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The Development of Indo-European *-/n- in the
Greek Inherited Lexicon'

Abstract: Two reflexes of the IE cluster *-In- are generally recognised in Greek:
the assimilation of *-In- to -AA-, and the vowel lengthening in front of *-I-,
prompted by the loss of *-n-. A reassessement of the relevant Greek material is
proposed.

Key Words: Greek, Proto-Indo-European, Etymology, Nasal Suffix.

0. Introduction

The IE cluster *-In-, containing two resonants, can manifest in three differ-
ent forms, depending on its surroundings: *-In-, *-[n-, or *-/p-. In this article,
we shall deal with either *-In- or *-[n-; the variation *-I- provides no insight
on the development of the cluster *-in-, since IE *-VipC- > Gr. -VAaC-, as in
*h Ing""-u- > Gr. ¢éAaxvc, Skt. laghii- / raghii-. All potential occurrences of the
sequence *-ClnV- reflect as -CaAA- in Greek and are part of the verbal flex-
ion, e.g. 0GAAm, cpdAlm; the one exception, mikvapot, has probably preserved
the cluster by means of analogy, as we explain below. On the other hand,
*-VinV- seemingly reflects either as -VAV- (compensatory lengthening) or -Ak-
(gemination). Sometimes the reflex of *-VInV- depends on the dialect: Ion-
ic-Attic displays compensatory lengthening, e.g. in fovlopat, while the Aeolic
Borropar has a geminate instead. However, there are some forms that do not
necessarily belong to a dialect other than Attic-Ionic, but only show *-VInV- >
-A- such as dM, or €éAA6g and dAAOv. The nature of *-I- and *-n- should also
be taken into account. As our material shows, *-I- is always part of the root,
while *-n- is either a nasal infix (in verbs such as 60dAAw), or a suffix (e.g. in
OAAOV, dAAvpy, but also probably in fovAiopat and dpeiiw). Therefore, our anal-
ysis of the individual Greek forms considers the following criteria: dialectal
attestations, the nature of *-n- and its presence in IE cognates, as well as other
possible sources of -VAV- or -A)-.

"The content of this paper was originally presented in June 2017 as part of my BA thesis Razvoj ie.
*In u leksickom nasledu grckog i latinskog jezika (The development of IE *In in the Greek and Latin inher-
ited lexicon) on the occasion of its defense at the Department of Classics, University of Belgrade.
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1. IE *In in Greek verbal flexion
1.1 IE *-In- > Gr. -Av-

1.1.1 miAvapau

Apart from middle miAvapay, active forms miAva® and, perhaps, miAvag?
are attested. They both imply a 1sg.pr.act. miAvdw. It is possible to assume
*riAvnu < *midvapt as an active form of miAvapat. This is facilitated by the
traces of contract active forms. On the basis of kigvnut : kK1IQvdw, we can an-
alogically suppose *rtiAvapt : miAvaw.+ Almost all verbs containing 1s.pr. na
-vnuy/-vopu < *-ne-h -mi create a younger contract form in -dw, which may or
may not retain the nasal infix (e.g. mitvnu : metéw).> Therefore, tilvopat is to
be derived from IE *pelh -, “sich nahern’; v. LIV s.v. In favour of *-h , apart from
the analogy to kipvnui, we adduce derivatives such as néiog ‘near’ and meAdlm
“to approach’. An obvious nasal present is also found in Yav. parane “to charge
at someone, to attack’ of the same root.

In conclusion, there is sufficient evidence to postulate *tiAvapiL < *pj-ne-
h2-mi, and miAvapat < *pl-n-h2-. The -1- in -LA- instead of the expected -aA- or
-Ax- is to be seen as the influence of verbs such as mtitvnut and oxidvnuy, in
which it occurs regularly.6 According to Lejeune, this analogy was in part
prompted by the vocalism of the reduplication in present tense.” The nasal in-
fix in miAvapat remains unhindered, under the influence of the verbs ending
in -vnut

nilvapat is thus the only example of a preserved *In in Greek.

1.2 IE *-CinV-> Gr. -CVAAV-

This group is comprised of the verbs ‘ending in -aAkw’, along with dAAv
and téAAw. The central question to be unravelled is the origin of the geminate
-M-. From an IE perspective, the geminate most often comes down to either
*-In- or *-Ij-, i.e. a nasal present or an iota-present; v. LIV: 17, 19. The nasal
present of these verbs in Greek is derived from the IE athematic present roots

2 Hes. Op. 510.

3> Hom. Dem. 115. There reading of the verse is problematical, v. STRUNK 1967: 34.

4 STRUNK 1967: 34 claims that miAva can be read as miAva, i.e. a non-augmented 3.sg.imp. Conse-
quently, -a is expected in any case, and it belongs to mAvaw.

5 Also, cf. Lesb. kdAnuut, @iAnuu with kaAéw, Aéw.

¢ LEJEUNE 1987: §212.

7 LEJEUNE 1987: §212. and HAROARSON 1993: 182.
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ending in *-1, -." Necessary, but frequently insufficient evidence of any of the
two solutions is almost always present in another IE language, or languages.
As we consider 06Alo to be the most convincing example of an ‘-aAlw verb’
continuing IE *-In-, its case is presented at the beginning. The other ‘-aAi®
verbs’ are given in alphabetical order, while dAAvpt and téAho, being some-
what different, are analysed at the end.

1.2.1 0aAAw

The only certain verb cognate of 0&AAw “to bloom, flourish” is Alb. dal ‘to
sprout, come out’. Another cognate is to be found in the Arm. adjective dalar
‘green, fresh’. Possible Germanic and Celtic cognates exist; the forms in ques-
tion are MW deillyaug ‘to emanate’ and various Germanic words for ‘dill’.10

For 0&4AAw and dal LIV reconstructs the root *dhalh1- "herausquellen, her-
vorsprielen’. Both verbs are traced back to a zero-grade present containing a
nasal infix, *dh/-n(e)-hi-. Such a formation is permissible in both cases. While
Greek offers no decisive evidence, Albanian might just present solid proof
regarding the nasal infix.

We must remark, however, that a solution other than the nasal present ap-
pears to be possible.” If Alb. dal is to be derived from a nasal present, we must
suppose that IE *In > Alb. [. DEmIrAJ 1993: 260ff. argues for this development.
According to him, there is a group of Albanian verbs whose present forms
originate from the IE nasal present in the following manner: IE *rn > rr, as in
marr,” while IE *In >, as in dal. OREL 2000: 91 differs significantly concerning
dal. He claims that IE *In > Alb. Il (although, *rn > rr remains). Nevertheless,
the examples provided, especially the verbs,’> can be reconciled with dal. OreL
2000: loc.cit. mentions two verbs, kall ‘to insert, thrust, incite, set on fire’ and
pjell ‘to beget, produce, bear’. Regarding kall, a PAlb. *kalna is assumed, origi-
nating from IE *k*o0l-0-, a thematic present of the root *k“el-. Indo-European *I,
however, regularly gives Alb. I, if in intervocalic position in Proto-Albanian.™
Thus it seems that the PAlb. form might as well be *kala; it would, further,

