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INDOEUROPEAN e IN LUWIAN

In the article are presented reflections of IE short f§ in the
cuneiform Luwian. Based on the material from DIL and HW it was
established that IE *§ in the neutral positions reflects as
-a- while in the non-neutral positions (before or behind Proto-

Luw, +; and behind +§) reflects, at least in graphics, as i.

There are many hazy facts in the historical phonetics of the
IE-Anat,., languages.In the present article I am trying to clealr
up a developing course of IE fé in the cuneiform Luwian.I pre-
sent examplesiwith rather acceptableetymologies which contains
Proto-Anat.'+g from Laroche's Dictionnaire de la langue louvite
(DLL) and Friedrich's Hethitisches Wérterbuch (EW). DLL has
been until now the most systematical collection of Luw:1words.
Proto-Anat. fg is generally identic with IE +§, with exception
of borrowed words which came in the language(s) after IE par-
tinge. -

First, I have to present reflections of IE *§, 8 and *3,%%
in the IE-Anat. languages in the neutral positions:

IE Proto-Anat, ti-groun tsi-group
' Luw. HLuw, Pal. Lyc. Lyde. Hitt,

+¥ *e a a a a a e/i

*g *T, Y8(?) i i i i ire

+3 *3(2) a a a e a a

+3 *a a a a a a

Second, I want to point at the inexact cuneiform writing,
which had been destined for Akkad. language and has not been
adapted to IE-Anat. languages successfully enough. So,we don't
know the exact phonetic value of the cuneiform signshgf /gi/
and &2 /pi/ in Luw, * that are the topics of the present ar-
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ticle, In all probability we have to .read the vowel of these
two signs, at least 1in cases where it doesn't reflect IE +;
and *g (or i-diphtongs) as a bit palatal semivowel which,un=
fortunatly, in writing has coincided with the real i from men-
tioned sources. Below in the text I always deal with the ortho-
graphie but never with the phonetic values of discussed signs.

I also have to remind on Hitt, assibilation of dentals, which
is caused by Proto-Anat. +§, € (i.e. IE fi, +§ and *g) but ne-
ver “&. -

At last, in the Luw. orthography the Proto-Anat. 'e is distin-
guished from *4/a by the fact uhat iE *1, *r, "m, *bh,*dh and
g_ are doubled behlnd accented IE e, IE +§ is doubled also
behind unaccented IE g, while all these consonants are write
ten singly behind Proto-Anat. *&/z (Sop 1970: 85 ff.).

Examples of Proto-Anat. +2 in the neutral positionsi

1) Luw. gys- "faire", HLuw. zia-, Lyc. z- = Hitt.iis- "machen,
tun" (DLL 23, BHW 80). The Hitt.,and Luw.verb may b__Tbom iiias:
IE reduplicated Pres. 1116- from the root _- "werfen,machen,
tun" (Tischler 1978: 39952 So,there is no e In this Anat.verb.

2) Luw. gkuwa- "boire", Pal. ahu~ "trinken" (?) = Hitt. eku-
"trinken" (DLL 24, HW 40), Toch. AB yok- "to drink", IE *akRa-
: *Sif- "Wasser, Fluss" (Pokorny 1959: 23, Cop 1971/2: 35 f.).
The Anat. verb is the result of IE ablaut '8 : ¥ 2 (> a).luw.a-
kuwa- might be also a generalized weak stem which is found in
Hitt. Pres. 3. Pl. akuganzi.

2) Luw,., annari-~ (according to Rosenkranz 1952: 21) “eine win~-

schenswerte Eigenschaft", c¢f. Luw. annar-ummi- “"fort" = Hitt.
innar-a—gant— "rlistig (2)", Luw. DAnnarumienzi = Hitt.DInnara—
EEEEEE—TEEE_27; HW 8%)<& Proto-Anat. 'én-nar-a- "strenght, vi-
gour' <& IE tenn® r—o— =Slav, (a)qdri with inserted -d-between
the old 737 and -r—,cf. Skr, we&ér "vigorous, fresh" ﬂQaré

in OCS jgdro, Russ. jadrl, Pol. jadro, Skr. iédro nucleus"that
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is not related to OI anda- "egg, testicle” (so Miklo¥i& 1886:
104). or Gr.eL5€q5"voll, dicht, ausgewachsen,relf"(so Trautmann
1923: 107 and others) that is built from the Adv.s.&v‘\) from IE
*se-d- (cf. Arm. at-ok’ "voll, ausgewachsen", further Lat. sa-
tis, Goth. sgps "satt") by the suffix —pd- (Frisk 1973 I: 20
£f.)s IE Yen-n®r- is a compound from IE *gg "in" and the root
*per— (by Pokorny 1959 765 *aner—, ‘Yener-) "(magische)Lebens-
kraft"” = Finn.-Lapp *nore- in Finn, nuorl, Lapp nuorra "young
(the IZ-Ural. equatld-TT%covered by Gop 1975/2: 9),’ Gr.uwﬂe
"man" results IE *en-ner-s, 01 sunara "strong, youthful" < IE
4*sugazrmero- and Gr.a'u-/qvwg "jdem” results IE ‘séu-"nnor-s «So,
there is no need to suppose an initial laryngeal in this root.

