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to Nibelung®2. A Reichenau library catalogue from 821 or 822 records
a Vita et gesta Karoli, but this is usually identified as Einhart’s Vita
Karoli magni*>. One would therefore do well not to take a reference
to “Gesta Francorum” as a synonym for the ArE It is simply too
broad and is used often for other texts, too. In other words, the appar-
ent lack of a fixed contemporary title, or even a standardised header
for that matter, makes it virtually impossible for scholars to rely with
absolute certainty on ninth-century library catalogues with regard to
the number of textual witnesses of the ArF. None of the scholars cited
intended their writing to be read as diktats, merely as suggestions of a
possibility worth pursuing. Having followed up on some of these sug-
gestions, I only wish to underscore here that these suggestions should
be handled with care. Indeed, it may be more fruitful to examine the
reception of the ArF instead for a better understanding of the dissem-
ination of the work in the ninth century.

The recensions of the ArF

Before moving to the reception of the ArF, it is unavoidable to pro-
vide an overview of Kurze’s recensions of the ArE. To keep things
manageable, not all the intricacies of Kurze’s system are treated
here with the same detail as in earlier studies, such as those by Her-
mann Bloch and Hans Wibel**. Boiled down, it basically comes to
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