8 Rix 1992: §226.
9 EDG s.v. 0&AAw expresses doubt concerning the comparison with deillyau, while the form isn’t
even mentioned in LIV s.v. *d"alh -. According to EDPC, however, deillyau < PCelt. *dal-n- < IE
*d']-n-h - and can be compared with 4AAw.
It seems that the Germanic forms are of no relevance for the present discusion, v. EDPG s.v.
*deli.
" For a survey of suggested etymologies, v. AE and AED s.v. dal.
2 Cf. LIV s.v. *merh - and AE s.v. marr. Also, cf. Alb. lugerré < Lat. lucerna.
3 The nouns adduced by OREL 2000: 91. are bolle, gésthallé and hall. None of them is etymologically
transparent.
4 AE 3.2.b: IE *seh I- > Palb. *sala > alb. gjollé.
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regularly reflect as kall. The same reasoning can be applied to pjell, in spite of
its obscure etymology.” In favour of this we adduce the Alb. verbs of similar
formation: shtjell, sjell, vjell, all of which are derived from an IE thematic pres-
ent.” In conclusion, Alb. Il is not to be traced back to IE *In. Furthermore, dal is
not the only example of IE *In > Alb. [, the other one being pér-kul <*k*[-n-h_-."7

The different reflexes of IE *-/- seen in -kul and dal should be addressed.
The former probably presents a regular reflex, the latter simply does not con-
tain one at all.”® Therefore, the root *d"alh - proposed by LIV is not tenable.
Having in mind the Aeolic and Doric perf. té0aa, along with IA perf. té0nia,
we propose the root *d"eh [h - The Alb. aor. dola fits in well, since IE *eh >
Alb. o, as in motér < *meh_-tr. Therefore, we conclude that dal <*d"} [-ne-h -

On the basis of noted similarities between dal and 64\, we may with
great certainty assume that 66AAw also goes back to d"j [-ne-h -.>*

This development of 0dAAw supposes that its root was thematised, and
that later on *-Av- > -AA- through assimilation. In other words, *d"} [-ne-h -mi
> *9advnu = *Baivo > BaAim. We suppose that the other "-adlo verbs” have
undergone the same process, if a nasal present is to be reconstructed for them.

1.2.2 BaAAw

BaAAw has two interesting forms attested in the Arcadian dialect — part.
pres. ¢0déAAovteg and 3.sg.aor. €CeAev.”* The variation (3-/d- indicates se an
IE root beginning with *¢“-. LIV reconstructs *gelh - ‘treffen, werfen’.>> Old
Irish 3.sg.pres. at-baill ‘stirbt’ is attributed to the same root. Both forms sup-

'5 Pace OREL 2000: 91, pjell cannot be simultaneously compared with Lat. pell6 and with Gr. tdAAw,
if a comparison can be maintained at all. Cf. LIV s.vv. *pelh -, *pelh -.

¢ AE s.v. dal and LIV s.vv. *stel-, *k“elh;-, *uel- (2). Furthermore, cf. LIV s.v. *der-, where Alb. djerr
is derived from *der-e-.

7 LIV s.v. *k*elh -.

*® AE 3.1.1.b: the reflex of IE */ in PAlb. is */i, which may or may not be preserved. Cf. pdpél < PAlb.
*pél-pli, plis < PAlb. *pliti-. Another reflex of IE */ could be Alb. ul. In fact, -kul is the only solid ex-
ample. It is of importance, however, to emphasise that in no case does IE */ > Alb. a.

9 | am uncertain whether MW deillyau can be derived from this root, if it is at all related to the
discussed material. In any case, LIV s.v. *d"alh - remains open to a root *d"eh Ih -.

2 [E *-CHC- > -CaC- regularly in Albanian, as in shtat < *sth:t- (Cf. Lat. status).

21 The *-h,is certain. Cf. the deverbative adjective Balepog <* d”@zlhl-ro-. We also note that, in Greek,
the following vocalisation is theoretically possible, although not probable: *d"h [-ne-h -.

2 g66éMovteg is found on IG V 2.6. £Celev is attested by Hesychius, as the Arcadian form of £Balev.
The grade of these forms must stem from an ancient radical aorist. {- next to p-/3- is probably a
particularity of Arcadian. Hesychius also notes dépeBpov and (épeBpa, as Arc. for Bapabpa. Fur-
thermore, Strab. 8.8.4 clearly states that (¢pebpa is an Arc. word.

»*-h is reconstructed in view of the forms in BAn-, such as 1.sg.perf. B¢BAnka. It is also convenient
if we are to pursue the possibility of the nasal present. STRUNKk 1967: 42ff. gives a survey of ety-
mologies proposed for BdAAw.
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posedly stem from a nasal present. While it looks as if this is not disputed for
at-baill,** we cannot be certain about f&AAw. Even if we accept the attempt of
STRUNK 1967: 44 to shrink the semantic distance,® this one Olr. form cannot
present solid proof for Greek. Apart from that, the nasal present in f&AAw is
sometimes reconstructed on the basis of Skt. ud-giirna- ‘'emporgehoben’. This
has no solid basis: (1) ud-giirna- is an adjective, where a nasal suffix is more
probable, (2) Skt. root ud-gur- ‘emporwerfen’, which gave ud-giirna-, contains
no nasal suffix.*

The only, and somewhat obscure, indication of a nasal present is Olr. at-
baill. Therefore, fdAAw might as well be an iota-present.

1.2.3 opaAAw

OPAAAw ‘to bring down, ruin, mislead” is compared with Skt. skhdlate ‘to
stumble, stagger’ and Arm. sxalem “id.”. The comparison with Lat. fallo ‘to de-
ceive’ is less certain.

LIV s.v. *(s)g“"eh [- 'straucheln, fehltreten” reconstructs for the Skt. and
Arm. forms a thematic present, while deriving cpaAAw from an iota present,
and fallo from a nasal one. Before laying out the possibilites for Greek, we
should briefly consider fallo, as it is the only cognate with a possible nasal in-
fix. In terms of semantics, a leap from tripping to deceiving is easy to imagine.
Even more so, since some rather subtle vestiges of such a development are
found in Latin:

1) Sed gradum firmare vix poterant, cum modo saxa lubrica vestigium faller-

ent, modo rapidior unda subduceret.””

‘But, they could hardly stand fast, for at one moment the slippery rocks
deceived their step, at another the strong current carried them away.’

(Translation mine)

2) Illa vero miserabilis erat facies, cum ii, quos instabilis gradus fefellerat, ex

praecipiti devolverentur...

‘It was indeed a miserable sight, when they, who had been deceived by

2+ This is stated on the basis of EDPC s.v. *bal-ni- and THURNEYSEN 1998: §215, §552. Our references
do not seem to have any doubt regarding the nasal present of at-baill, although they provide no
explanation for it.
25 gt-baill is interpreted as ‘es (das Leben) auswerfen’, in which case it was originally a euphemism
for ‘sterben’.
V. KEWA s.v. gurite.
7 Curt. 4.9.18-19.
# Curt. 7.11.16.
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the unsteady step, fell downhill...” (Translation mine)

3) Taetra ibi luctatio erat via lubrica non recipiente vestigium et in prono citius

pedes fallente...

