs regarded as complete by the editor concerned)
only.

The editions used are the following:

Archil,, Theogn.: M. L. West, lambi et elegi graeci, Vol.I, Oxford 1971. Tyrt,,
Callin., Mimn., Solon, Xenoph., Critias, Dion. Ch., Ion: id., Vol.II, Oxford 1972.

Theocr., Callim. epigr., Leonidas, Alcaeus, Antipater, Meleager: A.S.F.Gow &
D.L.Page, The Greek Anthology. Hellenistic Epigrams., Vol.1, Cambridge 1965.

Callim. Aitia: R. Pfeiffer, Callimachus., Vol.I, Oxford 1949.

Callim. Lowutra: id., Vol.II, Oxford 1953.

The quantifications of stichic hexameters referred to are, unless otherwise in-
dicated, those presented in R &M (see note 5), Chapter II. In some cases ref-
erence is made to a sample of stichic hexameters counted for the occasion; this
sample comprises:

Homer, lliad XI (edd., D.B. Munro & T.W. Allen, Oxford *1920): 847 verses;

Hesiod, Erga (ed. M. L. West, Oxford 1978): 828 verses;

Theocritus, bucolica (ed. A.S.F.Gow, Vol.I, Cambridge 1952, /d. 1-V): 546
verses;

Theocritus, epica (id., /d. XII and XXII): 259 verses;

Callimachus Hymn. 1-1II (ed. R.Pfeiffer, Vol.II, Oxford 1953): 474 verses.

For an account of the conception of ‘word-end’ used in this article, see R &M
162-5.

) 1 am grateful to Professor C.M.].Sicking and to Dr. J. M. van Ophuijsen
for helpful comments while preparing this paper.
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Table IV: Bucolic Dihaeresis in the Elegiac Hexameter

word-end Jul 5 % of spondees
at pos. 8 in 4th metron
Tyrt. 52.11% 97.3% 2.7% 5.55%
Archil. 66.67% 100% - -
Callin. 50% 100% - -
Mimn. 40.54% 100% - -
Solon 62.5% 100% - -
Theogn. 58.43% 96.02% 3.98% 10.13%
Xenoph. 29.03% 77.78% 22.22% 20%
Critias 30.34% 85.71% 14.29% 11.11%
Dion.Ch. 66.67% 83.33% 16.67% 100%
Ion 42.86% 83.33% 16.67% 25%
Theocr. 60.87% 96.43% 3.57% 12.5%
Callim. epigr. 88.64% 100% - -
Aitia 74.13% 100% - -
Loutra 72.46% 100% - -
Leonidas 63.45% 99.37% 0.63% 1.61%
Alcaeus 77.61% 100% - -
Antipater 65.5% 100%

Meleager

57.76%

99.12%
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Table V: Word-End at Pos.4 of the Elegiac Hexameter

word-end
at 4(b)

% of dactyls

in 2nd metron

<

% of spondees

in 2nd metron

Tyrt.
Archil.
Callin.
Mimn.
Solon
Theogn.
Xenoph.

Critias
Dion. Ch.

Ion

Theocr.
Callim. epigr.
Aitia
Loutra
Leonidas
Alcaeus
Antipater
Meleager

14.08%
13.33%
18.92%
13.46%
11.19%
16.13%

8.7%
11.11%

4.35%
6.06%
8.39%
5.8%

5.22%

2.98%
5.24%
9.67%

16.67%
9.09%

22.73%
14.81%
13.88%
21.05%

14.29%

6.9%
8.57%
10.84%
12.12%
7.37%
6.45%
8%
15%

12.2%
25%

13.33%

12%
8.36%
8.33%

22.22%

3.23%
5%

3.9%
1.92%
4.15%
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Table VII: The Incidence of Word-End: Total Numbers *.

