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… nihil est enim in historia pura et inlustri brevitate dulcius.

(Cicero, Brutus, 262)
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Preface

This book came into existence almost by chance. Its three principal
Chapters (2–4) were originally conceived and written as separate arti-
cles intended for publication in distinct journals. In their fundamental
aspects, they took shape in a span of less than a year, from November
2022 to September 2023. For the sake of convenience, I presented them
collectively for the scrutiny of my initial and patient readers. It was their
counsel that prompted me to publish all three under a unified title. They
urged me to embark on a less commonly traversed path today, leading to
the publication of a first monograph not tethered to my doctoral thesis.
Despite grappling with numerous uncertainties, I decided to heed their
advice. This decision entailed appending a substantive introduction to the
subject matter, rectifying errors and oversights in the existing content,
expanding the bibliography comprehensively, and concluding with some
general observations regarding the scope and limitations of my study.
Indeed, this was the course I undertook. Naturally, the final outcome,
however it may be evaluated, rests solely on my shoulders.

While I could not draw upon an extensive research project akin to a
doctoral thesis, the central figure of this book, Galileo Galilei, has been
the focus of my research since my undergraduate years. The University
of Milan afforded me the opportunity to continue my studies on Galileo,
concentrating on a challenging yet underexplored theme concerning the
methodologies employed by the Pisan scientist in the study of one of
antiquity’s most renowned scientific works: Claudius Ptolemy’s Almagest.
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x PREFACE

Fortunately, Ptolemy boasts a rich research tradition and a substan-
tial body of literature. Additionally, a tool accessible to all greatly
facilitated my work—the database resulting from the PAL project
(Ptolemaeus Arabus et Latinus: https://ptolemaeus.badw.de/start), over-
seen by the Bavarian Academy of Sciences (Bayerische Akademie der
Wissenschaften). Without this invaluable resource, locating and studying
the sources for my research within such a brief timeframe would
have been an insurmountable challenge. The efforts of the team led
by Dag Nikolaus Hasse proved indispensable to me in the past year
and a half, as essential as the online archive Galileo//thek@ of the
Galileo Museum (https://www.museogalileo.it/it/biblioteca-e-istituto-
di-ricerca/progetti/teche/827-galileo-theka.html) has been since the
beginning of my studies.

These two databases, in conjunction with various other resources, have
provided me with optimal conditions for conducting my research. Nowa-
days, consulting primary sources is considerably more accessible than it
was three decades ago, making it a responsibility to do so. In this book,
I have chosen to prioritize the voices of the sources, both in the main
text (in translation) and in footnotes (in the original language). The
overarching objective of this book is to allow the sources to speak for
themselves, enabling them to mutually illuminate each other and thereby
restoring a meaning that might otherwise be lost. While this objective is
undoubtedly challenging, I would consider myself gratified if I were able
to achieve it even in part.

Galileo’s De motu antiquiora, the source from which the study
presented here originated, has been fully translated into English by
Raymond Fredette. His translation is readily available online as part of
the extensive collection in the ECHO database of the Max Planck Insti-
tute for the History of Science (https://echo.mpiwg-berlin.mpg.de/con
tent/scientific_revolution/galileo). In this book, I carried out all transla-
tions from De motu antiquiora, always keeping a close eye on Fredette’s
translation. All the other translations from Latin and Italian texts are my
own, unless stated otherwise.

Milan, Italy Ivan Malara
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