“There was a terrible struggle, since the slippery path provided no foot-
hold and swiftly deceived their steps down the slope...” (Translation

mine)

In all three cases, someone is deceived into falling due to the action carried
out by fallo. Furthermore, the context of fallo is complemented by words such
as vestigium ‘foot, step’, gradus ‘step, walk” and pes ‘“foot’. On the basis of these
excerpts, although they are not to be taken as the most solid proof, it becomes
easier to imagine the semantic leap from ‘trip, bring down’ to ‘deceive, mis-
lead’

Be it as it may, if fallo is related to c@A&AAw, skhaldte and sxalem, their com-
mon root would require a s-mobile, as reconstructed by LIV. The geminate
in the present stem of fallo can, in theory, come from *-Id-, *-In-, or *-Is-. Ac-
cording to EDL s.v. fallo, perf. fefelli is derived from the present stem, while
the pt.perf. falsus, contains -Is- by analogy to the pt.perf. salsus (sallo ‘to salt’).
We can confidently discard *-ld-, having in mind the small number of reli-
able attestations of *-Id- and the fact that the cognates of fallo do not display
a *-d-3' The suffix of the desiderative, *-s- seems even less viable. Thus, we
also discard *-Is- in fallo. Out of the remaining possibilites, LIV opts for a nasal
present, while EDL is quite unclear.>* However, if we are to imagine a *-In- in
the root reconstructed by LIV, then it cannot possibly be an infix, since the
root would be *s-g*"h_-n-I-. Rather, we would need to posit *s-g“"h_(e)l-n-, with
a suffix.’ In the case of the infix, it is unclear whether *-I- or *-n- would be vo-
calised, while the suffix would be an ad hoc solution. It is, however, possible
to reconstruct a root which would contain the cluster *-In-, with a nasal infix:

» Liv. 21.36.7.

3 A more thorough research of the semantics of fallo might provide further evidence. However, it
cannot be conducted in the limits of the present work.

3 However, cf. SIHLER 1995: §458.3 who argues for *-Id- in this case. In a hypothetical *faldo, *-d-
would be a root extension, as in Lat. -fen-d-9, cf. Hitt. kuen-*, Skt. hin-ti, Gr. Oeiv-w (< *Oev-1-w).
Alternatively, *-d- could be derived from IE 2.sg.ipv.act. *-d"i. Such a development is attested in
Latin, e.g. LIV s.v. *¢“"en- and EDL s.v. -fendo. Although both of these root extensions require an
in-depth research in themselves, it can be said with confidence that fallo has little chance of con-
tinuing either of them.

32 EDL s.v. fallo states that the transitive meaning of the verb in Latin is to be explained by a nasal
present, and that the same goes for Gr. caAAw. Cf. SIHLER 1995: §454B. On the other hand, EDL
s.v. -cello 2 states that fallo must have contained a dental. SCHRIJVER 1991: 173, 180 also believes
that fallo certainly contained *-Id-.

3 Exactly in this manner is the nasal present of fallo formulated by EDL.
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*s-g""eh [H-, or *s-g“"h I-n-H-. The root-final laryngeal is compatible, although
not proven by, with the cognates in Sanskrit,>* Armenian, and Latin. Further,
such a root would allow us to see a typical IE nasal present reflected in Latin
and Greek forms.

Greek o@dAAw, according to LIV, is derived from an iota present. Also,
according to the root reconstructed therein, it is difficult to imagine a nasal
present in 0@AAAw. Like in Latin, we would have to reconstruct *s-g“"h_-n-I-,
which, depending on the vocalisation, could give c@aAAw (if *-h,-; *-nl- >
-AA-, kao oLAAéyw), or, probably, *o@dAw (if *-p-). For this reason it is more
plausible in the case of Greek, as in Latin, to postulate a root-final laryngeal.
However, unlike Latin, Greek requires a precise laryngeal. According to what
was established in the section 1.2.1 for 0&AAw, a root *s-g“"eh_[h - is to be pos-
ited. As for the precise preform of o@pdAAw, we would need to reconstruct
either *s-¢“"h I-n-h - or s-g“"h j-n-h -. It should be kept in mind that the form
with *-/- cannot reflect fallo.

It is therefore possible to trace back cpaAAw (and fallo) to an IE nasal pres-
ent. However, this remains speculative for the following reasons: (1) root-final
lariygeal in *s-g“"eh I- cannot be directly proven, (2) the same laryngeal does
not exclude the possibility of cpaAAw originating from an iota present, since
it regularly disappears in front of *-i- by way of Pinault’s Law, (3) no decisive
support is found in Lat. fallo, the only other cognate with a possible nasal
present.

1.2.4 oKAAAW

The verb okdAAw “stir up, hoe” presents a somewhat problematic etymol-
ogy. LIV s.v. *(s)kel- (2), leaves it isolated, although not decisively. An iota
present *(s)k/-i-e/o- is posited for ok&AAw. Elsewhere® a possible connection
with Lith. skelit, skélti / skiliu, skilti ‘to split, strike fire’,3® skylii, skilti ‘to split
off, separate oneself’ and with Hitt. iskalla-*“to slit, split, tear’ is proposed. The
Lithuanian and Hittite forms are grouped under *skelH- ‘aufschlitzen, spal-
ten’.%” It is worth noting that skiliti and skeliu (the -e- of skeliti stemming from
the aorist) both derive from an iota present, while skyli derives from a nasal

34 It is, however, unclear what the reflex of *-h_ would be in that situation. Would it reflect as
-a- according to Brugmann’s law? Whatever the answer, a root ending in *-h, could not engender
OPAAAW.

3 EDG s.v. ox&AAw and EDH s.v. iskalla-'.

3 LIV s.v. *skelH- and LEW s.v. skilti 2. ‘Feuer schlagenY, i.e. the act of making fire.

7 The appurtenance of Arm. c’elum, which is questionable according to LIV s.v. *skelH-, is of no
importance for our discussion.
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present. The root *skelH- can be extended to include oxdAAw, on both phono-
logical and semantic grounds.

LIV partly announces the semantic correspondence, since it attributes the
meaning ‘spalten’ to both roots, *(s)kel- and *skelH-. Furthermore, LIV explains
that ok&AAw specialised its meaning, from ‘aufschlitzen’ (i.e. to make an inci-
sion, cut open) to ‘den Boden spalten, hacken’ (i.e. to hoe, hack the ground).
According to dictionaries,?® it is in this meaning that ok&AAw is attested for
the first time. The aforementioned difference in root-vocalism in Lith. skilit
and skelili, as well as their meaning ‘to strike fire’, sparks a comparison with
Greek; more precisely, with okdAAw and oxéAAw “to dry up, wither’ . The
comparison is based on the assumption that okéAAw, similarly to ox&AAw,
specialised its meaning from ‘scorch’ to ‘dry up’, whereby the Greek “scorch’
is comparable to the Lithuanian ‘strike fire’. This is all the more attractive
when the root-vocalisms of Greek and Lithuanian are taken into account:
a zero-grade in oxdAAw corresponds to the zero-grade in skiliii, while the
e-grade in okéAAw corresponds to the one in skelizi. Furthermore, Homer’s use
of okéAAw speaks in favour of this:

T O ¢mi kvdveov Vépog Tyaye PoiBoc AtOAAwY
oLEavO0ev Tedlov d¢, KAALYPe dE xwEOV AmavTta
6000V Emel e VEKUG, UT| TIOLV LEVOG NeAioLo

oxkNAel Guei megl xoda tveotv 11d¢ pédeaoy.4°

,And above him (Hector) Apollo brought down from the skies a dark
cloud to the field, and covered the ground where the dead man lay, be-
fore the sun schorched the skin on his sinews and limbs.” (Translation

mine)

It seems correct to attribute the meaning "to schorch’ to okéAAw; schorch-
ing can be derived without greater difficulties from the basic meaning of the
root *skelH- ‘aufschlitzen’, if we have in mind the effect of fire on materials
such as wood or, in this case, skin. In view of this interpretation of okéAAw,
cognates are more easily found in Lithuanian. Having in mind that the laryn-
geal of *skelH- would not necessarily change the reflection in Greek, it is prob-
able that both oxkdAAw and okéAAw belong to that root. In order to posit a
nasal present for ckdAAw we need the root *skelh -. (A good parallel concern-

¥ EDG and LSJ s.v. okaAAw. Attested by Hdt. 2.14.