A: Hexameter

Tyrt. Archil. Callin.
tot. tot. - tot. -
pos. 1 10 0 10 0 .i0 -0 g 0 8 - G 3
0 - - 0
pos.2a 1.3 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 6 6 0
3 0 - -
pos.2b 19151 ¢ $, 4% . 3 3 4 9 0 7 3
2.17 2 - 2.33
pos.3 . B e - 3% 2 SR PO 18 18 0
4.8 3 - &
pos.4a 9. 8¢ 1§ 1 1 0 g 9:8 4 4 0
8 - - -
pos.4b 10 10 O "t el g 0 q - P 0
pos. 5 23 23 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 5. 1 0
pos.6a 48 48 0 b S - S e 26 26 0
pos.6b 2190992 g ® 9 @l 9~ @ R 3
0 - - 0.33
pos.7 24 24 O > R 0 4 4 0 15 13 2
= ¥ - 6.5
pos.8a 1 1 -0 O & © g 0 § 1 00 1
- - - 0
pos.8b 3 13 10 10 10 O 3.9 .0 15 45 0
pos.9 il -7 4 1 k.9 R-R..4 6 6 0
2.33 - - -
pos. M i3 4 4 0 ks TE 14 14 0
10a 10.33 - - &
pos. %% 1155 2 - EF ' P - e SRR 15 15 0
10b 7.5 4 - -
pos. 11 01 00 0 s e sy Rl 1 1 0
pos. 12 71t 710 35 499 10 10 O 3 3 0
tot. 349 315 34 70 64 6 45 45 O 193 181 12
9.26 10.67 - 15.08
aver- (4.91) (4.67) (4.5) (5.22)
age'

* - = Without elision.
+= Elided word-boundary.
The numbers in italics indicate the ratio of non-elided vs. elided word-
boundaries.
! Average number of words per verse.
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(Table VII A, cont.)

Solon Theogn. Xenoph. Critias Dion. Ch.
tot. =T 1ot =% ] ot. - 4] tot. - 4+ | tot. S
1 7 0 7 50 9 41 0 0 0 1 v 3 0 0 0
0 0.22 - 0 -
2a 13 12! ¥y 815 0.1 3 & 4 4 0 1 1 0
12 6.53 - - -
2b 39 20 19| 237 176 61 13 $ 5 4 & 8 5 5 0
1.05 2.88 1.6 1 -
3 47 41 6| 334 286 48| 10 % 7l 7 7.0 4 4 0
6.83 5.96 9 - -
4a 15 15.:9 87 81 6 8 B 4 4 0 1 1 0
- 13.5 7 - -
4b 14 13 1 77 69 8 5 > IR 2 .1 1 1 0
13 8.62 - 1 -
5 44 43 1| 284 275 9 D 1 -2 iz 11 .2 4 4 0
43 30.56 6.5 5.5 -
6a 60 60 0] 402 398 4 Rk 0 8 6 2 5 > 0
- 99.5 - 3 -
6b 7 6:1 32 16 16 2 B - 9 0 0 0 1 1 0
6 1 - - -
7 45 43 2| 295 273 22 14 14 O 18 15 3 1 0 1
21.5 12.41 - 5 0
8a 0 ‘0 O ™ 8 vk L s s 0
3 6 = .
8b 65 65 0] 402 394 8 , A 7 6 1 6
- 49.25 - 6
9 15 1243 98 54 44 8 8§ 0 7 & 2 1
o 1.23 - 2.5
10a 42 34 8] 298 287 11 15 15 0 8 7 1 2
4.25 26.09 - 7
10b 31 29 2| 215 204 11 6 6 0 4 4 0 2
14.5 18.54 - -
11 o 0410 3 -39 SO N ¢ C © 0
12 104 104 O 688 688 O 1. 3.0 23230 9
tot. | 548 497 51 |36223317305| 153 144 9| 110 95 15| 43
9.74 10.87 16 6.33
(5.27) (5.26) (4.93) (4.78) (4.78)




(Table VII A, cont.)

Ion Theocr. Callim. epigr. | Callim. Aitia | Callim. Loutra
tot. + <jtot. 4+ =|tot. + = tot. + =~ tot -
1 0 0 0 1 1510 11 1 10 6 2 4 5 1 4
- - 0.1 0.5 0.25
2a - Bt i | 1111201 & B 1 327 M A4l
- - 25 6.75 2.5
2b 5 e 21 18 3 46 44 2 56 50 6 9 16 3
1.5 6 22 8.33 5.33
3 4 2 3 12 12 0 72 69 3 71 63 8 28 22 6
1 - 23 7.87 3.67
4a 1 1 0 113 10011 6 § 2 13 7 6 2 1 1
- 10 2 1.17 1
4b 0 0 0 2 2 0 8 5 2 12 ® 8 4 4 0
- < 3 3 -
5 949 9 224% 22#%0 ¥ ¥ 2 20 20 O 28 28 0
- - 13.5 - -
6a 5 5 ¢ 24 24 0] 103 103 O 124 122 2 40 40 0
- - - 61
6b 1 LB 2 . a0 4 N 5 % 13 6 3 3
- - 1 0.67 1
7 8 8§ 0 20 19 1 419 2 48 43 5 21 20 1
- 19 19.5 8.6 20
8a 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
< 0 = v -
8b 6 6 01 28 27 111117-117 O 106 100 ‘3] SO 30 0O
- 27 - 34.33 -
9 0 0 0 6 3 3 12 4 8 6 : i3 6 0 6
- 1 0.5 0.2 0
10a 8 8 0 % 17 1 46 44 2 66 58 8 33 % 1
- 17 22 7.25 32
10b 3 3 0 10 10 0 46 42 4 3 W2 23 0
- - 10.5 17.5
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 14 14 0| 46 46 0 132 132 0| 143 143 0| 69 69 O
tot. 69 65 4| 236 224 12| 701 661 40 | 744 685 59 | 355 324 31
16.25 18.67 16.52 11.61 10.45
av. | (4.93) (5.13) (5.31) (5.2) (5.14)




