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10. The reflex of 4 in lonic-Attic and in the other
dialects

In this chapter, | will discuss the developmenttbé lateral liquid in interconsonantal
position, still keeping in mind the early vocalimat to -wA- in some environments (e.g. in
front of a laryngeal, section 1.2). It is beyondibdbthat the Proto-lonic reflex of asa-
colored. Upon the traditional view, the regularcmume is xa-; the aim of this chapter is to
examine whetheroA- can really be excluded. In general, there is mash evidence than for
*r, which makes it difficult to draw a definite conslon. Many potential examples appear to
be inconclusive for various reasons: the etymoliggyot compelling (section 10.1), the form
may have levelled the slot of the full grade (s@tti0.2), or it does not contain the direct,
regular reflex of ¥ for another reason (section 10.3). There are arfBw possible pieces of
evidence (section 10.4). The evidence for a spewaealization of ¥ in front of a nasal is
treated in section 10.5.

10.1 Unknown, doubtful, or uncertain etymologies

Since the etymology of the following words is ddubor unknown, they will be left out of
considerationtipAactov ‘curved poop of a ship’ll(, Hdt.), yAduwv, yAapvpog ‘blear-eyed’
(com.), BéAne ‘to heat’ Od.+), xéinn ‘trot’ (Paus., Plu.)xAadapdc ‘weak, handicapped’
(late), AaE adv. ‘with the heel’ (Hom.+amopoc ‘slack, hollow’ (Hp. Arist.),Aandpn ‘flank
of the body' (l.+), mhadapog ‘humid, damp, weak, flaccid’ (Hp., A. R.xladdw ‘to be
flaccid’ (Hp.+) pradelv them. aor. ‘to be rent’ (hapax, &hoe 28), pAdw» ‘to bruise, crush’
(Pi.+). For a discussion of these words, | refah®etymological dictionaries.

The following middle pf. formations are analogiaakations on the basis of other
stems with a full gradeini ... ététaito (2x Hom.), mid. pf. oEmtélio ‘to enjoin sth. on
sbd., give a command to sbd&groiuon (Scut, A., Hdt.+), mid. pf. ofctédio ‘to prepare,
equip’. Note thatté\lo etymologically belongs to a root ending in a laygal, *telh- ‘to
carry’ (for émtélo, cf. G.auftrager).

For other words that have been reconstructed witth&re are important reasons to
doubt the reconstruction. | will discuss these sasealphabetical order.

A probable substrate word is Asblaka ‘furrow’ (Hes., Pi.+),dAioxa (trag.), ik
(Hom.)*° The traditional etymology (see Frisk s#ho&, LIV? s.v. *huelk-) derives these
words from the root underlying Lithvilkti, 1s.velki‘to draw’, OCS 1svléko ‘to drag’, Av.
varak- ‘to draw’, which was reconstructed by Schindl#872) as tyuelk- (with *hy-) on the
evidence of the Greek substantive. Assuming thah H&uca continues &poika, it has been
derived, together withtioka, from an ablauting paradigm PGr. Aawolk-m Gs. *awlk-0s
But even if this is granted, it would remain uncledny dloxa (if with “Aeolic” vocalization
-A0-) has no trace of digamma, as in Hamilavpivog: to assume a reshaping afohk- to
drok- (see Frisk I.c.) id hoc Moreover, there are other dialectal by-forms k& svldxo
and glosses such asidaya, 6Aokeg (Hsch.). It is not possible, therefore, to redtiee Greek
forms to one proto-form. BeekeSPG q.v.) concludes, probably rightly, that the wasdPire-
Greek.

The sound wordAayyn ‘piercing sound, cry’l{(.+), root noun DskAayyi (Ibyc.), with
a derived verb (presidlo < *klang-ie/o-, aor.xhayéar) may well be onomatopoeic, and it
would be unwise to build any hypothesis on it. Ickdngere‘to cry’ (pres. only) and the Gm.

149The Ns. is not attested in Archaic and Classicak®.
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group of ONhlakka'‘id.” have been compared, but if the group is oatopoeic, it is better to
depart from an original form witha*than from a pre-form with|***° Within Greek, another
old form of the verb is the intensive perfeékinya (Hom.+), and the them. aodiayeiv (B.,
E.) may have been secondarily derived from it. ddively, this could point to a root
*klehpyg- with a secondary (presentic?) origin of the nasal

The substantive&iadoc (m.) ‘branch’ (lon.-Att., also attested as a tstem and in
isolated forms as a root nowhao-) has been compared with the Germanic group ofa@i\
OE holt (n.) ‘wood; forest’, and reconstructed as PIgd*o-. Although the formations are
compatible and the meanings are highly similais #tymology does not seem certain. The
comparison withkpadn ‘branch’, kpaddawm ‘to swing’ (BeekesEDG s.v. kAddoc) deserves
consideration. As Beekes remarks, “... it may bededal that all [Germanic and Greek]
forms can be derived fromkido-, sincexiadoc can also be connected within Greek with
Kpadaw, which points to an interchangé. and therefore to substrate origin”. For this reaso
it is better not to includeradoc among the prime evidend&?

The adjective dciog means ‘hairy, shaggy (of animals, of the humansphe
overgrown, wooded (of land)’li(+), and occurs in the compoudcioynv ‘with hairy
neck’ (. Merc.)."**2 The first meaning is matched in Celtic (Cfslt ‘hair’ < PCIt. *wolto-),
the second in Germanic (®/ald OEweald< *wéltu).**** If Adoioc were to be derived from
a PIE *wlt-o-, we would only have a root etymology. Moreoveroter word for ‘hair’ is
*wolko-, attested in Sktvalsa- ‘sprout, twig’, Av. varssa ‘hair (on the head)’, Ruvélos
‘hair’, etc*** One of the rootswolt- and *wolk- may have influenced the other, and it does
not seem wise to try and reconstruct the proto-fofiiciog as *wjt-io-.

The substantiva.ayvn ‘frizzy or curly hair’ (e.g. of a sheep’s fleece the human
chest), traditionally reconstructed aslk-sna- (Pokorny s.v. tiel- 4). Even if a root giolk-
‘hair’ is indeed attested in Balto-Slavic (e.g. Radlos ‘hair’, volokné ‘fibre’) and Indo-
Iranian (e.g. Vedvalsa- ‘sprout, twig’), the lack of precise cognate fotmoas is disturbing
(see also oido10¢).

Another feasible, inner-Greek connection existdiite adjective (fem. only)ayeia
‘wooded, hairy’ (Hom.), as a first memberlayb-piotog ‘with a hairy rind’ (v.l. in Nic.Al.
269), and perhaps withupilayaive ‘to weed’ (Od.). The etymology of this second group has
been extensively discussed by de Lamberterie (19990: 732-42). He plausibly compared
Aoyoc ‘ambush’ < *'bush, thicket’; moreover, he compared in Adyvn with the suffix vo-
found in Oauvog ‘thicket’ and in mukvog ‘densely grown’. Against the traditional
reconstruction wlk-sn4-, he argues that an initial digamma is excludedth®y Homeric
attestations (1990: 733). It is impossible to retarct a common PIE pre-form on the basis
of the Greek evidence, which points to a raag- / hoy- (1990: 741-2). Thus, until more
specific arguments are fouridiyvn cannot be counted among the evidence for *

The adjectiveporboxog ‘soft, mild, weak’ is often compared with the Gemic
adjective for ‘mild’, found e.g. in OHGmilti, Goth. unmildjai. A by-form poéAfaxog is
attested in Lesbian poetry (Alcaeus). It is supgddeebe related taaAr06n (Hippon., Crat., S.),
alsoparda (Ar. fr. 157), which is a technical term for a mixturevadx and pitch used for
caulking ships, but which also more generally méaag’ (S. Ichn. 140), and could therefore

130 For an extensive discussion of this group, cfhyif1983: 41-48).

1510680 may have been connected with the o, aor. kidoar ‘to break’ in Greek by folk etymology, as
‘that which is pruned’. But it cannot be etymolagly related, because the verb is attested in Hasatlov,
inf. -k\av < PGr. klaie/o-

1152 Blanc PELG Supp. q.v., following a suggestion of Bader) digtiishes\dotog ‘hairy’ from Adotog ‘willing’

in the formulakdciov «ijp, a formal term of address preceded by the gendiva PN (I. 2.851 and 16.554),
which would originally mean ‘strong-willed hearflowever, his etymological reconstructions are uaités

153 For these, and possible Slavic cognatesGied, DELG andEDG s.v. Adotoc.

1541 Slavic, the root is also found in depalatalifedn before the suffixno- (Ru.volokné‘fibre’, etc.).
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be derived from *'soft stuff’, cf. also Suda snar6n. There is further the noupdAbwv
(ascribed to Socrates in Stobaeus 4.15.16), denatitsofty” as opposed tépydatng in the
sense of a hard-working man.

The meanings attested fpoAbokoc are diverse. When it modifies object nouns, we
find it referring to soft soil, cushions, skin, li® etc. But more often, the word is used
metaphorically, either negatively (cowardly warsioetc.) or positively (soothing words, mild
sleep, etc.). It is possible that the endingaifaxog (which acc. td_-SJs.v. is a poetic word)
was influenced byaiaxog (the prose word). It is unclear, however, whichrfation should
be reconstructed for the adjective, and whethecdmeparison with Gmc.mild- is pertinent.
Moreover, it is not obvious at all that the diaddifference lonpoi0axdc ~ Lesb.udéibaxog
goes back to a zero grade root: compare the daldistribution ofkabapog ~ kobapdg (see
section 9.4).

The adjectiveriayog (Pi.+) ‘athwart, oblique, sideways’, substantivizasta Tidylo
‘the flanks’, of the body but especially of an arfiidt., Th.+), has no good IE etymology. It
is perhaps to be connected with the robdyy- ‘go astray’ inmAalw, miayybn; see below.
Hom. ékraylog ‘terrible, outrageous’, if from plaglo-, may belong here, too. The post-Hom.
meaning ‘wondrous, amazing’ (Pi., trag.#rayAéopuar (Hdt.+) ‘be struck with amazement’,
may be older and the Homeric use due to semarmaching.

The verbrialw, énhayydn (rootmiayy-) means ‘to turn sth. away from, thwart, make
deviate’ in the active voice, and ‘to go astrayyvara wander’ in the middle. It is clearly the
epic and poetic synonym of the prose fathavaopor. Frisk compares Laplang (planxi,
planctug ‘to beat, strike; mourn’, assuming that the Grewkaning ‘to drive astray’
developed from ‘to beat off track'>®> However, the Greek comparandum to l@angs and
Goth. faiflokunis clearlyminoow, nAfEat, mAnyfvar, with same the duality of meanings, ‘to
beat’ and ‘to beat the chest, mourn’. Frisk ex@aihe root-internal nasal afAdyybn as
deriving from the present stem, but there are eargbarallels for this process within Greek.
Moreover, the nasal disappeared by regular souadgehin the presemf.alw, so that the
root was simplyriayy-. There is also a semantic gap between ‘to beat’ ‘b go astray’.
Therefore, this etymology has litle to recommensdlit | suspect that the interchange between
the roots plang (émAayyOn), plag- (mhaywog ‘athwart’), and plak- (Class. aumloxeiy,
auprokeiv ‘to err’) points to a substrate oright’

m\a€, -xoc (S., E.+) ‘flat surface (of the sea, the flankflat top of a mountain, etc.)’
has been compared with a North Germanic word fafase’, ONfleer (f.pl.) ‘rocky plateau’
< PGm. flahiz (root noun), sgflo < PGm. flahs (secondaryi-stem), and with a Baltic word
for ‘flat’, Latv. plakt ‘to become flat, diminish, etc.’, Lithplakti ‘to beat’, plakanas‘flat’.
This comparison is possible only if we assume dbt#@ in a PIE root noun pi(o)k-
‘surface’. This example must remain uncertain, hevesincerids is not attested in Homer
and frequent in Greek toponyms: cf. ffigéxa in downtown Athens, and the mountain name
IMhaxog (I.). Substrate origin cannot be excluded.

The verbridcow ‘to shape, provide with a form, = Ldingo' (Hes.+), withmloaotog
‘kneaded’, has no clear etymology. The root propa&pided in 6-, in view of the compounds
in -mAdBog ‘-maker’ (PI., Isoc.). Within Greek, a connectiafith tAa6avov ‘cake mould’ is
possible, but not certain; this form could contidi@ instrument suffixevov.