3 LIV s.v. *skelh - adduces okéilopor, deriving it from a nasal present.

+ Hom. Il. 23.188-191. The verses 190-191 are quoted by Plut. Quaes. Conv. 3.10, in the discussion
titled “Why flesh rots sooner under moonlight, than under sunlight?” (Awx Tt T Koéax onjmeTat
uaAAov Vo v oeAvny 1) tov 1jAov;). The context of the relevant passages there seems to
indicate the meaning ‘to dry up’.
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ing the nasal present is found in Lith. skylii.) However, Hitt. iskalla-' does not
seem to allow such a reconstruction, for it requires *-h, , according to EDH.#
LIV, on the other hand, with its reconstruction *skelH-, might not completely
discard the possibility of *-h_.

Should the question of the Hittite form remain open, two solutions present
themselves: (1) oxdAAw is originally a nasal present, which is hardly imag-
inable without *-h, (2) okdAAw is an iota present,* whose laryngeal is delet-
ed by Pinault’'s Law. The same dilemma applies to -AA- in okéAAw; it is not
necessarily of the same origin as the geminate in ok&AAw, especially if the
Lithuanian cognates are taken into account.

1.2.5 maAAw

In theory, maAAw “to swing, rock’ may represent an iota present. However,
the Indo-European background of the verb can be disputed on grounds of
its lack of IE cognates. In spite of the possible connection with SIn. pliti, pol-
jem ‘wogen, wallen machen’,# a PGr. etymology cannot be excluded.* Nev-
ertheless, if the connection with pliti is to be accepted, then the common root
should be *pelh -,% and dAAw < *pl-ne-h_-. All of this is highly speculative.
The root *pleh - “to fill’ most probably isn"t a Schwebeablaut of *pelh -, since their
semantics have no apparent connection.

1.2.6 6AAvL

OAAvpL can be compared to Lat. ab-oled and dé-leo “to destroy’. A somewhat
uncertain comparison is found in Hitt. sallanna-'"to trample down, flatten’,
which indicates a root *#all- .4 From the perspective of Greek, a reconstruction

# EDH 2.3.2.2d and s.v. iskalla-". Some verbs of the tarn(a) class, such as iskalla-,, require a root
excluding *-h, . On grounds of the development of 3.sg.praes. of those verbs, where IE *CoCH-e-i
> PHitt. *CoCai, *-h_ is to be excluded. In other words, EDH considers the development IE *Co-
Ch -e-i > PHitt. *CoCai impossible, which is why it reconstructs skelh, - for iskalla-, skilit, skylu and
okdAAw. We are not in the position to contradict this proposal. However, it should be observed
that the Hitt. geminate -/I- might continue *-Ii -, since IE *VRHV > Hitt. VRRV, according to arri
<*h.orhei. V. EDH 1.4.5].

# A comparison with ox0AAw “to lacerate, tear up’ speaks in favour of a nasal present. This is
possible if we accept the arguments adduced by VINE 1999: 565ff. He believes that okUAAw <
*skol(H)-ie/o-, with a regular development of IE *-oli- > Gr. -vAA-, according to Cowgill’s law. (Cf.
IE *b'oliom > Gr. qUAAov, Lat. folium).

# LIV s.v. *pelh -.

# EDG s.v. maAAw.

# This root could consequently encompass the other Slavic cognates, Polish and Upper Sorabian
ptéc, v. SES s.v. pliti.

4 EDH s.v. hallanna-'. If this comparison stands, then the original meaning should probably be
“to trample down’. The attestations of the Hittite verb are rare, and its meaning is simultaneously
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“h.elh - is preferrable,* since it covers both Latin and Hittite, while allowing a
nasal present. The Greek form is then derived from *h_elh -, in the following
manner: *h ol-n-h_-mi > *0AvopL > 6AAvuL# The aor. 0Aéoat, and derivatives
such as 0Ae0gog, indicate a root ending in *-h, rather than *-i_.# On the other
hand, the derivatives can be explained by a dissimilatory process 0—o>o0—e¢,
or as continuation of the aorist stem. In turn, 0Aéoat, could show a metathesis
0—e>e—o, as seen in ékdpeoa and éotdpeTA.>°

1.2.7 TéAAw

Apart from the aforementioned Arc. é0déAAovteg, TéAAw ‘to make rise,
spring, produce’ could be an example of an aorist-stemming e-grade nasal
present. EDG s.v. TéAAw considers it an iota present, on grounds of compar-
ison with otéAAw. This may seem more probable at first, since TéAAw orig-
inates from the root *telh -, which, lacking *-h , should not normally follow
the development of the verbs ending in -aAAw. A nasal present is evident
in kauvw < *kemh -°* and in téuve < *temh - which displays an e-grade of
the aorist. Moreover, the root *telh - is found in Olr. tlenaid and Lat. tollo; in
view of Old Irish, the Latin form latter certainly continues *t/-n-h_-.>> All of this
points to a nasal present in TéAAw.

1.3 IE *-VInV- > Gr. -VAV-/-VAAV-

The reflections of IE *-In-, if at all present in these verbs, are different de-
pending on the dialect. Although the precise outcome for each dialect is dif-
ficult to establish, some constants can be observed: in IA the *-n- is lost, trig-

deduced from the context in which it is found and the comparison with dAAvut and ab-oled. In
Hittite, -II- <IE *-IH-, v. footnote 41. LIV s.v. * helh -, EDH 1.4.7.2b, and EDH s.v. hallanna-' also
assume that Hitt. -/[- <IE *-In-.

7 *h,- is excluded because of Hittite. Greek can continue *7, -.

# According to Cowgill’s law -vopu <*-nh mi. The long vowel in -Av- may be analogical, e.g. from
OovipL Alternatively the present may stem from a zero-grade, *h, [-ne-h -mi. This would provide
an explanation for -Av-, but 0A- instead of then expected *&A- is problematic. Cf. LIV s.v. *sterh -
and HarOARSON 1993: 222 for otogvupL < *sty-ne-h -, where -0g- of the aorist is also reflected in
the present stem, instead of *-ao-.

49 *-h would require an explanation as to why 6AAvput did not follow the development of OGAAw.
LIV s.v. *krerhj—, *sterhj—.

st LIV s.v. *Kemh -

52 According to WATKINS 1965: 184, already in Proto-Italic a zero-grade nasal infix IE *-n-H- > PIt.
*-nd- is generalised, expanding from plural into singular. At the same time, a thematisation takes
place in 1.sg.praes. and 3.pl.praes. The Celtic languages go through an identical generalisation
(but without thematisation, cf. Olr. sernaim, tlenaim < *ster-n-hs-mi, *t]-n-h_-mi), which is why War-
KINS 1965, loc.cit. suggests an Italo-Celtic *nd-conjugation, accepted by ScHRIJVER 1991: 406. The
Latin nasal presents stemming from this process are generally comparable to nasal presents in
other IE languages, e.g. sternd < *ster-n-h -, cf. Olr. sernaid, Gr. otéovupy, Skt. stynati). As shown
by sterno and e.g. cerno, sperno, temno, they continue the e-grade of the aorist.
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gering compensatory lengthening in front of *-I-. The *-n- is also lost in Doric,
where it prompts regular vowel lengthening in front of *-I-. Aeolic shows *-In-
> -AA-. The reflection of *-In- in Arcadian is uncertain. IE cognates being rare,
the nature of *-n- in *-In- is unclear.

