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Cento, commentary, historia: Authors 

of botanical prose works reflected 

deeply and consciously on which writing 

techniques and compositions would 

lead to the best form of botanical prose 

writing. Early modern paratexts were in-

fluential tools, whether for displaying 

the expertise of a given author over his 

area of study or his position within the 

literary tradition and scientific commu-

nity or whether debating garden and 

book, paper slips and natural things in 

their meaning for the emerging botani-

cal practices. 

Ultimately, however, it was not for the 

author to have the last word, but for the 

readers to decide, whether to embrace, 

modifiy or blatantly ignore the authorial 

concepts and writing techniques, with 

the first indicator being the title chosen 

for the book spine of the newly bound 

stack of paper: commentarii, historia or herbarium for instance. 

In my talk, I will discuss the authorial concepts of Brunfels, Fuchs, Mattioli and Cesalpino in 

comparison to my findings regarding usage and reading practices in remaining copies of the Flor-

entine libraries. 
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