155 This comparison was recently accepted by de VEBL6.V.).

1156 5ee BeekesEDG s.vwv. aumhakiokem, mAdytoc, andmiélm), who takes over my suggestion to reconstruct a
Pre-Greek verbal root(#)"pla’k- on the basis of these comparisons. | have alladednlévn ‘errand’ in the
comparison, assuming a root-final nasal velar,*but this is much more hypothetical.
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10.2 Cases ofka- and -ui- influenced by a full grade form

The outcome of a number of forms withprovides evidence for the color of the anaptyctic
vowel, but not necessarily for its place, becaheeftll grade slot may have been introduced
in the vocalized zero grade. An adjectival r@bt- is found in the following forms:

(1) érmoinvoc ‘cheerful, happy' (SJ, only in Pi.Pyth 8.84,10ic olte voctog Opudg
gmaAmvog (...) kpifn “for whom no homecoming as happy as yours wasdeelf...)".

(2) the superlativéinvictoc, only attested in the scholia to FBithm 5.12, where the
mss. have the corrupt (while unmetrical) foffvéimotoc. The passage reads: “there are
truly two things alone that foster the finest swest gwtov ... tov dAnviotov) of life in
blossoming prosperity: (...)". Wackernagel (1910) gegjed to correct the form édmotoc.
This form is indeed found in Aeschyluddrs 982), where it was traditionally interpreted as a
proper naméAimotoc, carried by a high-ranking Persian officer wha#led “eye” of the
King. In his edition of thd>ersage West proposes to readid’ dimictov, with the appellative
that is missing in the Pindaric passage. This sedtreactive, because Pindati®tov ... tov
“gAmvictov is mirrored in the Aeschylean passafepody tov dmtov, TOV GOV ToTOV TavT
OPOOALOVY, pupia popio Tepmactay, Batavadyov naid dimotov (...).°" The forméimvictov
must then probably be ascribed to an attempt byctheliasts to relate the forémicrtov to
EMAATVOG,.

(3) apmaréoc ‘desirable’ d.), with dissimilation and with folk-etymological
aspiration taken frompralm ‘to rob, snatch away’. The meaning may have baeéinenced
by that ofaprdlw already in Homer, wher@mraAiéog occurs three time<(d. 6.250, 14.110
as in adv. inéec, andOd. 8.164 as an adj‘}*® The older meaning ‘desirable’ is clear in the
last-mentioned passage. Moreover, the gléssoiéov: dyamntov ‘cherished, adorable’
(Hsch.) attests the undissimilated form.

As for the etymology of these adjectival formasitommonly accepted that they have
a zero grade root correspondingi@opon ‘to hope for, desire*>>° The only possible cognate
of &mopar is Lat. volup (adv.) ‘with pleasure’, which excellently fits theeaning of
aproréoc.t*®° This reconstruction implies th&toAnvoc is an Epic or lonic word, because one
would normally expect a reflex of the word-initdipamma in Pindar. Loss of digamma also
has to be assumed faproiéoc in Od. 8.164. The added prefik- is also attested in the
compounded verlEmérlmopor ‘to hope for' (Hom.), énédmoponr (A.), and in éniekntog
(Archil.).

It seems likely that the positive form witlo- was created secondarily beside an
adjective in eAéoc: cf. especiallyouepdvoc ‘terrible’ ~ ocuepdaréog ‘id.” (note the quasi-

157 schmitt (1978) already remarked ti@kmiotog cannot be a genuine Iranian name, but this isjudged
decisive by Garvie (ad loc.), since more “Iraniaxdmes were made up by Aeschylus in this tragedwi&a
discusses the relative merits of the competing thgses.

1158 The meaning given in thefgrE is ‘erwiinscht, angenehm’ (adj.), ‘freudig, gerady.). The etymological
connection withénainvog and éAmvictog is accepted there, because it is favored by ttestat inner-Greek
semantic development épraréoc. On the other hand, “... mit einer aus der antikgynt®logie gewonnenen
Bedeutunggierig (Adv.) oderzu erraffend, erraft, rAuberiscfAdj.) zu rechnen (...) ist an keiner Stelle nétig.
Auch nachhomerisch tritiproléog zunachst noch in der etymologisch richtigen Bedlegitauf (...), daher ist
wahrscheinlich, dass die anfanglich sich nur beimv.Afindende Bedeutung heftig (...) auf falscher
Interpretation von besonde®sl. 6.250 beruht, wo der Zusammenhang eine Umdeudieggnstigt.”

159 DELG: “groupe archaique altéré ensuite par I'étymolquiulaire”. BeekesHDG s.v. éAnviotog) writes
that “It is doubtful to interpreiln- as *¥oain-, a zero grade ofpEAn- in EAnopon, éanig (for wouldn’t one expect
*rhom-?).” This objection to the traditional etymologgircnow be effectively answered by assuming éfat
replaces olderwelp-.

11901t is possible that the original meaning of thetris preserved better ifproAéoc than in&\mopor; the
meaning ‘to expect, hope’ may have arisen in thddhai present, which frequently developed desiderati
meaning in Greek (cf. futures of the tyf#®uai). Lat. volupis reconstructed asiglp-i- (de Vaan 2008 s.v.), the
same formation as GéAmic.
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opposite meaning oéproiéog), post-Hom.ioyxvoc ‘withered, thin, lean’ ~ Hom. hapax
ioyaréoc ‘withered, dry’*% We are left, then, with a well-paralleled schemealp-aléo-:
*walp-isto- The superlative replaces an earlier full gradenféwelp-isto-(see section 4.1.3)
after the positive with walp-. Since the adjectives imkéog may replace older ablauting
stem adjectives (section 4.2.2), the refl@valp- can be explained as followsw&lp-u; *wlp-
ew- > *welp-u; *wlap-éw->> *welpu; *walpéw->> *walpu- *walpéw- For this reason,
apraréog anddimotoc cannot be used as evidence for a regular chargevi-.

An Eastern lonic by-form ofA®docca ‘tongue’ isyhdcoa, attested in late literary lonic
in Herodas (a Hellenistic,3c. mimographer who imitated the language of HigpdnThe
authenticity ofyldooa is guaranteed by its occurrence in inscriptionsnfiAsia Minor, where
it denotes the tongue as a part of a sacrificednhalnilt seems, then, thal.dcoa was
preserved besidgu@ooa in Eastern lonic because of its semantic speai@tia. It is possible
thatyhdcoa continues the original form of the motional fernieli*dolkh-ja, which was derived
from the weak stem of a root noudlsg™, *dolgh- reflected inyAdyec ‘beard of corn’ Scut,
cf. Hom.yAwoyic ‘barb of an arrow’). Subsequentlyjpdoca may have been reshaped, under
the influence offAdyec or yhwyic, to yAdooa, which was the only form to survive in Classical
Attic.'**? It cannot be excluded that the outcorhe-4n yAdooo < *dIk™-ia was influenced by
the vowel slot of cognate words likgayeg or yAwyic. Therefore, Eastern loniddooa is not
a certain example for the regular development ah Tonic-Attic.

There are two compounded forms wittAex-. Hom. dimhog is attested as an adjective
‘double-layered’ indimhaxkt dnud ‘[wrapped] in a double layer of fatll( 23.243 and 253, in
the funeral ceremony for Patroklos), and as a ankge in dirhako mopeupénv ‘purple
mantle’ (I. 3.126, 22.4410d. 19.241)'°® Furthermore, the hapaspiniox- describes the
“threefold” rim of the shield of Achilles (only idl. 18.479-80dvtuyo Balie @ogwvnv
tpimhoka pappopény).te

It is attractive to derive the second membetoix- from the root oftiékm ‘to plait,
twine’ (PIE *plek-), and to compare the identical formation of lchtplex‘twofold’ (de Vaan
EDL s.v. plex BeekesEDG s.v.dinha). Semantically, the use of ‘-fold’ in Germanic ef$
a good parallel. It is possible théittAaxt dnu@d preserves the original meaning ‘two-fold,
wrapped twice’, and that in the substantivizati@inloko mopeupény, -mhak- originally
qualified the kind of thread from which it was magtevined twice” vel sim.}® It is
noteworthy that the Latin form points to a full deasecond membergiek-. This could mean
either that Latin introduced the full grade fronetkerb plect, -plico), or that shok-
replaces earlierek- in Greek. In any case, the presence of the ®&fhw forbids us to use
dimhax- and tpimhok- as compelling evidence folw-, rather than oi-, as the regular
outcome of ¥ in Proto-lonic.

The adjectiveriatic ‘broad; flat’ is quoted as a prime example for dexelopment of
*| in almost every manual. Its forms of comparisor @nalogical f\atdtepog and

181 Other adjectives invé- may also be secondary: hapsodnvog ‘glistering, gleaming’ . 14.351, ~otikfo
‘glean’), épenvog ‘dark, gloomy’ (~é&pefog ‘underworld, darkness’), and in PindBelrvotepog ‘warmer’
(6dAnmo ‘to heat’). A very frequent form isepmvog; since the root otépmopor has no other positivegprvoc
probably underlies the rarer formsinvog, Enodmvoc, Oodmvoc.

11621 section 4.1, | have suggested that the motierainine ofu-stem adjectives may have been derived by
adding the forms of the motional suffix directlyttee ablautingstemforms of the masculine. It is possible, then,
that a paradigm Nsdtok™ia, Gs. dlk™ias yielded NsyAdooca, Gs. *¥raooiic (Whence a new NgAdooa after
semantic specialization).

11831t s to be noted that the dictionary nominativenfissimia& andtpiniaé are unattested.

184 The precise meaning of the triple rim is disputgfdthe commentary by Kirk et al. ad loc.

185 | reject the thesis, defended in Frisk SSinhof, that this is a compound with second membéue-
‘surface’. See there for further literature on thisrd.
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-taroc).'*% The adjective is also attested in Lesbian poetkyiy Alc. fr. 74). Other forms
attested in Greek aréatapmv ‘flat stone or object’ midrog ‘breadth, width; plane surface’
(Cypr. fr. 1.2, Simon., Hdt.+), and adjectives ifatrc (X., Th., Arist.)}**” The old form of
the motional feminine is probably reflected in tteponym ITAdroia. But whether the
outcome of vocalized|*was Aa- or -oA-, the original paradigmpieth-u-, *plth,-eu- would
have been leveled out pkatu-, *platew anyway. After this, the stem fornpfat- spread to
all other derivatives. Thereforghatog offers no clues about the regular outcomelof *

The collective formatiomnAdyyva ‘entrails, viscera’ (Hom.+) is clearly relatedAo.
Sprazan- (m.) ‘spleen’, Nssproza and to Lith.bluznis‘id.’, and within Greek toominv
‘spleen’ (l.+). The difficulty to reconstruct a PIE pre-formn the basis of these and other
related terms for the spleen is well-known: “DaeeiRekonstruktion im einzelnen nicht
maoglich ist, missen wir uns auch fitArv und das davon nicht zu trennende.ayyvao auf
blosse Vermutungen beschranken” (Frisk, g.v.). Greenv has no trace of a root-final
velar, which is mostly assumed to be due to taticaieformations®® The orhayyvo refer
to a collection of innards, “especially heart, langiver, kidneys, which in sacrifices were
reserved to be eaten by the sacrificers at thenhetwy of their feast”l(SJ). In Frisk’'s view,
omhayyvo stands for earlier dnhayva, with a secondary internal nasal® The collective
would reflect a PIE “Transponat”smg?h-n-m, but is probably not old: the comparative
evidence points to a specific denomination of thkeen, so to an original singular form.
Therefore omiayyva was probably derived from the weak stem of the pPdEadigm, e.g. Gs.
*splg-n-6s and is likely to contain a regular vocalizatian-ta-.**"° There is no particular
reason to assume that the vowel slos®fayyve was influenced by that eftiqv.**"* On the
other hand, it would be unwise to base our conctugin omhdyyva, because most of its
cognates in other IE languages have undergonaileedeformations.

10.3 The pre-form did not necessarily contain*
10.3.1prapopar, pramTe

The paradigm opianto ‘to hinder, impede; bend off, misleadt.¢, post-Hom. ‘to damage’)
consists of a causative a@ihayai, a middle pf. ptcBeprappévoc, and an intransitive aor.

