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Introduction 

Whiie progress has been made in establishing a 
standardized nomenclature for pavement de-
signs (cf. below), the creation of the same for 
pavement techniques stili has a long way to go, 
e.g. due to the divergent interpretations of 
terms used by ancient authors. Some terms, 
however, are used with a high degree of consis-
tency. This applies especiaiiy to mosaic pave-
ments (cf. beiow, category i), whereas the ter -
minology applicable to the so-called opus sign-

inum floors (cf. below, category 3) is more 
problematic. 1  Already at this point in order to 
avoid confusion, generai definitions of the 
pavements treated in this article will be given. 
They are divided into three main categories ac-
cording to technical criteria: 

i) Mosaics: a separate surface composed of 
inserted smail elements. 

Tue pavements: a separate surface made 
up of tiles cut into geometric and other shapes. 

Mortar pavements: a mortar mixed with 
aggregates of various materials. 

The decorative effect of all three types may 
be enhanced by inserting larger, both regular 
and irreguiar, pieces of stone and marbie (cate-
gories i and 3) or tesserae into the surface (cat-
egories 2 - iaid between the tiles or as inserts in 
them - and 3). Pavements of category 3 may ai-
so have a painted surface. 2  

Pavement techniques have been compiied in 
various works of lexical character, and the an-
swer to the challenge could be to refer to one 
particular system or scholar. 3  Though such 
works are useful, they do not provide what is  

reafly required: a re-evaluation of the termino-
logical debate and of the terms, not forgetting 
the pavements themselves. 

From a simplified point of view, one could 
say that there are two approaches when deal-
ing with the terminoiogy and typology of an-
cient pavements. The first approach is to iet the 
literary sources serve as starting point and thus 
adapt the archaeological material to the pre-
ferred interpretation. The second is the exact 
opposite, i.e. to establish a classification and 
terminoiogy based on the material found and 
then, if possible and relevant, examine its rela-
tionship to the written sources. 4  By a re-evaiva-
tion this article aims to advocate the latter ap-
proach, thus hoping to reach a higher degree of 
agreement. Since this re-evaluation concen-
trates on the material from the three Mediter-
ranean trading centres of Delos, Carthage and 
Ampurias, the articie makes no ciaim to be 
considered exhaustive. Given the priority it at-
taches to finds, and not to the terminology 
used in the literary sources, new translations 
or interpretations of ancient texts wi!l not be 
presented. 

Lexica 

Among the existing classifications of pavement 
types and their decorative features two shouid 
be singled out and commented on, as both rep-
resent important, aithough rather different, 
contributions. 

The first is Le décor gométrique de la 

mosaique romaine, the first volume deahng 
with Répertoire graphique et descriptif des com- 

For the latest monograph 011 mortar pavements, see Vas-

sai 2006. 
Baldassarre 1997. 
For example Morricone 1973; Fischer 1971; Ginouvès &  

Martin 1985, 147-152; Fiorentini Roncuzzi 1990; Far-

neti 1993. 
For generai remarks on combining philology and ar-
chaeoiogy in this fieid of study, see Bruneau 1988. 