(Table VII A, cont.)

Leonidas Alcaeus Antipater Meleager
tot. + - tot. + - tot. + - tot. + -
1 11 0 11 4 1 3 12 3 9 28 8 20
0 033 0.33 0.4
2a 37 32 5 6 5 1 48 46 2 77 58 19
6.4 5 23 3.05
2b 9 72 18 o S 8 74 57 17 131 104 27
4 2,62 3.35 3.85
3 104 93 11 32 3 1 116 106 10 212 190 22
8.45 31 10.6 8.64
4a 15.' 85 0 2 2 0 10 8 2 47 43 4
= - 4 10.75
4b 15 1 0 2 2 0 125 12 0 38 33 5
- - - 6.6
5 111 106 5 24 24 0 795573 2 152 148 4
21.2 - 36.5 37
6a 141 137 4 45 44 1 153 153 0 250 242 8
34.25 44 - 30.25
6b 8 6 2 1 0 1 17 7 10 30 17 13
3 0 0.7 1.31
7 55 50 5 24 23 1 59 7 2 194 180 14
10 23 28.5 12.86
8a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 2
- - - 1
8b 158 158 0 32+ 52 0 150 150 0 227 220 7
- - - 31.43
9 23 14 9 3 1 2 > Y 62 38 24
1.56 0.5 1.54 1.58
10a 95 89 6 26 26 0 90 85 5 167 157 10
14.83 - 17 15.7
10b 72 71 1 27 26 1 78 77 1 120 117 3
71 26 77 39
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 7 7 0
12 249 249 0 67 67 0 229 229 0 393 393 0
tot. 11821105 77 344 325 19 11531082 71 2139 1957 182
14.35 17.1 15.24 10.75
(4.75) (5.03) (5.44)




Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm

Table VII: The Incidence of Word-End: Total Numbers.
B: Pentameter

Tyrt. Archil. Callin.
tot. + - tot. + Xl
pos. 1 6 1 5 0 0 0
0.2
pos.2a it 10 1 3
10
pos.2b 20 14 6 7
2.33
pos.3 312 8 4
3.12
pos.4a 2i0%¢ 0 0
pos.4b 1 .50 0
pos. 5 71 63 8 15
7.87
pos. 6 4:10.5 ¢ 0
0
pos.7a 19 18 1 4
18
pos.7b 29 28 1 4
28
pos. 8 20 16 4 4
4
pos.9a 2390 4 2 3
10
pos.9b 0;,0:0 0
pos 10 71 71 0 15
total 316 276 40 59
6.9
aver- | (4.45) (3.93)
age
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(Table VII B, cont.)