1186 A comparativeriatiov ‘broader is attested in Epich. fr. 101 Kaibel} e form is probably secondary for
expected mhdocov << ‘mAécoov.

167 As de Lamberterie (1990: 452-63) has argued, iinjsrobable thatatig ‘brackish’ is the same word in
origin. The proponents of this identification bekethatmlatig ‘broad’, as an epithet of the Hellespont, was
misunderstood to mean ‘salty’, given that Herodailso calls the Hellesporiipvpog ‘salty’. Cf. Frisk s.v.
miatog 2. and MayrhofelEWAIa s.v. paru- (both embracing this viewDELG s.v. 2 nhatdg (doubting it).
Against this, de Lamberterie remarks thattoc only means ‘brackish’, never ‘salty’. The suggastfound in
older literature is a connection with Sgiru- ‘sharp, biting, bitter’ (and many derived mearghgs PIE plt-u-;
de Lamberterie suggests that this adjective bebbrigea primary perfect with intransitive meaning %plit,
cleave’ (with in Gmc. the 7 class strong verbspaldan-‘to split’, Slav. *ras-platiti ‘id.’, Skt. parati ‘crack,
burst’, causparayati ‘split’).

1188 Note, however, Puhvel's proposal (1999: 74) taweeppriv andomiiv from *hreg"-n-s and *sples™n-s
respectively, by a regular developmengég®ns > -en with compensatory lengthening. It is unclear howhwl
envisages this development phonetically, but it likdwave the advantage of providiggnv with a natural
etymology (cf.adepaypa) and of explaining whyrinv coexists withonddyyva in Greek. An obvious objection
is that no structurally comparable PIE sound changee known: one wonders what was wrong with a
vocalization b'reg"-n(-s) or *sples™n(-s).

1991 this word, deformations took place in otherrmfaes too: compare Veglihan- (AV+) ‘spleen’, which
may have been influenced bgihan-‘snot’ (Mayrhofer,EWAiaq.v.).

170 The secondary zero grade in the Baltic forms (LifnZnis‘'spleen’, OPrblusne‘id.”), as well as Slavic
material (OCSslézena'id.’, Ru. selezénkpand perhaps also Sktzhan-‘id.” (AV+), point to a full grade Il. On
the other hand, there is Celtic material pointim@ full grade | (Mirselg MBret.felch‘spleen’).

17 Cf. DELG (s.v.omMv): “il n’est pas sOr que les Grecs aient sentideepté entreniiv etomiayyvo.”
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EBrapnv ‘was impeded’ besidépraodnv. The latter form was preferred by Homer for
metrical reasons, but it is less frequent tBBhapnyv in the classical language. Besides, a
thematic middle presefaperor ‘to be hampered (of the voice), to give way (cf #nees)’

is attested only in théliad,**"> where it was preserved for metrical reasdr8J gives the
basic meaning disable, hindel, but with some modifications like €htangled, caught,
stopped, and a separate metaphorical meaning distract, pervert, mislegdof the mind”.
The primary meaning was ‘to put off track, bend dffve off course’.

The causative active paradigfidnto, Prdyor is clearly secondary to the older
intransitive formspiapetor, €prapnv. The compoundaprepng ‘unharmed, unwavering,
securely’ was derived directly from this intransitiverb, and must be old within Greg&®
Other nominal derivatives follow productive paterand may be relatively recent
creations*’* The question is, then, whether the roopidperor andéprapnv can be derived
from a zero grademlk”-. Such a root is required by the etymological carigmn with Ved.
marc (caus.marcayat) ‘to slander, injure’, Avestanoraoc- ‘to destroy’ (vel sim.), which is
accepted by both Frisk afdELG (s.v. Brapn).'*”> However, an obvious objection against
this etymology is the root-finap- in lonic-Attic. For this reason, Knobloch propddéat the
Indo-Iranian root should rather be compared to. Hitarkiie/a” ‘to disapprove of’, an idea
which has been accepted both by Puhr#&D, q.v.) and KloekhorstHDHIL, q.v.)}*"® This
would leaveBrapopar, Prdmte without an etymology™’”

There are, however, several reasons to maintaitrddéional comparison with Ved.
marc and Avestamurac-. First of all, there are clear semantic paraltdsveen Greek and
Indo-Iranian. The intransitive meaning ‘to turn,dffse the track, deviate’ is clearly old in
Greek, but a second use f¥arto is found in Hesiod, where the causative verb méans

1172 p|ys a Homeric imitation iAnacreont 31.26.

1173 This formation also has a reflex in Cretan, sdeweln traditional oathsirapric means ‘unwavering’, i.e.
“abiding by the terms” (Th., Att. inscr.). The nagentive semantics are also attested in the conspoun
opevoPrapric ‘with perverted mind’ (Hdt.,, Eupolis, Hp.), i.egding astray in one’s thoughts”. For the
phraseology, compargov Beprapuévog (Thgn. 223). Secondarilyifropric (Sapph., Pi., trag., class. prose)
also acquired the meanings ‘unharming’ (agentive) ‘@anharmed’ (passive), probably under influenfehe
causative semantics flantw. For the derivation of agstem compound from an intransitive verbal sters, se
e.g. Meissner (2006: 186-97).

1174 As DELG (s.v. prapn) remarks, “Par son attestation plus ancienne comaneson sens concret, le théme
verbal semble plus archaique que les formes noeshalCf. for instancediafoc n. ‘harm; curse’ (Hdt.+,
backformed fromifraprc) andprapn (A.+) ‘id.’; afrafin (h. Merc., inscr.);Brofepdg ‘harmful’ (Hes.+) may
have been formed @BAapnig on the model okpatepdc : dxpatrg (Schwyzer 1939: 482; see chapters 4 and 5 on
the adjectives inepo-).

1175 Beekes’ view EDG s.v. BAapn) that padnto is of Pre-Greek origin cannot be substantiatedolild be
envisaged to derive Lamulaire ‘to damage, mutilate’ andhulcere ‘to stroke’ from PIE miK"- (this was
rejected by Walde-Hofmann and Frisk). rfulcare is a denominative frommiulki- ‘damage’, the formal
reconstruction could work ifk” was delabialized after] in a pre-Latin tlk"z- (cf. dulcis ‘sweet’ < pre-Latin
*dlkwi- < *dlukwi-). It is interesting thamulcere has a special meaning ‘charm, beguile’ (e.g. witbong,
carmine mulere, alsopermul@re mitibus verbisto manipulate someone with soft words’). This mieg is
close toprante in the sense ‘to mislead’.

1176 pyhvel subsequently proposed to conra@trte with Hitt. gullak(k)uwan-‘impure’ (1996: 167), and
speaks of “an important binary Hittite-Greek isagfoexhibiting Indo-European labiovelars and a sesfse
religion-tinged offensiveness (...)" (ibid.). Accongj to Puhvel, the Hittite word “denotes hygienicribnal or
religious or moral failing” HED s.v. kullak(k)uwan. Althoughpiaf- does indeed occur in religious and moral
senses from Homer onwards, this root etymologyhaadly be correct, because the primary meanirfgi@fto

is ‘to hinder, put off track’, whence ‘to mislead'.

77 Kloekhorst recently proposed to deriinto from a PIE root mlek'-, for which the only other evidence
would be Hitt. malekk(u)?, a “verb describing a negative consequence oésiih €DHIL, g.v.). But this
etymological connection remains “highly speculatiyas Kloekhorst admits), because we are dealint) ai
hapax. The passage whenalekkunoccurs reads in translation: “... because of thmp@ks, | have become tired
andmalekkued; | cannot succeethfuzmi) any longer” (see Kloekhorst I.c.). An alternatiw®posal by Puhvel
(HED s.v.malikku) connectsnalekkurwith maliSku ‘weak’.
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slander, pronounce a false oath’ in at least tims@nces Qp. 193-4,0p. 258,0p. 282-3,
and perhaps also in the only other instance inddesih. 89). The only meaning eharc in

the Rigvedaseems to be ‘to lead astray’, e.g. in combinatioth dvayena‘with double
tongue’. Poetic phraseology pointing in the santeatiion is also found in HomeH (9.505-
512, about ‘straight-footed’ Ate overtaking men andking them err), and this meaning ‘go
astray’ can be recognized in traditional oath fdamue.g. Th. 5.18, 5.47, in Attic inscr. e.g.
IG I® 53.13-14). Since the concrete meaningxint, ‘to hinder, put off track’, is clearly
primary within Greek, it is quite possible that &mander, speak falsely’ is a metaphorical use
of ‘to mislead’ (sbd. with words) that existed aldy in PIE*!"®

Secondly, the Old Avestan verbal paradigm has aareable parallel formation to
Greek Brapopot: the athematic presemi-norancaite (3p. mid. pres. ind.)perangaduiié
(2p.), merangoidiiai (inf.), and the 3s. act. pres. optradiat. The attestations of the Avestan
verb allows us some freedom of translation (tradgi is ‘to destroy’), but there seems to be
no difference in meaning between the active andruelle*’® This suggests that the middle
is older, and that it derives from a nasal infixnfation *mink"-to. The oldest Greek present
formation Adfouor may be the direct outcome of this same pre-formwafassume that it
underwent thematicization® If this is correct, xa- in pArdBopct may be the outcome of a
vocalized nasal, rather than of. #f the aoristprofiijvar was formed secondarily beside
BraPeron within Greek, which seems likely, ite—-need not be the result of a vocalizdd *
either!*®!

A third reason to retain the etymological comparisath Indo-Iranian is the Cretan
evidence for a rodthan-, Bron-. The following forms are attested:

(1) inf. xataPrarnebor (IC 1V 42.11),katafra[ned]an (IC IV 82.3), both from Gortyn,
early 8" c. BC. The middle inf. endingex continues oldersda, and in older Cretan, word-
internal sit- < *-pi- was initially preserved, and later assimilated-to.**®? Therefore,
kataPronebor should be directly compared with HolaBetar. In the first inscription, a
judge is said t&orofAranebor “qui, pour une raison valable, ne peut exercerraétier. La loi
dit expressément qu’il ne faut pas le «pénalisg¢Bile 1988: 353). This would mean, in
Bile’s interpretation, that the judge should notflreed (“étre 1ésé”). The prefixed causative
verb katapranto is frequently found in inscriptions across Greaoghe meaning ‘to inflict
damage, do harm’, but it is hardly attested inGlassical languagg®®

1178 A further philological analysis gfAénte in Epic Greek, which | intend to provide elsewharethe near
future, shows that Homer and Hesiod agree with &add Avestan in traditional phraseology.

179 Since the object afvrac- is oftenahu ‘righteous life’ orag&- ‘order’, a better translation may be e.g. ‘to
disturb, mess up’. This claim cannot be furthebetated here.

11801t is in fact quite attractive to reconstruct asalapresent fopidBopat: since most thematic middle root
presents have amgrade root&épkoua, neibopat, etc.), one would expect a presepiéropon or *uélmopad.

18111 this context, it is noteworthy that Homer sturally avoidsMcL scansion in the rog@ap-. Whereas the
regular lonic-Attic form of the passive aoristfisopijvar, Homer only uses the artificial forfiha@6ijvar, with
the single exception @fafev in front of a vowel . 23.545). Moreover, the preservationfafifopat is due to
the metrical awkwardness offXartopon (a dactylic form with double initial consonant, iain can only be
placed in verse-initial position or after a syliafhat is long by nature). Thus, if we depart fribym assumption
that the vocalization of|*and * was simultaneous, it is remarkable that we findraoces oMcL scansion at all.

It follows either thaPiof- does not contain the result of a vocalizédot that the vocalization of *as prior to
that of *.

182t pf. mid.eypotton ‘has been written’snta > etto ‘seven’.

