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 81 Prosperous Jewish and Christian women were active members and contributors to their religious communities in the E Mediterranean region, as indicated by inscriptions in synagogues and churches of the Byzantine era. For example, the prominent rôle played by women in funding the 4th-c. synagogue at Apamea (Syria) is unparalleled both for the number of inscriptions in which women are named (half of the 20) and the specificity with which their donations are noted (the precise numbers of feet of mosaic are given). For fuller discussions, see 
Noy, D. and Sorek, S., “‘Peace and mercy upon all your blessed people’: Jews and Christians at Apamea in late antiquity,” Jewish Culture and History
6.2 (2003) 18
CrossRefGoogle Scholar; 
Britt, K., “
Fama et memoria: portraits of female patrons in mosaic pavements of churches in Byzantine Palestine and Arabia,” Medieval Feminist Forum
44.2 (2008) 119–43CrossRefGoogle Scholar. However, whereas male and female donor portraits are not uncommon in floor mosaics of Byzantine churches in Palestine, to date no donor portraits — of men or women — are attested in ancient synagogues.
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 82 I am grateful to G. Stiebel for observations on the garments worn by the figures in this panel.
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 83 The head bears a strong resemblance to a 5th-c. male portrait sculpture from Ephesos: 
Kitzinger, E., Byzantine art in the making (Cambridge, MA
1977) fig. 149Google Scholar.
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