4 Bart van Hees

realm!®, it must have left its mark on the manuscript evidence during
the period of Carolingian hegemony!’.

Although there is a plethora of secondary studies on the ArF, al-
most all deal with the content of the ArF rather than the manuscript
evidence itself'®. No survey of the extant ninth-century manuscript
evidence has been undertaken to support those studies and their re-
sults; it has remained a scholarly desideratum. An article by Helmut
Reimitz focuses on the codicological context of the textual witnesses
of the ArFE, but it offers a panorama of witnesses rather than examining
the ninth-century manuscript evidence in its own right!®. The work
of Matthias Tischler has contributed substantially to our knowledge
about the manuscript transmission of Einhart’s Vita Karoli magni®®,
but not that many ninth-century textual witnesses of the Vita survive
with the ArF in the same codex. There are a number of other excep-
tions as well in which the manuscript evidence is at least touched
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