1831 literary Greek, the only early attestationkofoprianto is ath. Merc. 93, but there the meaning could be
‘to hinder, harm’ in a more general sense (seeddgdon ad loc.). The only other two occurrencesouplato
are Pl.Leg 864e and 877b. In this dialogue, the Atheniarkepman usesatapAidnto on both occasions, but
since he is conversing with a Spartiate and a @rdta could be deliberately using a non-Attic jigéd term
here.
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The relic thematic middle present attested in GeetofAarnebor provides a serious
indication that the root originally ended in a \ali&ss stop'® What does this form tell us
about the vocalization of|*in Cretan? We have seen in section 3.2 thlrahdrmally
developed toop- in Cretan, and toop- after a labial consonant. BuiitafAanefor does not
showo-vocalism, even if fFwas surrounded by two labial consonants. The deweént of an
anaptyctic vowel after the liquid would also becontrast with the development of n
Cretan. It follows either that 'developed to Cretane- prior to the conditioned development
of *r, or thatcataprorebor does not contain the reflex of *

The second alternative is made probable by thea@rabstractupromia, which is
attested asmlomia (SEG27.631 = Bile No. 28, A 18 [Lyttos]), Dspromion (IC IV 81.12-13
[Gortyn], IC Il v 2.10, and perhapsdat, in an uncertain contextC Il v 4.2 [both from
Axos]).1*® All attestations are from thé"6r 5" century, which ensures that we are dealing
with an archaic legal terf®® Chantraine DELG s.v. BAafn) translatesipromia as “conduite
qui ne fait tort & personne”, and explaiis--as a dialectal reflex of] *‘with the suggestion
that it may be pre-Dorit"®” How can the formation underlyingBloma be reconstructed?
Chantraine (1933: 79) compared the near-synodyai.ia ‘service, behavior which benefits
sbd. or sth.’, which is regularly opposedipn in Classical Greek. Since an older form
oeélea (derived froms-stem adjectives inmeeAng) is attested besidégeria, he suggests
that afromo can be derived from the same pre-form as the ichssstem compound
apropnc. Such ars-stem compound is indeed attested in the gifigsnéc- apraféc. Kpfiteg
(Hsch.). In this way, we arrive at the followingrmspondences between lonic-Attic and
Cretan:

middle pres. s-stem adj.
lonic-Attic: BAGPeTon aproapnig
Gortynian Cretan: «atafioanedot aproméc (Whenceopromiar)

Since bothBlon- andpron- are attested in the dialect of Gortyn, at leas of them cannot
have the regular Cretan outcome ¢f fn Chantraine’s viewpion- is due to Achaean
substrate influence. But in view of the possibititnat katafiarnedor (like HomericBAapetar)
contains the reflex of a vocalized nasal, gédshocassumption is unnecessary. It is a distinct
possibility, then, thaprornég andapromia contain the regular reflete- of *| in Cretan, and
that Aa- < *| is regular in lonic-AtticGpiofnc.

Having said that, it must be taken into account tha vowel slot indfionéc may
have been influenced bytapronebor, and that loni@proapng may also have introduced the
productive verbal root, which derived from a preafowith *n (cf. above onfiafopau,
Braprivar). The potential relevance d¢fian- for the place of the epenthetic vowel also
depends on the original full grade of the root. réhis no trace of such an ablaut form in
Greek, but the Indo-Iranian vowel slot wasdrk-, as seen in Vednarcayati(caus.)marka
‘ruin’, and Av. marnxsait (3s. aor. subj.)mimanxsait (desid.),mahrka ‘death’. Although

11841 have no unambiguous solution for the root-fimaiced stop of lonigrap-, but a comparison withiéyog
‘milk’ (on which see below) could be interestinghi¥ s-stem form is found in Homer besideioxt- and
yhoxrto-. It has been argued thgtayoc may directly continue a zero grade rogtgs, but this would not be a
regular IE root structure. If the comparison witittHkalank* ‘to soothe’ is pertinent, a reconstruction PGr.
*gInk"™ may be considered, with voicing of the stop betwthe heavy voiced initial cluster and a vowel.

185 The formomhomio from Lyttos may be due to the sound chan@-*> TI-, which is also observed in
KAgvkog ‘new wine’ (in the same inscription) and in thee@mn gloss\dyog ‘milk’ (Hsch.).

186t the remark by Bile (1988: 123-4), “le regisineidique du mot le place parmi les archaismes”.

187 Chantraine’s translation “conduite qui ne faitttarpersonne” may have to be modified: if we coraptae
use ofaBrapnic ‘unerring’ in Athenian oath formulae, it seemstthphomio originally referred to unerring social
behavior, which was conform to the law.
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Ved. mark& and Av.mahrka could be productive replacements of the root nunmoraxs
(Ns.), Ved.mfc-, the basic assumption must be that the PIE rast'melk'-.*1%®

For lonic-Attic, no certain conclusions can be lobhea Hom.BAdBetar, because its
pre-form may have contained an internal nasalpna@Biofrig or frafijvar because it cannot
be excluded that they were influenced by or derifreth pAGpetar. The only significant
conclusion to be drawn from the above analysibas 4.0- or -o\- is probably the outcome of
*| in a labial environment in Cretan.

Finally, it is interesting that the verphantw is attested in Arcadian: aor. subj.
nookotvPrayn (IG V 2 6.37), aor. ptcro katvPragbev (ibid. 41). The inscription contains
regulations concerning construction sites, andntlieaning of the verbal forms is simply ‘to
damage’, like that of Classic@hantw. Although katapidante is not a normal lonic-Attic
form, a West Greekoineform cannot be excluded, because a number of efaasd
collocations appear in similar inscriptions elsevetfé® If this is correct, the general non-
lonic-Attic verb katapianteo may have been superficially Arcadianized by intrcdg the
preverbscatv- androc-. The Arcadian forms, then, do not inform us alibetoutcome of [*
in that dialect.

10.3.20wrhd.o10G

The adjectiveditidoiog ‘twofold, double the size, twice as much’ is nttested in Homer,
but first in Solon (fr. 13.73), and it is commonAittic prose***° It may originally be a legal
term: cf. Suthdotog (nuia ‘double the fine’, also found in Arcadian V? 6.35, also in
Dubois 1988, Tegea 4.18) and in Elis (Minon 200208), where it could be due to Koine-
influence. The lonic formbutAnoiog is attested in Herodotus and inscriptions, and &y
analogical after a semantically close form likepanincioc ‘about the same size, about
equal’ (from the root pelhy- of téhag ‘near’).**

In Classical Greek, the meaningdtidociog ‘double the size’ is different from that of
dumAdg, duthoog, contractedumiovg (Hom., Pi., trag., etc.), which means ‘double, fa' in
the sense of ‘consisting of two discrete entitiéstioc clearly represents oldedti-pl-o- as
in Lat. duplus(< *du-pl-09, simplus also in Gothtweifls ‘doubt’, Lyc. thiplé ‘twice(?)’, Olr.
diabul ‘double’ ***2 The root may also be present in Grfatpa- ‘-fold’ (Goth. -falps, MoG.
-falt < *-pol-to-). For suthdciog, on the other hand, the etymological dictionafigsisacq,
Frisk, DELG and Beekes) posit an earliediflatog, enlarged by a suffixieg (like e.g.
auppootoc besidedpppotoc).t*** This *simharoc would continue a compoundddi-pl-to-
from the same rootpel ‘fold’ as *dui-pl-o-.

Upon closer scrutiny, however, it appears thaf\.doioc must have been created
within the history of Greek, because there is als@rbéulalm ‘to be twice as big’ (SA].
268 16 1ol dumhdlov peilov kaxov). This denominative verb may have been derivedhfro
dumAdg or its ntr. p.owtAd. For the subsequent derivation d@fildoiog ‘double the size’, cf.
Class.favpdoioc ‘amazing’ besidéovpalm ‘to be amazed’, Homaondoiog ‘quiet’ beside
domdlopon ‘to be quiet’. Thus, the derivational chaindislog, dutAd ‘double’ (Hom.+)—

188 Eor an accentual difference between the Indicleardan forms, see MayrhofeéEWAias.v.MARC Nothing
can be based on the Hittite hapaalekkun see above.

1189 ComparelG VII 3073.29-37 and 3074.9-11 (Lebadeia in Boeotiahich also contain regulations for
construction.

19 The word is unattested, however, in the tragedians

191 ¢, also Hdn. 3.130.4. The special lonic formlEoaattested in inscriptions, egproi v fouv duknoinv
operovtov IG XIl Supp 347 I, 6 (Thasos).

192 According to Kretschmer (citealpud Frisk s.v.8uAooc), dumthdc was reanalyzed asrnidoc after the word
for ‘sea journey’, plowo > mhoog > mhodg. This is not immediately convincing, but seemssjale in view of
the lack of alternatives.

193 The formsinaitog is wrongly cited by Boisacq s.8umhdc; it belongs tatéiio ‘to swing'.
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omAalo ‘to be twice as big’ (trag.}» outhdciog ‘double the size, twice as big’ (Thgn.+),
whence later~ dimhacialm ‘to double’ (Pl.Leg 920a). We may conclude that the only old
form in Greek isduthog, and thabtAdciog is not to be directly compared to &o-fold It
provides no evidence for the development]of *

10.3.3 hayapog and Adyvog

The adjectiveAayoapdc ‘hollow, slack, thin, lean, etc.’ is attested innio-Attic and
epigraphically in Cos§EG28.697, lines 18 and 20™4. BC). It is related within Greek to
Aayav, plural Aayoveg ‘flanks of an animal’ < “weak spots” (with the won suffix €v).
The etymological dictionaries further compabéyvog ‘lascivious’ (Arist.), Aayveia
‘lasciviousness’ (X.+). Finally, the reconstructioh Xowooég ‘hare’ (Hom.) as $lag-ows-6-
‘the one with slack ears’ (cf. Peters 1980: 5%ttsactive!®

For semantic as well as formal reasdag,opog andAidayvog should first be compared
with the Germanic group of OBlakr, OSslag OE sleek'weak, floppy’ < PGm. $lak-n; but
the question is in which way. Further forms thavéhdeen adduced as comparanda for
Aayapdg andrdyvog are Lat.laxus ‘spacious, wide, loose’, Vedlaksréa- ‘smooth, slippery,
soft’ (AV+), MoP lasn ‘smooth’, and Tocharian Alakkar ‘sad’, B slakkare‘darting’. There
are three alternative ways to deal with this ratteterogeneous group.

First, we may be dealing with a group of Europeastrate words (cf. the suggestion
in BeekesEDG s.v.Aayaim). To my mind, this is a promising option, in vi@Aayyalom ‘to
slacken’ (Antiph., glosses) and other forms withyy-, which may either have Pre-Greek
prenasalization (BeekeBDG s.v. ayyalw) or belong to a European substrate rdand- (cf.
Lat. langue ‘be slack, faint’). In the case of a rods}lehg- with internal laryngeal, the short
vowel in Greekhay- could be explained from the zero grade of tkdess variant (Beekes
1988b: 26f., cf. Lubotsky 1981 for the derivatidived. slakspa- from *slehpg-sno).

Finally, accepting Schrijver’'s ruleRDC > RaDC de Vaan EDL g.v.) explained Lat.
laxusfrom a pre-form %|g-so- He explains (s.Mangue&) that he posits this pre-form in order
to reconstructlangues ‘to be sluggish’ as slangw- < *sl-ng-u-, and remarks that the
appurtenance of TochariandBakkare which would point to lhyg-, cannot be ascertained. If
this root reconstruction is correct, the entire gkrgroup could be derived from a zero grade
root *s|g-."*%° Thus, neither a root PIEstg-, nor a European substrate waldg can be
definitely excluded for the group meaning ‘weakhieh comprises at least Germanic and
Greek words.

10.4 Possible cases of * -La-

10.4.1phadeig

An adjective Brodvg is attested in the glogB.adeic: advvarot. €€ dadvvatmv (Hsch.). Other
glosses derived from this root afwadapdv: éxieivuévov, yavvov ‘flaccid, porous’,
Bradapa: dopa, popd, oud ‘untimely, sluggish’,pradoav: vobdpdg ‘slothful’, and pradov:

aovvatov ‘powerless’ (all Hsch.). Since the root wameld (see section 4.4.5pAad- must
be the regular outcome of a zero grade form.

1194 All these words are treated in the same entryriskFDELG, andEDG. The appurtenance of Cretamyocat
‘to release a prisoner’ (on which see section 1@06}hese words is usually taken for granted, kghli
uncertain.