1.3.1 BovAopat

Before entering the discussion about povAouar, we pro-
vide a table of its dialectal forms, along with variations of PovAn.

Dialect Verb Noun
Ionic-Attic [ovAopat [BovAn
Arcadian BoAopar BwAd?
Lesbian PoAAopat BOoAAx
Doric BwAopat, dMAopar BwAd
Thessalian BéAAopat PovAdt
Boeotian BetAoun

Locran, Delphian delAopat

1 Attested in Hom. Il. 9.319, Hom. Od. 1.234, and Hom. Od. 16.387. Those verses are considered to be a
younger part of the Homeric corpus by Chantraine Toss: 311.

2 Possibly a Doric loanword in Arcadian.

3 More precisely, EDG qualifies fcoAopan as Cretan, and drjAopa as Heracleian.

4 Not mentioned by EDG, but epigraphically attested. The noun might represent a ‘thessal-
ised’ form of BovAr). Slings 197s: 11F. treats it as an originally Thessalian form, mainly because of
the Larissa inscription dG IX 2.517, where -BovA- is found in Thessalian names and patronyms,
along with names and patronyms beloning to other dialects .c. AvtéfovAoc next to Apyimmac
KaAAwpovvreoc). The language of the inscription also contains a visible amount of Thessalian
characteristics (such as 3.sg.praes.conj. BéAAeitet), next to the letter of king Philip V of Macedon written
in xown. In spite all of this, cr. THESs. aTdAAa.

<Fig. 1 — dialectal forms of fovAopar>

No IE cognates are known, but an IE root *¢“el- is usually reconstructed.>
There are two key questions related to fovAopat. Firstly, the question of vow-
el lengthening. If the possible sources of the lengthening, *-s- and *-n-, are tak-
en into account along with the proposed root *¢“el-, it becomes obvious that
we are dealing with a suffix. Besides, it is unclear whether the noun fovAr is
derived from the verb, or vice versa. There is no apparent solution that would

53 Dialectal forms according to EDG s.v. BovAopat. DELG s.v. BovAopat adduces two Pamphy-
lian forms whose appurtenance is unclear. We do not discuss them in this work.

 EDG s.v. BovAopar. A different root is given by LIV *g“elh -, but the root with *-h and a nasal
infix does not explain the o-grade.
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cover all variations of fovAopat and [BovAr).

The suffix *-s- implies that fovAouat originates from IE *g“ol-s-, be it de-
siderative or aorist subjunctive. The former of the two is not a satisfactory
solution, since it cannot account for the prevalent o-grade. Furthermore, the
desiderative is usually reflected as future, which is not the case here. And
finally, it seems as superfluous, as it is natural, to imagine a desiderative
form of a verb that already means "to wish’. As far as aorist is concerned, the
o-grade remains problematic.> Although there are reasons to doubt *-s-5° it is
a priori an easier assumption, since it it does have an apparent morphological
motivation (unlike *-n-). Since both suffixes are, in their own way, speculative,
we shall not engage in a discussion of their probability. Rather, we would like
to present a somewhat plausible hypothesis motivating *-n- in fovAopat.

The suffix *-n- can be found in the noun PovAn. Contrary to the verb,
where the *-n- does not seem particularly motivated, in fovAn it can be as
easily described as in rtowvr) < *k“oi-neh ; that is, as part of -vn < *-neh , a well
known productive suffix. Furthermore, the noun evidently goes back to an
o-grade *g“ol-, as proven by IA BouvAr) and Dor. pwAd. This solution indicates
that fovAouat is a denominative verb, which is acceptable in general, but
seemingly not for Arc. féAopay, since this form does not show any trace of a
nasal suffix. This can be attributed either to Arcadian orthography, or to the
archaicity of the Arcadian verb. We are reluctant to accept that the orthog-
raphy of féAopat hides the true quantity of -o- in the first syllable. In view
of the attested Arcadian forms of d@eiAw (v. section 1.3.3), and the presence
of BoAouat in the Homeric epic, pace CHANTRAINE loc.cit., we believe that
BoAopaut is unsuffixated, thus being older than the other dialectal forms.

The instances of foAopat in Homer show that -o- in foA- is indeed short.
Next to Arc. (?) PwA&, whose first-syllable vowel length indicates a suffix, it
can be claimed that BoAouat had no suffix,”” unlike the other dialectal vari-
ations. A potential form of indicative perfect of poAopat is used by Homer:

55 o-grade is usually ascribed to the influence of the 1.sg.perf. moof¢BovAa (Hom. II. 1.113). Some
sigmatic aorists with an o-grade do exist. SLINGs 1975: 473, however, notes that, as a rule, they
originate from a bisyllabic root ending in *-i.. The same is found in Har0ArsoN 1993: 75%. The
aorist 0-grade in these verbs presupposes a metathesis of *-e- and *-0-, e.g. IE *Kerh - > PGr. *kero- >
“kore- > Gr. éx6geoa. The same is found in LIV s.v. *Kerh_-. Therefore, they are not to be compared
with *gvel-.

5¢ Also against *-s- v. SLINGS 1975: 3ff.

7 Even if fwAd is understood as a dorism, it is highly probable that the suffix would not have
disappeared without trace in foAopat. As already indicated, cf. Arc. cdpnAov. For this to be prov-
en incorrect, different reflections in Arcadian should be posited for *-oln- and *-eln-, which is not
likely. A more complicated alternative would be positing an entirely different suffix for o@eiAw,
but see section 1.3.3.
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kat yao oa KAvtaipvrjotone mooféBovAa
KoLEVING dAdxoU (...)"

‘For I prefer her [Chryseis] to Clytemnestra, my lawful wife (...)" (Trans-

lation mine)

CHANTRAINE 1948: 426 states that moopéPBovAa was formed on the basis
of fovAopat, which is not necessarily correct. There are no significant obsta-
cles to interpreting mpoBéBovAa as an indicative perfect. The aorist, howev-
er, would require us to overcome certain morphological difficulties.?® Since
neoféPovAa is a quadrisyllabic word, it is easy to ascribe -ov- to metrical
lengthening.® Therefore, if this indeed is a perfect indicative, its simplex
would probably be *B¢BoAa. In favor of an o-grade perfect stem we can ob-
serve a certain kind of conservatism in mooféfovAa, which has -ov- < -o-, in-
stead of -v- which should otherwise be expected, according to Cowgill’s Law.
However, VINE 1999: 557 narrows down the general formulation of this law (o
> v between a labial consonant and a resonant) to the instances in which o >v
only if -o- is between a labiovelar consonant and a nasal. If this is correct, then
nooPéPovAa indeed contains an o-grade perfect stem. Accordingly, -oA- of
[BoAopat may have appeared under the influence of the perfect stem. On the
other hand, since the e-grade aorist is seen in some dialects, it indicates, along
with the o-grade perfect, a zero-grade present.®* BoAopat can continue an
original zero-grade present under two tendentious conditions: (1) IE */ > Arc.
oA® and (2) IE ¥/ remains vocalised in *g“/-V-.%3 Alternatively, féAopat might
have simply received its root vocalism under the influence of the o-grade per-
fect. Whichever the solution may be, the Arcadian form plausibly remains
the older than the other forms, and a predecessor of the noun ovAn:% (1)
[BoAopat is the only form with no suffix, (2) as a potential zero-grade it the
only form that certainly avoids the effect of Cowgill’s Law, if we keep in mind
the conclusion of VINE 1999: loc.cit., which, if applied to fovin and Bodropat

s Hom. II. 1.113-114.