Solon Theogn. Xenoph. Critias Dion. Ch.
tot. wu# ~jtot.. +. .~ t0t. + =Jitot. + ~| tot + -
1 1 o 1 66 10 56 1 0 1 3 033 1 0 1
0 0.18 0 0 0
2a 21 18 3| 112 100 12 .4 3 42 :2% 1 1 0
6 8.33 4 - -
2b 34 27 7| 264 207 57 11 8 3 10 6 4 0 {0 5Q
3.86 3.63 2.67 1.5 -
3 58 49 9] 308 260 48 7 y- -3 5 4 1 5 gy
5.44 5.42 2.5 4 -
4a 10510 Dy 6 5§ 5 3 3 0 3 3 0 0 VN
- 11.6 - - -
4b e 0 Vv 8 . 1 1 1 0 @*“0 ‘0 0 |
» 7 - - -
5 102 95 7| 671 619 52 » ¥V 3 33 *31 *% 9 19
13.57 11.77 13.5 10.5 -
6 8 39 46 15 31 2 S 1 01 0. O™
0.6 0.48 1 0 -
7a 32 28 4| 248 231 17 ¥ 1 8392 0o 0. 0
7 13.59 7 1.5 -
7b 47 47 0| 231 219 12 n.n o & '3 "N 3 -9
- 18.25 - 5 -
8 23 19 4| 200 169 31 n N 3 T 9y
4.75 5.45 10 9 -
9a 27 1126 AF22Fr21y 2 .2 8 | S 3 y 9
26 109.5 - - -
9b 28 2.9 ¥ 80 0. 0 9 g “9 ¥ O e
10 104 104 0| 688 688 O 31 31 O 23 23 O SR Ll
tot. | 469 428 41 (31312807324 | 127 115 12 95 80 15| 35 34 1
10.44 8.66 9.58 5.33 34
av. | (4.51) (4.55) (4.1) (4.13) (3.89)




Greek Elegiac Verse Rhythm 177
(Table VII B, cont.)
Ion Theocr. Callim. epigr. | Callim. Aitia | Callim. Lowtra
tot, “# =] tot. "~ tot. + =jtot. + =] tOK # -
1 et S, 1 1 W3 03 6 48 b 3
- - 1 0.2 0
2a 1 ¥ -9 12 10 34 31 3 2 5 -3 14 11 3
- J 10.33 13 3.67
2b 6 6 0 14 13 58 54 4 45 42 3 29 28 1
- 13 13.5 14 28
3 ¢4 QF i) 0.9 52 48 4 25 24 1
- - 5 12 24
4a 1 1 0 R 2 2.0 1 0 1 g 9 79
8 - - 0 _
4b 0+ 0.8 8.0 1 0 1 0 0 0 g . =0
. 2 0 = *
5 Bl S 46 44 129 117 12| 140 130 10| 69 61 8
1.8 22 9.75 13 7.62
6 -0 .9 1 1 B SR 5 -3 10 , T
- - 0.75 4 0.67
7a $°°% 0 1512 4 4 21 68 31 BW 26 2
- 4 20.5 11.6 13
7b 2 2 0 13 13 ¥ 50 oD 2 22 0
% _ - 53 3
8 ¢ "6 0 1 11 2 N "2 15 15 0 12 10 2
o - 10 - 5
9a 2 - el 132042 32 32 0] 4 4 O M 48
»” 12 - - -
9b 0090 1 1 0 0.0 ¢ 00 B0 109
10 14 14 0| 46 46 132 132 0| 143 143 0] 69 69 O
tot. 55 50 5| 198 189 588 542 46 | 610 577 33| 295 269 26
10 21 11.78 17.48 10.35
av. | (3.93) (4.3) (4.45) (4.27) (4.27)
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(Table VII B, cont.)

Leonidas Alcaeus Antipater Meleager
tot. + - tot. <+ - tot.  + - tot. + -
1 9 4 5 0 0 0 8 4 4 15 $i 19
0.8 - 1 0.5
2a 45 40 5 %10 @ 43 39 4 97 78 19
8 6.5 9.75 4.1
2b 11 98 13 32 32 85 77 8 148 135 13
7.54 15 9.62 10.38
3 9% 83 13 24 23 1 88 87 1 193 178 15
6.38 23 87 11.87
4a 3 3 0 1 1 0 6 3 1 2: 3% 2
- - 5 15
4b 293 ¢ 0 O W 'P G O § 3 2 1
- i B 2
5 242 215 27 67 64 3 229 222 7 386 359 27
7.96 21.33 31.71 13.3
6 9% 17 14 2 1 1 10 5: & 0017 B
0.36 1 1 1.31
7a 972 29 20 16 4 83 80 3 142 136 6
15.6 4 26.67 22.67
7b 69 68 1 26 25 1 66 64 2 119 111 8
68 25 32 13.87
8 3" 12 1 20 19 1 53118311 © 116 114 2
72 19 - 57
9a 7 8 +:0 ¥ R 1 93515541 € 105 105 0
o 12 * -
9b 0o 0 0 P °P @ O 9 2 2 0
10 249 249 O 67 67 0 229,229 ‘0 393 393 0
tot. 1028 944 84 287 271 16 955 920 35 1781 1665 116
11.24 16.94 26.29 14.35
av. | #.13) (4.28) (4.17) (4.53)