195 Note, however, that Schrijver himself did not pedpose to explaitaxuswith his rule (1991: 136 and 165),
because he followed Lubotsky's proposal that thet ontained a laryngeal. A fourth option would toe
separate Lalaxus‘spacious, wide, loose’ fromangue and its Germanic cognates, and to compare itswitbt
Ved.sarj- ‘to loosen, set free’.
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It seems natural to suppose tRatdcic reflects a PIE adjectiverild-u- ‘soft, weak’,
and that thisi-stem was replaced by a different suffix in theeothlosse$radapdv, PAddav,
Bradov. However, a comparison with Arrmelk ‘weak, soft’, Lat.mollis ‘soft, gentle’, W.
blydd ‘soft’ and Ved.mrd&+ ‘soft, delicate’ shows that we are dealing with ablautingu-
stem adjective rheld-u; *mid-eu- In section 4.4.5, | have argued thatoAdove (with
secondaryi-) was built on an earlier full grade form of tlaidjective. The ablauting paradigm
*meld-u; *mlad-ew-was replaced bymeld-u; *mald-ew; and the factitive verbupoidove
may have been derived after this replacement.

Since it is difficult to derivgradeic from the weak stem of the adjective in lonic, | am
inclined to consider two alternative solutions. e one hand, the root allomorfhad- may
have originated in the adverb PGm|t-a. Alternatively, the glosses may have been taken
from a Doric dialect. Such an origin f@iadeic could be confirmed ifthadapog ‘damp,
weak, flaccid’, mladdawm ‘to make flaccid’ are the genuine lonic-Attic fasngorresponding to
the glosspradapoc. But since their initialth- is hard to explain, | will not base any
conclusions on them; for further details, see tiseussion in section 4.4.5. For now, we may
conclude thatfrad- must be the regular outcome omft-, but it is unclear in which
formation this root allomorph originally came irteing, and whether the glosses witwo-
are of lonic-Attic provenance.

10.4.2BraoToG

According to the etymological dictionaries, therttegic aorfAacteiv ‘to sprout, bud’ (Pi.+),
with the derived pregiactévm, has no etymology. In the meantime, de Lamber{@®80:
358-61) proposed to derive it from the ndilotoc ‘sprout, young shoot’ (Hdt.+), which he
reconstructs as a substantivized adjectivgd*6- ‘tender, young'. As a parallel, he points at
the fact that meld ‘soft, weak’ also served as the basis for a wordoft or tender shoots in
Slavic (*mold» ‘young, tender > OCSmlade, Ru. molodéj etc.). The derivation of a
thematic aorispractelv from Praotog yields some difficulties. De Lamberterie proposes
comparefiactog with Hom. 6aArdc ‘id.”, which can be derived from the present stem
0dAro ‘to flourish’. On this basis, a verlixactm, impf. Eractov, aor.éfrdcmca would
have been backformed, after which the imperfect ngagerpreted as a thematic aorist. The
assumed switch of aspect is not without problemg, de Lamberterie’s idea to derive
Braotog from *mld-to- is certainly attractive. If the etymology is carteit furnishes another
example for a regular outcomen- < *|.

10.4.3yd4da, Yhaxkto@dyog, YAAyog

Beside the normal fornydia, yéiaxtog ‘milk’ (1l.+), there are a few by-forms with a
different root shapeyloxto-edayog ‘living on milk’ (Il. 13.6), name of a Scythian people
(Hes. fr. 151)yAdyoc ‘milk’ (1. 2.471 = 16.643, Pi. fr. 106.4gprydaync ‘overflowing with
milk’ (Il. 16.642):*°° There are also some glosses of unclear interfetat\dyoc: yéa.
Kpfteg, yAakdvtec: peotol ydaxtog ‘full of milk’, and ylakkdov: yoraOnvov ‘sucking milk’
(all Hsch.).

If this word can be reconstructed for PIE at &l thain question is whether the Greek
forms with yAa- derive from a pre-form with|* The main comparandum is Lddc, lactis
‘milk’, which could point to a reconstructiongftgt- if Schrijver’s rule 'CRDG > Lat.
*CRaTG (1991: 479f.) is correct. Problematic, howevsrthe fact that the reconstructed root
*glgt- would contain twomediag and that word-initial §l- would have to be retained in
Latin. This has been mended either by positing efam with *dl-, or by assuming a

1196 After the end of the fifth century)dyog is again found in Hellenistic hexameter poetryc{NMosch.),
probably in imitation of Homer. Further, Callimashbasydioxt (Hec 1.4.4); Lycophron (4 c. tragedian)
attests thematic (r).ayo- in compounds; angolvyloyfic appears in the Hellenistic poet Aratéhéen 1.1100).

301



dissimilation fglakt- > Lat. lact- (cf. de VaanEDL q.v.). As Weitenberg has shown (1985,
apud Kortlandt 2003: 65) a second comparable form &ss€l Armkafc‘ ‘milk’, which may
continue Ns. glKt-s. There is also a dialectial forkatn ‘id.”, which he derives from the As.
*glKt-m. In both forms, the [*regularly vocalizes to Armal-. Again, this would point to a
pre-form *glKt-, and exclude a form withdf-.

Let us now consider the Greek situation. The viarabetweeryolakt- andyiaxt- IS
somewhat problematic, but best explained as hawnginated in the monosyllabic
nominative glakt > *gla > ydia. A parallel isyvvr, Boeot.pdva ‘woman’, both < PGr.
*9"na (cf. BeekesEDG s.v.yéAa). Then, the oblique steywiaxt- introduced the onset of
the NAs.yéla, and the compoungiaxtopdyoc retains the older fort?” The question
remains whetheylaxt- can be the regular outcome of a Riftem fg/Kt-. A verbal root
could be recognized in Hitkalank: ‘to soothe, satiate, satisfyjalaktar ‘a soothing drug’,
perhaps opium (cf. PuhvélED, g.v.). This connection is not discussed by Klaekh
(EDHIL s.v. kalank‘), who follows Oettinger in compaririplank- with ON klgkkr ‘weak,
soft’, Lith. gléZznas gleznus'id.’, both < *gleg’h-n- (note the non-acute root in Baltic).
However, it is quite conceivable that milk, as tfririshment given to infants, was referred to
as a soothing substanté®

If this derivation is validyaio and Arm.kafc‘ could be compared with Hitgalaktar
and reconstructed aglgh-t-. This would presuppose that we leave latt- unexplained, but
that is perhaps not disastrous given the more gemeoblems with this form (it would
presuppose twmediaein the same root, and the absence of a reflexjois*troublesome). It
remains to explainylayoc, nepryhaync, and the glosses witfhax-. Chantraine DELG s.v.
véia) speaks of assimilation from an earlier foyiuk-; Beekes EDG s.v. ydla) suggests
that the forms withylay- were created beside the Ns. at an intermediatge sylak Neither
solution is very appealing. If thestem is indeed old ipdAa, yAdyog cannot be anything but a
derivation from the unextended root. Is is possiliten, thatyldyoc was derived as
*glnk™-os from a verbal stemgink™-e/o- ‘to soothe, satisfy’ in the prehistory of Greek? |
the explanation of HomBraBouar given above is correct, it is perhaps conceivabéd a
*glnk-e/o- (with voiceless stop, which would explajhox- as well) developed toging-e/o-
in Proto-lonic (or South Greek), and that the gbésswith ylax- derive from some other,
North Greek dialect (cf. Cretpronedon beside Homprdapopor).***® In other words, a root
*glk- may underlie all Greek forms. The assumption that PIE root was glk-, however,
would require that ONIgkkr and Lith.gléZnas gleZznusare left aside. Alternatively, we may
assume thatgmkh-e/o-and glnk-e/o-would develop in an identical way, and discardtthe
glosses withyhak-. In either case, explaining the entire Greek boflgvidence brings along
additional costs.

We have stretched the Greek evidence as far abfmgserhaps too far. The origin of
yAdyog and mepryhoyng remains problematic, and the etymological conoectvith Hitt.
kalank: is not rock-solid. Perhaps it is best, then, wotitaw any conclusions regarding the
development of Fon the basis of the word for ‘milk’.

197 |n Homer, the NAsyd\a is attested 4x in verse-fingéila 0fjcOar andydla Aevkév; the other case forms
only in verse-finalhevkoio ydAaktog, YAvkepoio ydhaxtoc. It is conceivable that the latter forms replateen
Aevkoio / yAvkepoio *yAdxroc.

1198 Since drugs are often prepared with milk (e.gthie Indo-Iranian tradition), another option coulel that
véAa originally denoted milk mixed with drugs.

1199 phonetically, we could be dealing with the voicimiga stop after a long voiced sequence. It mag hbs
wondered whether there is any counterevidencedevalopment §lK-, miK"- > *glg-, mig"- (cf. prépeton) in
Proto-lonic.
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10.4.4yhapopdg

The etymology of Homy,lagvpog ‘hollow’ (epithet of ships, caves, and the phorrjim Od.
14.533 also of a hollow stone that provides sheltas been evaluated in various ways. There
are two basic proposals (see de Lamberterie 19B8ff.R First, yAapupdg has been derived
as an adjective in-tilé- from the root ofyldpw ‘to scoop out, dig a hole’. This verb is
attested as a simplex only #tvociv yAaper “he digs [the earth] with his paws”, of a lion
(Scut 431), and with a preverb only udvag & év youdboiot dwayrdyos’ arinow “she
[Eidothea] had scooped out lairs in the sand ofséed’ Od. 4.438). De Lamberterie objects
to this proposal that the only indication for a Ri&rbal root is precisely Greeaow, and
that the alleged connections with Slavic (e.g. Bglgb ‘eye socket’) and Celtic words (Mir.
gulbagl. rostrum ‘beak’) are uncertain.

As a second proposal, ChantraiDE(G s.v.yAagupdc) argues thagraem cannot be
separated fromAveoom ‘to carve, sculpture’, a root which does have aédognates in other
IE languages (Latglibere ‘to peel, strip the bark’, OHGKlioban ‘to cleave’). This
combination is accepted by de Lamberterie, degaftom a dissimilation yAvev- > yhoaev-,
with a semantic specialization of the adjectivarfrstripped off’ to ‘hollow’. Subsequently,
the verbal root would have been split intbag- and yive-."?®° De Lamberterie further
suggests that the reconstructegtem *ivev- may be deverbal, and that another continuant
of thisu-stem is perhaps found in the Slavic adjectigbdboks (Ru.glubdki)) ‘deep’.

This scenario does not seem plausible to me. Emstassumed dissimilatioryXogv-
> yhog0- remains without a convincing parallel in Gréé¥ Moreover, it is unclear how the
split into yAew and yAdow should be envisaged: for a new verb based on diectave
*vhagvc, one would rather expect a factitive veflyrapovew. Thirdly, the only proposed
cognate is found in Slavic, where the three vasidglob-, *glyb- and *gl»b- could also point
to non-1E origint?® Finally, the semantic connection between ‘to pefél scale’ and ‘to
make hollow’ is conceivable, but not evidéfit It is true that the adjectivgrogpupoc is
applied not only to natural cavities (caves, hglds)t also to artificial ones (musical
instruments, ships). However, the verbiom does not refer to holes that are made by
carving, chiseling, or peeling: it means ‘to dighale with the hands or paws’ in both
instances.

As an alternative etymology, | propose thatipvpog contains the root odeiig
‘womb’, delpic ‘dolphin’ (e.g. ‘the one with womb’), anddeipedc ‘brother/sister, born of
the same mother’ <smg"elb’-es-6-“from the same womb or nest”. In Indo-Iranian, thet
*g"elb’- is found in Vedicgarbha ‘womb, embryo’, Avestargarsfa ‘womb’, gorafus-
‘newborn lamb™?** The semantic development is straightforward: animeg‘hollow’ can be
posited for the PIE root, and already in the platyuage, nominal formations with the

1200« |3 relation, percue en synchronie, entre 'atifeet le verbe a entrainé la scission d’une setlméme

racine ®\vep- en deux racines, respwo- etylooe-, la premiére ayant I'acception technique de ‘s’ dont la
seconde est dépourvue, encore qu’'on en trouveralesstdans certains emploisydepupdc” (de Lamberterie
1990: 315).

1201«Ca qui, assurément, ne va pas de soi”, as de egaie (1990: 316) admits.

1202 the doubts expressed by DerksEBSIL s.v. *globoks, about the possibility to reconstruct this word.
1203 The oldest meaning in both Latin and Germanitdspeel off, scale’, which is very close to thatyabom
‘to carve’, i.e. 'to scale off chips of wood or st.