59 In theory, it can be assumed that -B£¢fovAa < *g¥e-g“ol-m, or < *g“e-g“[-m, but the athematic end-
ing would be unexpected. It is also unclear whether *-I- or *-m- would be vocalised.

¢ Tt is hard to imagine this form without metrical lenghtening. Cf. *copdtegog > copwteQog.

o Cf. ylyvopou, yéyova, éyevouny and tikto, £texov, tétoka. However, it is to be noted that these verbs,
unlike Bodropar, have reduplicated presents. yiyvopou also has a causative aorist £yewvaunv. One should in
theory be posited for fovAopan as well, but it is unclear if the semantics of the verb allow this.

62 This is fairly certain, since IE *;> Arc. 09, Tet60TavL (= TETAQTNG) < *k“etuy-.

% This is hardly the case, but let us note two precedents: acc.pl. téooagag < *k“etyrns and Boeot.
Bavd (= yuvn)) <*g“peh, (the accent in Greek indicates an IE zero-grade root; -a- in the first sylla-
ble can only be explained by *-p-).

% Pace SLINGs 1975: 8f. The argument that BovAr, if deverbial, could not have acquired its tech-
nical meaning ‘council, counsel” at an early stage in all the dialects is not convincing; fovAr] is
already used by Homer as both ‘will, wish’ and ‘council, counsel” (cf. Hom. II. 1.5. and II. 2.53).
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would most probably disrupt the o-grade. It should, therefore, be assumed
that BovAn and Bovropat retained somehow their root-vocalism.®

It is therefore possible that the same root gave the PGr. verb *g“olomai and
the noun *g“olna, while the verb *¢“olnomai was derived from the noun. Addi-
tionally, both *¢“olnd and *¢*olnomai preserve their root vocalism in analogy to
*g“olomai. The e-grade forms can fit into this frame: (1) the aorist e-grade was
generalised in all tenses, (2) furthermore, they might have also preserved the
formant *-s-, if a sigmatic aorist is to be reconstructed at all. This proposition,
however, also requires a high degree of speculation.

1.3.2 €idéw and eidVw

Greek has two different verbs eiAéw: eiAéw 1 ‘to press together, draw to-
gether, fence in” and eiAéw 2 “to roll, turn, wind, revolve’ (cf. Lat. volvo). Syn-
onymous with the latter is eiAVw ‘to wrap around, envelop, cover’. eidéw is
found in different forms. The Attic dialect shows iAAw and eiAA®.% The Doric
of Elis has FnAéw, while the Doric of Delphi has eidopat. Hesychius notes
améAAery, as an Aeolic word for amokAeterv ‘to shut out’. LIV groups all of
these under two different roots *yel-. The comparison with Skt. vynéti, which
is posited for girém 1 by LIV, and for eidw by DELG and EDG, has been con-
vincingly refuted by LusoTsky 2000: 317, who proved that vynéti continues the
IE root *Hyer-. An IE *-In- is therefore very improbable in all of these verbs.

1.3.3 0peidlw

As is the case of BovAopal, 0¢eidw has no IE cognates. A root *h b'el- is
therefore reconstructed purely on the basis of Greek forms. The dialectal
forms are Aeol. 0@éAAw and Dor. 0pNAw.®” Apart from o@elAw ‘to owe’, one
also finds 0@éAAw ‘to increase’.®® Since the Aeolic dialect formally makes
no distinction between these to verbs, it is unnecessary to reconstruct an io-
ta-present for 0@péAAw “to increase”.®

% We are not certain whether the claim of VINE 1999: 568, that -0AA- not originating form *-oli- is
not affected by Cowgill’s Law, refers also to Lesb. B6AAopat, PoAAd, nor whether it has any
implications regarding the forms with vowel lengthening. As an example -0AA- < *-oln- we only
find 6AAvp, which is not convincing enough. Namely, 6AAvut already has -vopu < *-nh mi, so it
is difficult to imagine that */1 oln- would give *VAA- at the same time.

% Perhaps iAMw < *pi-pA-w. EDG s.v. e¢idéw 1 sees €iAAw as a result of confusion between iAAw
and eidéw.

7 V. footnote 62 for the possible Arc. forms showing -eAA- and -nA-. The Arcadian inscription
IPArk 5 (Tegean, found in Delphi) attests wxpnAov and opeidpact.

% 0péAAw ‘to sweep, broom’ shall not be taken into account here.

 SLINGS 1975: 10.
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There are not direct indications for a nasal present. It can only be posited
if all other possible developments are excluded. EDG s.v. d¢peiAw and SLiNGs
1975: 6 offer the following analogies, étepov : Tépvw and €daxov : ddrvw,
and w@eAov : 0@elAw, in order to reconstruct a nasal present. Their proposi-
tion is not strong enough. On the other hand, the only other possibility, *-Is-,
is even more speculative. The verb d@eiAw simply gives no basis for a *-s-7°
in the present stem. If the lack of better solutions leads one to propose a nasal
present in 0@eiAw, a question arises concerning its nature. There is no noun
like BovAr), which could serve as basis for a nasal suffix. A *-neu-/-nu- present
is out of question. A speculation seems worthwile: perhaps o@eiAw original-
ly continued a zero-grade with a nasal infix, while the present obtained the
e-grade from the aorist. This is however problematic in three ways: (1) against
the root *h_b'elh -, which is necessary in our speculation, one can adduce the
noun 0@eAétng, (2) the only cases of a verb with a nasal infix and an e-grade
in present would be TéAAw and Arc. hapax é00éAAovtec,” (3) if the root was
indeed *h b'elh -, there is no obvious reason why the development *h b'/-neh,-
mi > *d@aAvnutL = *0@dAAw did not take place.

There is reason to consider an IE *-In- in the context of 0¢eiAw, but no sol-
id proof in its favour. If there indeed was a *-n-, cannot be an infix. A further
inquiry regarding the Arcadian forms is also necessary.

2. IE *-In- in Greek nominal flexion
2.11E *-VinV-> Gr. -VAAV-

2.1.1 éAAGg

In view of &Elagog < *h el-p-b"o-s ‘deer’”?, ¢éAAGC ‘deer calf’ gmost certainly
continues *¢Avog < *h el-no-s. EDG s.v. éAAGG sees ‘an Aeolic development’,
probably based on *-In- > -AA-. The word is rare. Homer attests it only once,”
and there is no explicit proof of an Aeolic origin. As is the case of éAagocg,
€AAGG too can have a root-final laryngeal on the basis of Lith. élnis. The recon-
struction is in that case *h elh , -no-.

2.1.2 0aAAog

BaAAGG “green twig, sprout’ is probably derived from 0aAAw. A different

70 The sigmatic aorist oAfoat is of a later date and is derived from the fut.act. 0pAnow.
7 V. footnote 38.

72 V. EDG s.v. éAagoc.

7 Hom. Od. 19.228.
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development is difficult to imagine, since O0axAAdg cannot continue a root-final
laryngeal. This noun, therefore, is not an independent reflex of IE *-In-.

2.1.3 xeAAdg

A gloss of Hesychius meaning povogOaApoc ‘one-eyed’. The comparison
with Skt. kandh and Olr. coll ‘one-eyed’, which would continue the o-grade of
the same root, cannot provide for an IE *-In-. In Skt. -n- < *-In- seems impossi-
ble,” while the Olr. -lI- does not necessarily continue IE *-/n-.

