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	 Since 2021, the team of the Ticinensia disiecta project1 has en-
tered into the Fragmentarium platform more than 110 descriptions 
of in situ fragments. The fieldwork, carried out in part in a pio-
neering manner, has led to some reflections that we would like to 
share with the community of editors and projects working on the 
database, as well as with fragment researchers more broadly, in the 
hope of provoking a fruitful exchange of experiences. Specifically, 
working with in situ fragments has revealed challenges related to 
using the Fragmentarium description module for describing host 
volumes, assigning shelfmarks to fragments still present in a carrier, 
and documenting that carrier with photographs. In each of these 
areas, however, we envision some possible solutions.

Host Volume
The Fragmentarium web application includes the Description 
Module, featuring a multi-section form to be filled out and intend-
ed to cover scholarly descriptions of a wide range of manuscript 

1	 Cf. M. Bernasconi Reusser, R. Iacobucci, L. Luraschi, “Frammenti in situ nelle 
biblioteche cappuccine del Canton Ticino (CH)”, Fragmentology 5 (2022), 
51–78, at 62–67 (https://doi.org/10.24446/gkuy).

https://dx.doi.org/10.24446/qsx9
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://fragmentarium.ms/partner-projects/Lugano
https://doi.org/10.24446/gkuy
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fragment material [Figure 1]. While the section designated to the 
host volume may seem exhaustive in the case of a manuscript, in 
the specific case of it being a printed book—the type in which most 
of our fragments are found—it deserves to be expanded [Figure 2].
	 Since we are dealing with printed editions, produced between 
the 15th and 19th centuries, it would be desirable for the structure 
of the section to draw more inspiration from the MARC21 format 
which is designed to be a carrier for bibliographic information about 

Figure 1: The 
Fragmentarium 
Description 
Module (subfields 
collapsed)

https://www.loc.gov/marc/bibliographic/
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printed and manuscript textual materials, computer files, maps, 
music, continuing resources, visual materials, and mixed materials.

Title: the section could distinguish more clearly between au-
thor and title of the work by creating a separate author field 
from the title field, with the possibility of importing authori-
tative names directly from VIAF.

Persons: this section is designed to describe the agents related 
to the edition and the copy, as indeed the label with the terms 
“authors, editors, printers, bookbinders” suggests. We have 

Figure 2: The host volume section of the Description Module

https://dx.doi.org/10.24446/qsx9


138 Bernasconi, Iacobucci and Luraschi

Fragmentology vii (2024)

also used this space to indicate the former owners of the host 
volume, whether corporate bodies or persons.

Remarks: this is the space reserved, as the label suggests, for 
information on the binding. Our experience with the in situ 
fragments has shown that the description of the fragments’ 
position, especially in the binding, is very important and there-
fore requires a dedicated field, separate from the one reserved 
for general remarks.

	 The way the fields are now organised has repercussions in the 
overview page, where the information is presented to the users. 
Specifically, the page [Figure 3] provides a list of names associated 
with the document, but in alphabetical order. The result is chaotic, 
especially when these are numerous, and not differentiated by de-
scriptive area. To avoid possible misunderstandings, the platform 
should distinguish the indexing results of names pertaining to the 
fragment from those coming from the host volume. For example, 
a fragment [F-fuds] of the Institutiones bound in a 1581 imprint 
of Giulio Folco, Effetti mirabili de la limosina (Orselina-Locarno, 

Figure 3: Fragmentarium overview page

https://fragmentarium.ms/overview/F-fuds
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Biblioteca Madonna del Sasso, MdS 62 Ga 7) produces a difficult 
confusion between information pertaining to the two texts [Figure 4, 
Figure 5].
	 In the case of Sammelbände, that is, miscellany volumes bind-
ing together multiple imprints, the results can be quite baroque 
[Figure 6]. Since the places of printing of the works contained in 
the miscellany are many, the place of origin of the fragment is not 
immediately identifiable. In addition to dividing more clearly in the 
Overview page the places referring to the fragment from those refer-
ring to the host volume, the platform should support the category 
‘place of publication’ alongside ‘origin’ and ‘provenance’.

Figure 4: Detail of Fragmentarium 
Overview page for [F-fuds]: informa-
tion outlined in red pertains to the 
fragment, blue to the host volume

Figure 5: Detail of [F-g23v] Orseli-
na-Locarno, Biblioteca Madonna 
del Sasso, MdS 66 Aa 17 Overview 
page: red is fragment, blue is host 
volume

Figure 6: Detail of Fragmentarium 
overview page for [F-glko], an Ital-
ian binding fragment contained 
in Orselina-Locarno, Biblioteca 
Madonna del Sasso, MdS 22 Aa 5, a 
Sammelband with six imprints; the 
fragment is outlined in red, and 
the host volumes in blue.

https://dx.doi.org/10.24446/qsx9
https://fragmentarium.ms/overview/F-fuds
https://fragmentarium.ms/overview/F-g23v
https://fragmentarium.ms/overview/F-glko
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Shelfmarks
	 In Fragmentarium, the area labeled “Shelfmark” in Basic Meta-
data is intended for “shelfmark, box, call number, or other iden-
tifier used to indicate the fragment or the unit that contains the 
fragment”. At the beginning of the project, and not yet fully aware 
of the difficulties involved in describing fragments in situ, it was 
decided to use the shelfmark of the host volume for the fragment, 
without any distinction. As the work continued, the conviction and 
opportunity arose, firstly, that the fragments could be identified 
with specific identifying markings, thus distinguishing them from 
the host volume. Secondly, the question arose as to how the indi-
vidual fragments could be numbered. In this regard, based on the 
location of the fragments within the host volume, we proceeded by 
assigning them a number starting from the outside to the inside 
and following the sequence from top to bottom. Recently, we have 
started to use a shelfmark combination of the individual fragment 
in situ structured as follows: ‘host volume marking/FX’, where ‘F’ 
stands for ‘fragment’ and ‘X’ is a sequential number.

Images
	 The Fragmentarium platform offers the possibility to publish 
multiple images of the host volume, documenting the parts with 
particular significance for its relationship to the fragment. For in-
stance, it is possible to include photographs of the entire binding, 
the endpapers with possible watermarks, the title page, handwritten 
notes of ownership, stamps and former shelfmarks. These are ele-
ments that we generally describe accurately because, by illustrating 
the history of the printed copy in which the fragments are bound, 
they provide fundamental information on the second life of the 
manuscript.
	 As part of the Ticinensia disiecta project, we have so far carried 
out three image collection campaigns. The complex operation of 
photographing the fragments in situ, which requires specific skills 
and equipment, is in itself very costly both in terms of time and fi-
nancial resources. Photographing further parts of the volume entails 
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a substantial and necessary slowing down of the work, resulting in 
increased costs but also in the number of images to be published.
	 As fragment cataloguers on a limited budget, what are the ele-
ments that need to be present? How do we provide the most useful 
service with the human and financial resources at our disposal?

https://dx.doi.org/10.24446/qsx9