1204 1n spite of doubts concerning the chronology @ #itestations (formulated e.g. in de Vaan 2008, stv
seems to me that Latulva (imperial inscr.vulba) ‘womb’ can hardly be separated from Veghirbha. The
meanings ‘bodily cavity’ and ‘cavity in the landpea are also found side by side in GoAnog ‘bosom, lap,
gulf of the sea’ (borrowed as Itajolfo). This may have dissimilated from PGK"8lpo-, from a root K"elp-
also found in Germanichiwelban-‘to vault, overarch’ (cf. FriskeDG). The root looks very much like the one
under discussion, but at this point |1 can only sjpete about their interrelation (some early borrayyior
substrate phenomenon in the proto-language?). /Higlpi- (adj.) ‘new, fresh, newborn’, (n.) ‘newborn anima
whelp’ is also semantically close, but formallyeconcilable.
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meaning ‘cavity’ developed a special meaning ‘wor(for the development, see e.g. Skt.
yéni ‘abode, place to stay’, also ‘lap, womb®>

The formation ofylagupdc < *g"|b'u-16- can be analyzed as an extension itd-*-
based on the weak stem of-atem adjective g"elb-u-, *g" b-eu- ‘hollow’ (for a discussion
of the adjectives in-tlé-, see de Lamberterie 1990: 708-714). There are plallels for
this derivation of an adjective inkog, notablydaviog ‘shaggy’ besidéacvg < PIE *déns-u;
*dns-éu-(see section 9.1.1) and the adveslguAdg ‘roughly, coarsely’ besideayvg ‘thick’,
corresponding to Vedbahuld ‘thick, dense, wide’ andah ‘many, frequent’ < PIE
*d"o"éng"-u-, *d"o"ng"-éu-beside t"b"'ng"-u-16-.12%

But are there any parallels for the delabializatibra labiovelar in front ofi- within
Greek? If we considepréno (Att.), PrAépapa (Hom.+), besideyiénm (Alcm.), yAépapov
(Alecm., Pi.), it is problematic that the forms with- are limited to non-lonic-Attic dialects.
Moreover, BAéno and BAépapa have no etymology, so that the variation may be thua
substrate phenomenon. It is therefore more progiigircompare the numerous cases where a
common Greek labiovelar dissimilated against aalabtop in the following syllable, for
instance:

- xanvog ‘smoke’ < PGr. KYapno / *kwapne beside Lithkvapas'id.’

- Hdt. dproxdmog ‘baker’ beside Myca-to-po-qo‘id.’ (PIE *peK'- ‘to cook’, the lonic
form first with metathesis to k”opo-)

- Hom. kéimog ‘bosom, lap, curvature, etc.’ < PGK"6Ipo- (cf. PGm. fem. h"albs in
ON hvalf, OE hwealf‘vault’).*?%’

As can be gleaned from the evidence, this dissiimilas found in lonic-Attic (not in Myc.)
and must therefore be relatively late. The fact tisapdg does show the palatalization of a
labiovelar beforee can be explained if the dissimilatioi*...P > *K...P took place after the
palatalization of the labiovelaf®® It is possible, then, that the initig} of yLagupdc and
yYAdoew arose in this way.

Since the full grade slot of the root for ‘hollowas *gwelbh-, this etymology furnishes
new evidence for a regular developmeht*-La- in Homeric Greek (and, presumably, in
Proto-lonic). It may also help us to clarify theckground of the toponymeigpoi (Boeot.
Belooi). Given the etymological meaning ‘hollow’, this ynbe the plural of a substantivized
adjective which referred to caves or places ofteh&’® The same meaning is foundyikiigu
‘cave’, and another toponym containing this rodtigevpou (Il 2.712)*2%°

1205 5ee chapter 11 on the IE etymologyyohi. In Classical Sanskrit, the meanings ‘inside, dfed interior’
and ‘adyton, interior of a sanctuary’ are well-atéel forgarbha (cf. Monier-Williams, g.v.).

1208 The reconstruction of the root ad'B"eng"- (rather than B"erg"-) is based on the Avestan verbal rgehaz-

‘to consolidate’.

1207 5ee Schwyzer (1939: 298-9, 302) for an overviethese cases of dissimilation.

1208 Hom. yepupon ‘dams, lines of battle’, post-Homégupa ‘bridge’ beside BoeoBegupa, Cret.depupo < PGr.
*g"ed- seems to constitute a counterexample to thisisalfidr sApic. But since the word cannot be properly
reconstructed for PIE, it may also be argued (BigekesEDG) that the word was borrowed in different ways
into the various Greek dialects. Note that bgilapupdc and yAdew are limited to Epic Greek, where the
development may have been different from that efwarnacular. Finally, it is also possible thatave dealing
with an incidental dissimilatory phenomenon.

1209t js possible to assume thag"elb™6- contains the Caland suffix- (cf. Nussbaum’s derivation @fpyoc
‘white’ from *h,erg-6-).

1219 The precise origin of the hapgxaev (n.) ‘cave, shelter (He©p. 533) is debated. De Lamberterie (1990:
313-14) analyzes it as a substantivized form ofutlseem adjective. However, in view of the evidenathgred

in chapter 4, it seems unlikely that the adjectiemeralized the zero grade at an early date: sheeriginal
ablaut form 3"éIb™-u would have a full grade, paradigmatic leveling Vdoe expected to yieltfyargv.
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When usingylopupog as evidence for |[*> -Ao-, we have to make one slight
reservation concerning the origin hdew ‘to scoop out, dig a hole’. This form is
problematic: as we have seen, it would be the tnalge of 1"elb™- as a verbal root. The
precise origin of this Greek zero grade thematiat noresent (of the type Vedudati) is
unclear. An obvious comparandum fgraem within Greek isypdem ‘to scratch, write’,
which is also transitive and semantically closeypliom may reflect a formation with nasal
infix (see section 9.2), the same could perhapsassimed foyAdew. | see no reason,
however, to assume that the rare vedldowo influencedylagvpog, or that it was the
derivational basis of the latter. In faébelpedc presupposes the existence of a compounded
s-stem adjective §mgwelbh-es. This means that the existence of a paraHslem adjective
*g'elb’-u-, *g"|b™eu- from which yragupéc would have to be derived, is conform to
expectation. More generally, Greek Caland formatidarive from intransitive verbal stems,
not from transitive verbs like\doo.

10.5 The development of [h
A couple of lonic-Attic forms suggest that tleveloped to o~ in front of nasal plus
vowel?* An original sequencelti can be reconstructed in the following verbal farfté

- Bé\o ‘to throw’ < *g"Ine/o-<< *g"|-n-(e)h-
- 8o ‘to flourish’ < *d"Ine/o-<< *d"|-n-(e)h-
- 7méAle ‘to toss, sway, brandish’, perhaps girfe/o-<< *pl-n-(e)h-.

lonic-Attic Bovlopar, West Greeloniopon ‘to wish, want’ and other dialectal variants must
be reconstructed as PGrg“elne/o- Similarly, Hom. cllopar ‘to throng together’ derives
from *welne/o; and 6peido ‘to owe’ from *op’elne/o- This proves that intervocalidn-
developed tox with compensatory lengthening of the precedinwelo(cf. Slings 1975).
This can be reconciled with the geminat®--in péile, 66 Ao, tedlo if we assume that the
vocalization ¥ > -oA- in *-|n- was posterior to the assimilationlr- > -ll- in original
intervocalic position.

The question is whether the preseisio, 0GAAw, andndAiw can be used to prove a
regular vocalization 4n- > *-aln- > -aAA-. That oAl is indeed an original nasal present
*g"Inelo- (PIE *g"l-n-hy-) seems reasonably certain, but the present steyntmearetically
have been influenced by the vowel slot of its adgls.eiv. It is often suggested (see Frisk,

1211 | leave aside the following forms: (&kaiuog ‘thole, pin by which the oar was fastened to themntip’
(trag.+). The connection with PGmskalma (attested in various concrete meanings), accepyddELG and
Frisk, seems uncertain; an inner-Greek derivatiomfoxéilo ‘to hoe’ seems semantically difficult; (2) lon.-
Att. otifAn, Dor. otdro, Lesb.otddha. The pre-form is not necessarilgttneh-, as is often assumed: see
section 1.2.4; (3uoArdc ‘flock of wool’: the comparison with Armeniamal ‘ram’, proposed by Greppin
(1981), is doubtful: cf. the discussion in Clackg@@94: 232); (4)pairdc ‘penis’ could be related to Olball
‘member’, ball ferda ‘penis’ < PCIlt. halno-, W. balleg ‘sack, purse’, Latfollis ‘bag, testicles’ < b"ol-n- or
*b"-n-. The pre-form b"Iné- that would be presupposed by @uirdc could also underlie the Celtic word.
Alternatively, paAldc could be a substrate word (Beekd#3G s.v.), and the meaning of the word advises against
basing any conclusions on it.

1212 ridvapan ‘to approach’ preserved or rather restored due to a proportional analogyedaoar : okidvapuat

= meldoot @ X. It may have replaced an opaque form lik&Xapot. | also leave asidelovéw ‘to drive off
track, mislead’, mid. ‘to err, go wrong; wandef.dvn ‘long journey, errand; error, falsehood’ (lon.-Att
Cognates within lonic-Attic argldvog ‘vagabond; deceiver’ (trag.+)stemnidvng, -nrog ‘vagabond; planet’,
s-stem adjectivestolvmiovic (E.+) ‘wandering much’ (stoldmhoyktog) and aniavig ‘unerring; fixed (of
stars)’ (Pl.+). The verb is nearly absent from Horf@ly nhavémvton ‘they waver’, of horses dt. 23.321),
which may at least in part be due to the fact ttigtvnc and the non-presentic stem formsmafivém would
require McL scansion. According to the etymological dictioraricf. Frisk s.v.), the root has no convincing
etymology. In view of the meaning, it would be ol to compareioyydijvar and to assume a substrate word
(see the remarks in BeekEBG s.v.mhavdopar).
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Beeke<EDG, g.v.) that ayod-present cannot be excluded, but this formation neasrormally
derived from a thematic aorist. On the other handasal present beside a thematic or root
aorist is a well-known pattern, and probably intestifrom PIE (within Greek, codxveo
beside Saxeiv, lon. tauve beside tapusiv). For 66Alw, the root reconstructiondielhy-
proposed by Hackstein (2002: 220) clearly favorsirdrerited nasal presend’{!ne/o- <<
*dhj-n-(e)h-. The derivativedorrog ‘sprout’ seems to be based on this present stemould

be possible to argue, however, that the root sldgkee frequent pf. ptcreboivia < *d'e-
d"|h;-us-ihy influenced the vocalization ofi*|ne/o-

The case oftéAw is much more complicated. THeV? (s.v. *pelh-, following
Hardarson 1993: 161) reconstructs an inherited | nasssent pl-n-hy-. Frisk, however,
reconstructs godpresent pal-ie/o- in view of the aoristtijAar < *pal-s- In other words,
Homeric Greek points towards a root PQsak, but the etymology requires a root ending in
a laryngeal. The resolution of this issue dependsthee question which formation was
primary. The sigmatic aoristijlot is clearly secondary (cLIV? I.c. and Beckwith 1996:
125), and the root aorigiiito is widely supposed to be a secondary and arfifaieation
(Leumann 1950: 60ff., accepted by Hardarson 1998f.L The only remaining formation is
the relic reduplicated aorisiiterolodv ‘swinging up (over the head)’, which is only atesb
in Homer and could be reconstructed ame-plh-e/o- This seems to confirm the root
reconstruction pelh-.