2.1.4 x1AAOg

According to EDG, kiAAdc “grey’ is attested four times, and relatively
late. There is also a derivative kiAAog ‘ass’, which according to Hesychius
also means ’cricket’. A possible connection with xeAawvéc ‘black, dark’, or
with Lat. columba ‘pigeon’, are purely hypothetical. The Latin form, if related,
would not solve the origin of the Gr. geminate, while keAawvdc itself has no
clear etymology. Consequently, KIAAO¢ remains obscure.

2.1.5 kVAA GG

KkoALOg ‘deformed, crippled’ is probably connected to the gloss kedlov
(Hesychius) meaning ‘twisted’. A connection with Skt. kunih ‘lame’ probably
does not exist.”” VINE 1999: 566 reconstructs *k“ol(H)-io-, where the laryngeal
is deleted by Pinault’s Law, while *-olj- > -UAA- in accordance with Cowgill’s
Law. In theory, it is possible to derive the Gr. -AA- from IE *-In-, if we accept
that in *k“ol(H)-no- the laryngeal can be deleted by the Saussure’s Effect. Ad-
ditionally, VINE 1999: 568 would in this case have to be proven wrong; that is,
PGr. *-o0ln- would in fact be affected by Cowgill’s Law and give Gr. -UAA-.76

2.1.6 wAAOV

Hesychius’ gloss wAAGV is defined as ‘trjv to0 Boayxiovog kapmv’ (‘the
place where the hand bends’) which allows a comparison with wAévn “el-
bow’. wAévn is compared with IE words for elbow, all of which continue an
old n-stem:77 Lat. ulna, OHG ell, Olr. uilen. Greek also has the form wAnv,

7+ KEWA s.v. kandh. Skt. reflects IE *-In- as -rn-, cf. vrnoti, varnah.

75 KEWA s.v. kunih supposes a non-IE origin. If kvAAGG and keAAdg are indeed related to Skt.
kunih and kapdh they would show two examples of Skt. n <IE *In, if such a development is even
possible.

76 V. footnote 65.

77 The nasal stem seems to be an innovation of certain languages. The Baltic and Slavic cognates
(e.g. Lith. tiolektis, OCS lakvtv) show an older formation, v. LuBoTsky 1990: 131f.
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-évog (Suda), which is probably younger (perhaps analogical to avx1v, -évog
‘neck’). In view of the adduced IE cognates, wAAOV < *wAvov < *h}eHl—no— can
be reconstructed.

2.2 IE *-VInV-> Gr. -VAV-/ -VAAV-

In this group we find two kinds of words — those that, like BovAr}, show a
lengthened vowel in front of -A- in alternance with -AA- and those that have
only one of the two outcomes of IE *VInV. For fovAn] v. section 1.3.1.

2.2.1 aAng

aAng ‘thronged, crowded’ (initial &-) also has two variations: Aeol. doAA1Ic
and the hapax aeAAnc.7”® All of these belong to the root *uel- (cf. eiAéw). On
those grounds &oAArg and aeAAr|g should confirm preforms with a digam-
ma — *AroAATG, *apeAANc. The aspiration of aArnc is not certain, but changes
nothing regarding our inquiry. To encompass &Arjc and &oAAr|g, we can re-
construct *sm-y/-n-, although doAArc might also continue an o-grade. deAAr|g
certainly requires an e-grade. DELG considers that aAnc could be derived
from an unattested noun *réA-vog ‘crowd’ (cf. €0vog, ounvoc), which would
then explain the *-n- in *sjp-y/-n-. In view of the vowel lengthening in the IA
form, *-i- is impossible, while *-s- has no obvious motivation. Even so, the
suggested etymology remains speculative. One should also have in mind the
lack of IE cognates.

2.2.2 ¢E0VAY)

€EovAn is an Attic legal term meaning ‘ejectment, dispossession’, with no
apparent etymology. An earlier *éxpoA-va has been suggested,” which fur-
ther leads to the root * yel-, or, more precisely, to its o-grade. This makes sense
semantically. One of the meanings of the verb ¢iAéw, a derivative of the root
*uel-, is indeed ‘to fence in’. It therefore seems reasonable, as supposed by
DELG, that é£0vAn] is a verbal noun of an unattested *ék-reAvéw ‘eject’. In this
regard, note the resemblance with 3ovAr|. An existence of an IE *-In-, howev-
er, is not directly proven. On the other hand, there is no apparent alternative.

2.2.3 peiAxog

The adjective peidtyog “soft, mild, friendly’ is attested already in Homer

7 Hom. II. 3.13: kovioaAog aeAArg “thick cloud’.
79 V. DELG and EDG s.v. €é£0vAn.
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and Hesiod. The Doric material points to unA-, and the Aeolic to peAA-. This
can lead us to reconstruct *peA-v-, but, much like in the case of o@eiAw, con-
fusion is produced by Arcadian derivatives MeAiyiwi®* and Mewlixwv.®* The
inscription of the former is lost.®> On the other hand, MelAixwv resembles
opeArjuaot. Equally problematic are comparisons with other IE forms, such
as Lat. mel “honey’ and Lith. maléné ‘mercy’. An *-In- in this case is therefore
improvable.

2.2.4 oVAN

ool is attested in the Odyssey, but not in the Iliad. It means ‘scarred
wound, scar’ and is connected to the root *yelh}—, cf. Lat. vulnus “‘wound’, Olr.
fuil ‘blood’. This root also gave Lat. vellé ‘to pull out’, Hitt. yalh-* ‘to hit’ and
Gr. aAiokopat, aor. édAwv ‘to be caught’. None of these reveal the formation
of 0LAT|. A possible reconstruction is *uolh -neh - > 0UAT| (cf. €£0VAT, BovAn),
if one accepts the deletion of *-i - in the position *-0RHC-, according to the
Saussure’s Effect. However, since the latter phenomenon is not widely accept-
ed, we are inclined to offer an alternative. VAN Beek 2011: 163 concludes that
the forms showing the deletion of the laryngeal in *-0RHC- share three traits:
(1) a nasal suffix, (2) the *-R- in the formula is always a liquid, (3) the suffix is
always -CV-. o0AY fits in perfectly. An IE *-In- in this case is quite probably.

In spite of this, one alternative cannot be completely discarded, although it
strikes us as somewhat more difficult: the suffix *-ueh,. If *uolh -uch, is the cor-
rect etymology, then the compensatory lengthening is Ionic, but certainly not
Attic (cf. Att. 6on, Ion. koven < PGr. *korwi); additionally, we would need to
accept that the Ionic form expanded into the Attic dialect.

2.2.5 ovAog

The adjective 00Aog “crinkly, woolly” is attested in Homer. The connection
with Afjvog ‘wool” from the root *uelh - is semantically attractive, but it is pos-
sible to group ovAoc with eiAéw 2 “to roll, turn’ from the root *uel-. In the first
case, oVAOC < *wolh -no-,» while *-h - is regularly deleted, as in 0UA1).? In the

2 JGV, 2 90.

5IGV, 238.

82 SLINGS 1975:14.

% *h - is sometimes reconstructed in the initial position, but we have excluded it here, since it only
serves to explain Hitt. sulana-. According to EDH s.v. hulana-, it may be of Hurrian origin. It is also
phonologically problematic, since IE *-Ih_- > Hitt. -II-, while here *h_ulh - would need to give hula-.)
% Cf. van Beek 2011: 138 does not comment upon the loss of *-k -, probably since he does not con-
sider that o0Aog and Afjvog are necessarily related. VINE 1999: 563 is in favour of the nasal suffix
and the Saussure’s Effect in ovAog and ovAr.
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other case, ov\og < *uol-no-.

