
Mode IV Antiphon Comparison 
 

Left column: Solesmes edition from the 1934 Antiphonale Monasticum; right: transcription 
of Hartker Antiphoner (St. Gall 390), ca. a.d. 1000, with Antiphonale Synopticum numbers 

 
This comparative table is not an exhaustive summary of every occurrence of this melodic formula. 

 

   



   
   

In the left column, five of the twelve notes are marked with the horizontal episema at least once each, 
and one of those, the seventh note, is marked long in every antiphon.  Another three notes are printed 
with the unison (augmentative) form of the cephalicus, which is understood to be a relatively long note; 
therefore, eight of the twelve notes are understood to be relatively long in at least one of these examples 
from the Solesmes edition.  The Solesmes editors use the horizontal episema on the seventh note of the 
formula and elsewhere only on the first note of a long pes or clivis.  Despite the internal consistency 
with which they applied their editorial principles, it is clear that they ignored many of the long notes 
of the oldest extant manuscript.  The correct interpretation is eight long notes. 

 

 
 

The only spot in the right column that even appears to present any interpretive difficulty is at stantem 
in AS 0209.  In Hartker, that cephalicus is not marked with an episema or the letter t, but the correct 
interpretation is apparent from comparative analysis of the other occurrences of the formula.  Another 
scribe might have written an ancus instead of a cephalicus, and it would not be unreasonable for a 
modern editor to make the same substitution, like so: 

 

 
 
 