Etymologically, zéAlo is connected by thelV? (*pelh-) with Slov. plati ‘to wave’,
Ru. dial.polét’ ‘to winnow’. These meanings are indeed closedd.w ‘to toss, sway’, but it
deserves attention that some older etymologicdiatiaries (Ernout-Meillet s.\pello, Frisk
S.v.méAlw) comparetdiio primarily with Lat.pello ‘to beat against, strike, push’. The Latin
perfectpepul could then be compared with the reduplicated ddpisenaidv. This equation
is also attractive from a semantic point of viewsk (I.c.) comparesaiudc ‘pulse’ with Lat.
pulsus‘id.’. Although the formation ofaAudc need not be inherited, a number of attestations
of the intransitive middle presenéAlopor suggest that this meaning is old: ‘to beat’, & th
heart fédeton frrop Il. 22.452, moddopévn kpadinv Il. 22.461), but also ‘to flounder
(vamdddeTon iyBovg, of a fish inll. 23.692, also at Hdt. 1.141), ‘to quiver’ (of tkieees of old
men, Ar.Ran 345), ‘to vibrate’ (of a string, PPhd 94c). Likewise, Latpello may mean ‘to
vibrate’ (transitive) when the action is appliedthe strings of a musical instrument. It seems
attractive, then, to derivediio and Lat.pello from an inherited nasal preseml*h-h- ‘to
strike, vibrate’ (tr.) that was built to an intraéinge verb with the meaning ‘to sway, vibrate’.

Most modern etymological dictionaries (elLdgV?, de Vaan s.vpells) separateéiio
from the root of Latpello and Umbr.am-pelustwill have slain’, because they connect the
Italic words with Olr.ad-ella‘visits’ and fut. eblaid ‘will drive’. The root is reconstructed as
*pelh- on the basis of a comparison between @drellaand Gr.wikvouai, aor.reddoot ‘to
approach’; the semantic development is supposdxz tto bring near— ‘to thrust, drive
near — ‘to strike’. This scenario has been embraced bgioua scholars, but seems
extremely unlikely to me. It seems much more pertinto separate Olad-ella from the
future eblaid and to assume that we are dealing with two diffenasal present formations:
*pl-n-hy- ‘to strike, vibrate’ > Latpello, Gr. tdAw, and pl-n-hy- ‘to approach’ > Olrad-
ella, Gr.miAvopuar.

If this is correct, the question is whethei- in the presentdlio can be due to a
restoration of xa-. Given thatzwdito is generally supposed to be secondary, such a
refashioning would have to be based on the relimfaureraiov. It may be wondered,
however, whether that is a very likely scenarioerBfiore,nélio must be taken seriously as
evidence for a regular developmejfr * -aA)- in lonic-Attic.
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10.5.1kar M-, TEPL-KOAMG

It remains to discuss another lexical root withA-: that of mepi-koding ‘very beautiful’,
KaAAog ‘beauty’, possessive compounds lik@ii-yovaico ‘with beautiful women’, and the
forms of comparisorailiov, kdAlotog, which belong tacolog ‘beautiful’. The etymology
of -kaAAng and related forms is considered to be unclear.ofe existing proposal is that by
Wackernagel (1934: 191-197), who proposed to amalykt. kalyana- ‘beautiful, lovely’
(fem. kalyani) as an old compound *with beautiful elbows’, withfirst member Kali- to be
compared withcaAAi-, which in his view replaced an oldexdi-. Whether one accepts this
analysis or not, it does not illuminate the remhbl&aallomorphy betweeroiog and kodi-
within Greek.

In my view, a much more direct reconstructionwaf}inc, kaAii- can be given. Since
Caland adjectives (notabls:stem adjectives) were productively derived frontransitive
verbs in Greek,kolAng < *-kIn-es-andkaiii- < *kIn-i- could be mechanically derived from
a Proto-Greek thematic nasal preseking/o-'?'% If we assume that ‘beautiful’ developed
from ‘excelling, outstanding’, this reconstruct PGkIne/o- can be further analyzed as the
equi\l/2a1I4ent of the nasal present attested in Icallo- ‘to rise’ and Lith.kilti ‘to rise’, 1s. pres.
kylu.

The original meaning otepicoiirc (the only Homerics-stem compound containing
this root) would be ‘standing out (from the restkcelling’*?*®> The meaning ‘to excel,
surpass’ is, of course, also found in Lataecelb, excelb. A further noteworthy detail is
found in Lithuanian: this language not only hag-stem adjectiveilus ‘protruding, sticking
out’ (with the synchronic meaning &ilti), but alsokilnus ‘elevated, sublime’, which looks
like a derivation from the older nasal present st&m- (before the liquid was vocalized and
the nasal present changed into infixdant-). It is therefore both formally and semantically
close to the Greek Caland forms.

This brings us to the formation of the positivet. Atihoc, Hom. xaAdg, Boeot.kakfog
‘beautiful’. On the basis of Greek alone, thikatwo could theoretically continue a PGr.
*Kklwo-, if one supposes a vocalizatioh> -aA- in front of *w (but see section 1.2.1). But if
the etymology proposed here is correct, the roattrba reconstructed agelh- (final *-h;-
reconstructed on the basis of the thematicizedepteRGr. kIne/o; cf. pdiiw, 04A ®,
naAAm). This implies that kalw6- must be a thematicization of PGkatd-, a phenomenon
also encountered in Homzewvog ‘narrow’ besidestevv-, tavadg ‘thin’ besidetovv- (Ved.
tandy), or pavog ‘sparse, thin’ besidgovo and Arm.manr (u-stem) ‘small, thin’. Note that a
common pre-form PIERIh;-u- ‘sticking out, rising up’ may be theoretically metstructed for
Lith. kilus and PGr. kalu-.

The existence of Ralwé is important, because it offers at least the ribigcal
possibility that the vocalization *» -oA- in nepwaiing was influenced by this form. As with
naAo, the rootkaA)- offers suggestive evidence for a regular voctabra*|n > -aAA-, but
the influence of cognate forms cannot be entirgtleled.

1213 This pre-form would have yielded Gredopai. In the meaning ‘to stand out’, this verb was peeh
replaced byd)npénow. In Early Greek poetry, cf. also the inherited dhdpf. kéxaopon ‘to excel'.

12141 at. cello may have introduced iessvowel from a prehistoric aorist, see de VaBB[ s.v. cells 1).

121310 a number of cases, one may suspectitiyakaidrc originally refers to a conspicuous or elevatedeob)
Aoc epikodél onyd (Il. 5.693), 86pov mepikorréa, mepikodréa depfv, and mepwcaAréo Poudv. Cf. in

particularrdcav yap onikinv ékekooto kaAlei “she excelled in beauty over all of her age-gro(ih"13.431-2),
andolog &’ dotp eiol pet’ AoTpdct VOKTOC Apoly@d Eomepog, O¢ KUAMOTOC £V oVpavd iotoTon dotip “as a star
goes among the stars in the Milky Way, the EveiStay, which stands [out] in heaven as the mostpionsus
(or: beautiful) star”i{. 22.317-8, my translation).
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10.5.2ag, Hom. doiiéeg

The adjective loriaAng (Hdt., Hp.) means ‘thronged, amassed, in closm&tion, forming a
unity’, plur. also ‘all together'**® This is a potentially important piece of evidensecause it
is matched by the Homeric fornieiiéec (plurale tantun ‘gathered together’ < zero grade
*ha-win-es; andasiinc ‘thick, dense’ (Ns. msc., hapax lat3.13) with a full grade rodt*’
The zero grade formation is also found in West @rédeanariavedg ‘all together’, and the
glossalavémc: dGrooyepds. Tapavtivol (‘entirely, completely’, Hsch.)**® Since Taranto was
a Spartan colony, this adverb can be reconstrdoteelroto-West Greek.

Several uncertainties render the reconstructiathiefadjective difficult. The dialectal
origin of Hom.daoM\éeg is unclear. The hapaxiinc, with its geminate reflex of intervocalic
*-|In-, seems to have an Aeolic origin and to point fpeaform *ha-welnes-The lonic prose
form ‘aAng could theoretically continue a full grade (&\inc) as well as a zero grade root
(oAréec, apAavedg). On the one hand, it could be reconstructedhaswin- > *ha-waln- >
*hawall- > *hal(l)-, where the geminate was automatically simplifiidraa long vowel. But
sinceaing may also be the regular contraction of a pre-fbhaweles- < *ha-welneswith e-
grade root, it does not necessarily presupposerao-Attic developmentfh > -oli-.

For present purposes, the main issue concernsréionn to be reconstructed for
Proto-Greek. Since it is unlikely that West Greakl &#lomer independently introduced a zero
grade without a clear motivation, we have to retmics *smw|n-es; with a zero grade root.
It follows that thee-grade was introduced in the hapa#ing, and possibly also ifaAng. A
possible basis for this introduction was the verbat *wel- ‘to throng’, which formed a nasal
present tvelne/o-reflected in Homeilopon ‘to be thronged’. The full grade is present in inos
stems of the Homeric verbal paradigm: beside pigsuot, cf. mid. pf.&elpot, and also pres.
c¢iléw ‘to press together’, ackAca.*?

The derivational basis of the pre-forrari-wh-es-has not been pointed out so far. A
suffix *-nos, as assumed by Frisk, Chantraine, and Beekeliffitult to motivate®**° Since
s-stem adjectives could be directly derived fromransitive verbal stems, | would propose to
reconstruct a present stemv/h-e/o- that was later replaced by thevéln-e/o-> Hom.
eilopon.??! In the same way, one could assume that the prasucdpoviopor anddpeilo

1218 of AMg pév yap yevopévn oo 1| EAMIC yelp peydhn ovvéyetar “For when all of Hellas unites (...)" (Hdt.
7.157). For the meaning of the plural, see &got pev yap ool o1t Atdpavieg obvopa, &vi 8¢ EKAOT® OVTOV
obvopa ovdev keltan “For as a whole they are called Atarantes, butyesegle one of them does not have a
name” (Hdt. 4.184), anditoiot 8¢ dOLiyoiot ypéwvral, Empopruact 8¢ molroict kai ovk dAéot “their side-dishes
are numerous, and not served all together” (Hdt33). Cf. alsardvteg aréeg (Hdt.) corresponding tadvreg
aoAAéeg (Hom.). Attic usesiBpoog (of uncertain etymology) in the same meaning.

¢ dpa TdV V1O TOGG1 KoVicahog dpvuT GeAANC Epyopévav: pdho &' dka Siémpnocov mediow (. 3.13-4).
The Achaean and Trojan armies approach each dtierAchaeans are compared to Notos (the South Wind)
which blows a gust of mist over the mountains: ‘@kse a thick cloud of dust arose from under tfest as
they marched: and they crossed the plain very f§fickhe idea thatieAAng is related tdieilo ‘gust of wind’
cannot be upheld, see Kirk's commentary ad loc.
1218 The Elean form is an adverb inc-based on the-stem adjective. It modifies the directly precedingneral
<n>gvtakatiov, denoting the council of 500 “in its entirety”. Min (2007: 36, 511-13) translates “au complet”.
This excellently fits the semantics of Ho#wA\éeg ‘gathered together’.
1219 There is also the intransitive aorigtijvar ‘to get close together, become thronged’, witteeozgrade reflex
in accordance with regular ablaut schemes. A peiteperhaps attested asket (a likely emendation in Pi.
Pyth 4.233) in the meaning ‘to push back’, DELG s.v.eiléw 1.
1220 The traditional analysis, as adopted by Beek®(3, g.v.) is as follows: “... both may go back té-Faivig
or *&-poAvng, with copulativea-, - < *sm and *wa/oln- < QIE *ul-n-. We may suppose a nouméX-vog
‘crowd, throng’, suffixed liketbvog, cufjvog (Chantraine 1933: 420), which would belongian. The expected
full grade [for thes-stem compound] may be found in the hapai\ic (I' 13).” Upon this analysis, however,
the zero grade afoAdésc remains unexplained, and the assumption of axstiffies is problematic.
1221 comparable derivations of astem adjective from a middle present stem arejrfstance, epegrc from
tpépopoar and depknc from dépropo.
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secondarily introduced a full grade. The processa#i-known in Latin pello, -cello, etc.).
Thus, the original intransitive presenthetomust have formed the basis of thastem *sm-
wln-es-

A derivation of deAAng from the more recent present stemetn- (or later *well-)
reflected ingilopar would make sense from a semantic point of viewthBmAiéec and
apAavedg have developed the meaning ‘gathered, all togeftienoting a total or sum), while
asglAng ‘thick’ qualifies a sandstormkévicadlog) Iin its only attestation. The latter form
remains much closer in meaning to the veéildw, silopat. Moreover, the fact thatoAléeg
has a defective plural paradigm in Homer confirtedaxicalized and derivationally isolated
status:??? The lexical isolation of ém-wh-es-may go back to Proto-Greek, because the non-
trivial semantic development is attested both immdo and in West Greek, but especially
because the introduction efvocalism into North-Greekg"élnomai‘to want’ andogsiio ‘to
owe’ must be very old (cf. Mym-pe-ro-s). Since the lonic prose for@ing means both
‘united, all together’ and ‘thronged, in close fation’, it is hard to exclude that its root
vocalism was influenced byAéw, silopau.