0VAog is not a reliable example of an IE *-In- in Greek, since both cases
present an alternative formation: *wol-uo-. If *-y- caused the compensatory
lengthening, then, as o0AY), 000G is to be considered as an exclusively Ionic
form.

2.2.6 oTNAn

Apart from IA otAn, we know of Dor. otdAa and Thess. otdAAa. On the
basis of these forms one might reconstruct a preform *steh [-. Alternatively, a
connection with 0téAAw “to put in order’ and the IE root *stel- is possible. For
IA, the latter option would require a development *st/-neh > *stal-na > *stala>
otAn, and the former *steh [-neh > *stal-na > *stala> otAn. The preform *st/-
neh, has the advantage of encompassing all three attested variations of the
noun. It also has a convenient cognate in the form of the OHG noun stollo
‘scaffold’.

3. Conclusion

Not counting miAvapai, the Greek material can be sorted in two groups:
(i) forms showing gemination, and (ii) forms showing vowel lengthening in
front of the IE *-I-. The group (ii) is particularly problematic, lacking reliable
IE etymologies that could confirm *-In-. Apart from Arc. édéAAovtec, the
group (i) has no dialectal forms, while the verbs of this group always have a
nasal infix in the present stem. In the nominal flection, the nasal is always part
of a suffix. In the group (ii) most of the forms have different dialectal reflec-
tions of *-In-, while the *-n-, if it exists, is always a suffix. In order to explain
these differences, the most reliable forms of each group should be singled out.

The most reliable nouns of group (i) are éAAd¢ and wAAGV, on grounds
of their comparative material. As for the verbs, 0dAAw and 0AAvpL are the
reliable sources of IE *-In- in this group. We regard as partially reliable all the
other verbs of group (i). All of them, with the exception of MdAAw, have at
least one IE cognate for which a nasal present can reasonably be posited.

It is difficult to determine whether group (ii) contains any plausible reflec-
tions of *-In-, apart from otAn. The following forms we consider to be par-
tially reliable: &Arg, fovAr), and ££ovAT), since in their cases all other sources
of vowel lengthening can be excluded.® To this we add, in spite of the confu-
sion caused by Arcadian forms, the verb fovAopat, since its nasal suffix could

% oUAT) and ovAog are excluded here, since they might continue the suffix *-yo-.
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have originated from ovAy, and d¢eilw, since all possibilities other than the
nasal suffix seem rather difficult. A nasal suffix is thus posited for practically
all of these examples. Its existence is indicated by the geminate -AA- present
in dialectal forms of the etymologies of group (ii), which, according to the
evidence of group (i), can indeed continue an IE *-In-.

It is worth noting that the gemination exists in both groups. However, the
one in O&AAw and 6AAvuL could not have taken place at the same time as
Aeol. BoAAouat and 0@éAAw, in view of the IA forms fovAopat and o@eiAw.
While 0dAAw, with significant hesitation, can be attributed to the Aeolic di-
alect,® the rest of the -aAAw verbs cannot. In the same way 6AAvp could,
in theory, be of Aeolic origin. But, in this case one would deal with Aeolic
loanwords in Ionic-Attic, which is all the more improbable in view of an alter-
native solution. Group (ii) probably reflects an older state, since the gemina-
tion *-In- > -AA- exists alongside vowel lengthening across the Greek dialects,
while in group (i) the gemination is the only known development. Further-
more, 0&AAw and other (potential) nasal -aAAw preserved the *n longer than
those in group (ii), by means of analogy to k&pvw or dakvw.®” For téAAw cf.
Téuvw. A similar analogy to the -vuui verbs, would have preserved the *n
in 6AAvpL On the other hand, such an analogy did not affect fovAopat and
o@elAw. Their nasal present is not of the same origin, nor formation, as the
one of 0&AAw and 6AAvuL Rather, one should seen in them thematic verbs
with a nasal suffix. In ovAopau such a suffix is derived from the noun, while
in 0@elAw it has no clear source. As such, these verbs did not belong to any
larger group of morphologically similar verbs. Consequently, no analogy
could have preserved their nasal suffixes.

It is tempting to apply the same interpretation to the nouns of group (i),
but this would also open a new question. What is the difference between
€AAGc and wWAAOV on one side, and ovAr] and ¢£ovAr] on the other? It is
possible, in principle, that éAAGc and wAAGV have kept their nasal suffixes
longer than BovAn and ¢£ovAr). However, both -vo- and -vn- are quite pro-
ductive in Greek. There is no apparent reason as to why the analogy would
affect only one of the two. But the following facts are worth pointing out: (1)
if they reflect *-In-, all of the forms of the nominal flexion in group (i), apart
from keAAdg, show the suffix *-no-, (2) in group (ii) all of the nominal flexion,
except ovAog and petAtyog, shows the suffix *-neh -, (3) the sequence *-VI-
neh - is never reflected exclusively as -VAA&-/-VAAn-. Therefore, according to

8 If the root had a vocalised *-h_- instead of a vocalised *-I-, then, strictly speaking, n Aeolic origin
cannot be discarded completely. The same is possible for a nasal present in cQAAAw.
% A similar development is seen in &évvupy, cf. the older etvopt < *yes-nu-mi.
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the available material, it is possible to claim that IE *-VI-neh - > IA -VAn-, Dor.
-VAa-, Aeol. -VAAa- regularly.

If it continues an IE *-In-, the form oVAog contradicts the supposed de-
velopment of *-VI-neh -. Also, no explanation is provided for peiAtyog and
KeAAAc. On the other hand, o0Aoc¢ can be understood as a Ion. form with the
suffix *-yo-. keAA&g most probably has no IE etymology. A lack of IE etymol-
ogy is also possible for peiAtxog, whose nasal, if it existed, must have been
part of a suffix, the nature of which remains obscure. It also must be admitted
that there seems to be no particular phonetical motivation for the mentioned
reflections of *-VI-neh - in Greek.

Abbreviations:
* — reconstructed form
> —"yields’
< —‘comes from’

= —‘yields by derivation’

C — consonant
H - laryngeal
R — resonant

V - vowel

Aeol. — Aeolic
Alb. — Albanian
Arc. — Arcadian
Arm. — Armenian
Att. — Attic

Boeot. — Boeotian
Dor. — Doric

Gr. — Greek
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Hitt. — Hittite

TA - Ionic-Attic

IE — Indo-European

Ton. — Ionic

Lat. — Latin

Lesb. — Lesbian

Lith. — Lithuanian

MW - Middle Welsh

OCS - Old Church Slavonic
OHG - Old High German
Olr. - Old Irish

PAIb. — Proto-Albanian
PCelt. — Proto-Celtic

PGr. — Proto-Greek

PHitt. — Proto-Hittite

Skt. — Sanskrit

SIn. — Slovenian

Thess. - Thessalian

YAv. — Young Avestan
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Pa3Boj MHAOEBPOIICKOT *[11 y A€ KCUMYIKOM
Hacaeby rp4ykor jesuka

Ancmpakm: /Ba ce oapasa ue. rpy1e *In yraaBHOM IIpero3Hajy y IpIKoM
jesuxy: acummaanuja *-In- y -AA-, 04HOCHO ay>Keme BOKaaa ucmpes *-1-,
y3pOKOBaHO ryouTtKoM *-n-. ITpeasaske ce ITOHOBHU IIperae/, peAeBaHTHOT
TPYKOT MaTepujaja.

Kawyune petu: TpaKy, IpoTO-MHAOEBPOIICKY, €TUMOAOTHja, Ha3aAHM CyPUKC.
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