Let us now consider the possible origins of Hamiléec. At first sight, it seems
logical to assume thatoAréec is Aeolic form, in view of the geminate refleid- < *-In- in
combination with theo-vocalism. But since -in- yields «A)- in the lonic words discussed
above, the only remaining argument for an Aeoligiaris theo-vocalism. There is no further
evidence, however, to suggest that the outcomd of the Aeolic dialects wax-."?% It
cannot be ruled out that Hleveloped to Aeolicod- in front of a nasal??* but the conclusions
reached in chapter 7 warn us thaféec may be an old Epic worf®® What might its
dialectal origin be?

An lonic origin does not seem likely. It is harderclude entirely that the preceding
*w could induceo-coloring in front of %|-.??° Still, this would require thatwil- developed
differently from *wr-, as indponv. Moreover, the fact that Classical lonic Rasic speaks
against a vernacular origin. An inner-Epic vocdl@a of *-|-, in the manner of chapters 6
and 7, does not seem likely eithé@oAréeg only occurs betweer and §, so that its pre-form
*hawihehes would have required a metrical lengthening. Howeue have found no
convincing parallels for the metrical lengthenirfgacsyllabic liquid. Note that]*and ¥ did
not have a corresponding long phoneme.

Only one logical option remains: an Achaean ratigrf. We do not know the regular
outcome of f in Mycenaean, because there is no convincing aceldéor 1 generally, let
alone for the position in front of a nas&! But no matter whetherr*was preserved in

1222 o section 4.3 on the defective plural paradigrilom. topeéec ‘numerous’.

12231 e.g. Wathelet (1970: 170), who cites\\rc as the only example, and only with hesitation.

12241 the Aeolic outcome of *was %o-, parallel to T > -po-, one could theoretically assume that the vowa sl
was analogically introduced from the verbal romtein- But one wonders whether restoration efldn to
*woln- was likely if the full grade verbal root was ady *well- when 4 vocalized. Clearly, the stagelri-
belonged to the past already in Mycenaean, gose-ro-si/op'ellonsi/ < PGr. vp'eln-e/o- If the word is of
Aeolic origin, then, it would follow either thateéhAeolic vocalization [*> -Ao- was prior to #In- > *-Il-, or that
the Aeolic vocalization in front of a nasal wds>*-o\-.

125 The transitive verlioALilo ‘to gather together’ was derived from thetemaoiirg by a productive process
in Homer (cf.reyiCm besidersiyog).

1226 The only counterexample | know of isvlpu- presupposed bimotoc ‘loveliest’ etc. (see section 4.2.2).
1227 A possible candidate could be Mywo-ne-we if this form is to be interpreted as the Np. ofi-atem
adjective tveln-u; *win-ew-‘compact’. If this interpretation is correct, itowld confirm the Achaean origin of
doMéec in a spectacular way. But unfortunately, the ceintd the form does not allow us to reach certaisge
section 2.3.2.
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Mycenaean or whether it had developed-oo-, it seems possible that the Mycenaean
outcome of PGr. $m-wh-es-was Myc. ‘hawolnehed??®

10.6 Dialectal evidence

There are two West Greek dialects for which somelesions can be drawn: Cretan and the
dialect of Elis. In Cretan, we have seen that that pran- ~ Blon- offers evidence for a
conditioned development of tnh a labial environment. However, given tifatn- probably
contains a vocalized nasal, the vowel slofiafr- may be due to leveling. The glogsiyoc:
yéha. Kpiiteg (Hsch.) contains a developmadt < yA- typical for certain parts of Creté®
Another Cretan formgievgoc, Gs.kAevkiog ‘new wine’ (Bile 1988, No. 28) beside Myde-
re-u-ko /dleukos/, Cret. Gsyievkiog (Gortyn) and Att.yAedkog (Arist.) show that some
regions of Crete underwent a devoiciflg > ki-. The formkAidyog could seem to provie>
Ao after a non-labial consonant for Cretan, but theonstruction of the pre-form remains
uncertain: as we have seen above, a vocalized casabdt be entirely excluded.

The verbloyaio ‘to release’ (of persons in custody) has an aeyacor (Gortyn,IC
IV Nos. 14; 52B; 62.6; 78.4; alshex Gortynpassim), and is also attested as a gloss
Aaydooor aesivar (Hsch.). The origin of thex- lies in the aorist, because the present-gs+
ielo) was productively derived from it. Frisk (g.v.)ggests thataydoat is a remodelling of
an older root aorist or thematic aodsty- afteryoidoat, which has a similar meaningof.do
‘to loosen, relax’, also ‘to release a prisoneBince the a- in Aaydoor can hardly be part of
the root, this solution seems reasonable. If thisarrect, the etymological connection with
Vedic sarj- ‘to let go, set free’l(IV? s.v. *se-) is quite attractive. It would show that Cretan
underwent a developmenhlty- > Aay-, or perhaps rather word-initialg- > Aay-, because
Cretan is a psilotic dialect. It must be stres$ed this is based on a root etymology only, and
that we are dealing with amus testidor word-initial position.

As we have seen in the previous section, the WestlGcognates of HondgoAAéeg
are Eleanupiavedg ‘all together’ and the glos&lavémg ohooyepds. Tapavtivor (‘entirely,
completely’, Hsch.}?*° They provide valuable evidence for the regulareftgyment of ¥ in
these dialects. The verbropelew /apoveled/ is attested in Elis (cf. Minon 2007: 511-13),
with a reflex of the first compensatory lengtheniiigpe full grade slot weln ensures that
apAavedg has the uninterrupted development affh- in this dialect.

In this context, it is noteworthy that the refleix*o in Cretan wasop-, and that Cretan
haso-vocalism after a preceding labial consonant, oty > op (moptt, -poptoc, Apopdita)
and ¥ > o or oA (afromie). This suggests that the development Joivas later than Proto-
West Greek (if it makes sense at all to reconstsuch an entity). Finallyypiavedg proves
that the development of an anaptyctic vowel im*was a matter of the individual dialect
groups, or even of the individual dialects. In othwrds, *In- cannot be compared with the
laryngeal developments discussed in section 1.Zreviall Greek dialects behave in an
identical way'***

Among the reflexes of the rooplth,-, there is no evidence for a dialectal variant
nhot-: the Cyprian fornpo-lo-te-iis unreliable (see section 3.5). The Lesbian exddas as

1228 The Homeric epithetilmod-, attested in the formulagovoiv én’ ciMmédeoor and ikinodag Podg, has
remained without a convincing explanation to thased(cf.DELG, EDG). It may also contain the root @dxing,

if we suppose that it denoted cows ‘with throngeelt'f This is close to the core meaning of the akrbot, and
a semantically satisfactory description of a hefrdaitle. Note also Homudyeoar dorréeg ‘to fight in close
formation’ andvnuciv doiréowv (Od.), of ships gathered ashore. The first member begerived either from
*wel-i- with metrical lengthening, or fromweln-i- parallel to the form of the stem adjective withweln-es-
12291t has been supposed that Crétayoc is from *yAdxoc by metathesis of voice (see the older lit. in Eris
s.v.), but this is both unlikely and unnecessary.

129 Taranto was a colony of Sparta.

1231 The evidence from Elis for the outcome ofi¢ minimal and internally contradictory: see sactB.3.3.
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follows. In Mytilene we find the word for ‘shouldétade’ asoporiatalv (IG XII 2 71.2),
and also the abstragf.otoc ‘breadth’ (Hodot 1990, MYT 013, 10,3c.). The adjective
mAdrtug IS attested in Lesbian poetry (Alc. fr. 74). Anicggm or lonicism cannot be easily
excluded in any of these instances, and is espetlaly in oporAidra, given that the regular
Aeolic outcome of ‘shoulder’ would beupo- < *Homso-(cf. émoppdadiog, v.l. in Theoc.
29.29). Finally, note thatmiavyvov (MYT 015.04, & c.) could also be due to lonic
influence.

Beside miarv, two other words with Aa- < *| are attested in literary Lesbian:
aprapn[v ‘unscathed’ (Sapph. 5.1) andaoebdpa] ‘hollow’ (Alc. 7.8), but both could be
borrowings from lonic. As a fixed epithet of shigasd caverns in Homeyjaeupog ‘hollow’
is clearly a traditional Epic word. The adjecti&.apn[v is also poetic, and typical for lonic-
Attic. The Homeric wordioAAéec ‘thronged, all together’ is attested @S\ eeg in Alcaeus,
but again, an Epic origin cannot be excluded. Thus,theoreticaly possible that the Lesbian
outcome of ¥, unlike that of ¥, hada-vocalism, but the material does not necessarilyose
this conclusion.

[Miatnedg ‘inhabitant of Plataea’ is the epichoric Boeotianm. It could be argued,
however, that Plataea was originally founded byakpes of a different dialect. In this case we
would probably be dealing with a South Greek foltintannot be excluded, for instance, that
Proto-lonic was once spoken in the area.

In Arcadian, the termumiatia (IG V 2 4.2) is perhaps related thatoc. Although the
meaning is not clear, the following veftiiokesOon (with dative rection) may suggest that the
Ds. wmiation denotes a sacrifical offering (cf. Dubois 1988lacl). Further, we find a PN
Matog (IG V 2 6.57 and 85, Dubois 1988: 45), but it is urestis base any conclusions on it,
because the bearer need not be an Arcadian.

Thus, it could be thought thatie- was regular in Arcadian and Lesbian,
notwithstanding the fact that these dialects hape < *r and po- < *r, respectively. In view
of the marginal evidence, however, it is bettertoadraw a conclusion.

10.7 Conclusions

What was the regular place of the anaptyctic vaadtelr the vocalization of|*in lonic-Attic?
Unless one wishes to base anything on the conmebgbtweenuoibakog and the Germanic
word for ‘mild’, we may conclude that there is nadence at all for the reflexax-. On the
other hand, there are several reasonable candidatd® development td.e-. This would be
remarkable in view of the evidence for *» -ap-, with a different vowel slot. One might
hesitate to assume different developments foartd *¥: as far as we know, these sounds
hardly ever undergo different developments in tidotEuropean daughter languages. But the
evidence deserves to be taken seriously.

To be sure, the evidence for a regular reflex- 4s not overwhelming. The forms
yYAdooa, dimhaé, omlayyva stand besideidoca, miékm, andorAniv. Furthermoreplodeig is
not necessarily of lonic-Attic origin, and the rastruction ofydla, yAaktopdayog, yAdyog IS
beset with problems. A new piece of evidenceiispvpog ‘hollow’, which | derive from a
pre-form ’gvvjbh-u-lé- ‘hollow’. Unless one is prepared to accept that vbrbyrapwn derives
from *g"Inb™-e/o- and that the vocalism oftagupoc may have been influenced by it, this
adjective does seem to furnish reasonable evideaca regular development *» -Lo-. It
must also be taken into account that forms &k&dayyva are lexically isolated, and therefore
most easily explained ifl*> -Aa- was indeed the regular outcome.

There is one environment wherg.- may be regular in lonic-Attic: in front of a ndsa
The case would be analogous to the Celtic outcomeste 1 normally yields k-, but al- in
front of a nasal. We have seen that the refledmicbntained a geminate’-, as opposed to
intervocalicln which underwent the first compensatory lengtheningavor of the outcome
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-ah- speak kaAing, for which | have proposed a reconstruction PGdntes; andnéilo, of
which the underlying formation is to be equatechwitat of Lat.pello. The lonic prose form
aAng does not prove anything, because it may haveduoted the full grade vowel or its slot.
Its cognhate Hom.doAléeg ‘gathered together could contain a trace of thgcéhaean
vocalization.

In most other dialects, there is unfortunately atiable epigraphic evidence for the
reflex of *|. The only serious indication is the differencewsn Eleampiavedg and Cretan
aproma: this suggests that the vocalization ¢f just like that of ¥, took place in the
individual West Greek dialects.
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