Otherwise Tischler 1978: 361 presumes originally +82norh that
would reflect in Hitt. and OI as in- (ef, OI “Indra- "the name
of the god"). By such assumption it is impdssible to explain
Luw, ann—~that in confrontation.with the -Hitt. 1nn— represents
only IE: enn- ' ' v

4) Luw. aé- "&tre", HLuw. as-, Pal., a$-, Iyc. es (?) "idem" =
Hitt. e$- "sein, vorhanden sein" (DLL 33, HW 42) from IE teg-
"seln" (Pokorny 1959 343),

5) Luwe aéga(r)huilﬁehsanglantér", Hitt. eSharnu- "blutig ma-
chen® (DIL 3%, HW 44) are identical  denominative-causative
verbs, made from IE 'esH-r- (Hitt. e$har) "Blut" by the suf-
fix *-n(e)u- (Pokorny 1959: 343).

6) Luw. ad- "manger", Hluw, ad-/ar- = Hitt., ed- "essen, fres-
sen" (DLL 34, HW 44) from IE +ed— "essen" (Pokorny 1959: 287
f.)e Iuw. ad- ‘may be also a weak stem like Hitt. Pres. 3. Pl.
adanzie.

w

7) Luw. atari~ "nourir"” = Hitt. etriia- "ernihren” (DLL 34, HW
44), cf, Hitt. etrl- "Gerlcht Speisen, Mahlzeit", further see
N® 6. B

8) Iuw. adduwal(i)~- "mal, mauvais", HLuw. adu(wa)ta, cf. Hitt.
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idalu- "schlecht, bdse” (DLL 35, HW 93, Meriggi 1962:44),Toch.
B yolo "bbse", OI Adhré- "poor", IE ¥edh- "bad, evil" (Cop-
1970: 91, 1975/1: 204 f.). - :

2) Luw.’kutaééara/i— "muraille", HLuw. kutasari = Hitt. BAD-
eS8ar "Mauer, Befestigung, Burg" (DLL 58, HW 226), cf.etymolo-
gycaly the same suffix beyond the N* 30,

10) Luw. malllt— "miel", Pal. malit = = Hitt, melit'(writteﬁ mi-
1it) from IE *melit, cf. Gr. Fe)« , Gen. }Le)sl‘ros , Goth. milip,
Alb. mgalte (5op 1970: 85). :

11) Luw. mammana- "dire”, Hitt, mema—, memija- “sprechen" (DLL
67, HW 140) is reduplicated Perf, IE me—mon— *me—mn- from
the root men- "denken, geistig erregt seln“ (Pokorny° © 1959;
726, CGop 1961 58 £f., 1970: 85). ‘

12) Luwe mannahuni-, manna(gu)wanle = Hitt.  maninku(yant)-

"eurz® (DIL 68, OW 136), hypothetical IE 'mon-emkER-; the first
member of compound is IE word for "hand" (weak stem) (by  Po=
korny 1959: 740:+§g£r, Geﬁ; *ms—n=&s - "Hand") the seccond'onejs“
the suffix of direction that is found also in OI {d-affc— "tur-
ned upwards", Lat. prop-inau-us "near". The second Iuw. suffix
is compared with that one in Hitt., arahz-en-a- "umwohnend ..."
(cf, Hitt, arahza ?rlngsum, ausserhalb" (Uop 1970' 88 - f., HW

28) -

13) Luw. mawa- "4", HLuw, ma- = Hitt. meu- “"4", Proto-Anat.
*ney- "4t (DLL 70, Friedrich 1960: 71).

14) Luw,. Darraﬁ "devant, avant, HLuw.‘oaran = Hitf.‘ piran
"vorn, voran™ (DLL 78, H4¥ 170) from IE Tpéro-m (icc. Sg.to ne-'
ro-s "ferner"), cf, OI param "hinaus iiber, jenseits, nach"(Po- -
korny 1959: 811, 5op_1970:>86).

15) Luw., Sappa- “éCOrCer"'Q‘Hift. (arha) éibba{i)- "gbschilen"
(DLL 85, HW 193)., But in the Hitt. exists also $ap- "abscha=-
ben (?), s&ubern (?), (gefdlte Baumstémme) von der Rinde  be=-
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freien (2)", Pret. Sge. 3. Sap-pa-at-ta (HW 183, 193); . . both
verbs from IE sen— "gich mit etwas abgeben, in *hren halten"
(Pokorny 1959 >909) So; Proto-Anat. e in this Luw. word . can
not be proved.«»--~~r ‘ R S PR '

16) Luw, saésa(l)— coucher, reposer" = Hltt. ses- v ruhen,‘”
schlafen" (DLL 87, HW 191), IE *ses~ "to sleep“, ct. OI sastl,
Av, hahmi "he sleeps, I sleep" (Mayrhofer 1976 449).

17) Luw. annasga) "clel" HLuw. tanas(a) (DLL 87, HW 191), .
thh. debe51s "cloud", probably from IE nebhes- - "Nebel,
Du.nst oe o (POkOI‘DJ 1959 31 5) °- E Co Lo s o

18) Tuw. uwata-‘"amener" Hitt. ugate- "herbrlngen“ (DLL 104,
HW 239) is a thematic Pres. IE - u:ﬁ5aﬁ-e- from the root *yedh~
"fiithren" (Pokorny 1959: 1115 £.)= Tuw.  thematic vowel in  The
neutral position is -a-, Hitt, —-e-, cf, also thematlc iterative

suffix Luw. -ss-a- Hltt. -sk-e- (Frledrlch 1960 v f.).':Cf,k
N 24 and 28. o

Luw. wass-7"vet1r" is- probably comparable w;sh ‘the Hitt, weak:
stem uas(s) (ues(s)-, uasslla-, uess11a—) "beklelden,bedecken"
(HW 2887, peex. Pres. 3. Pl. uas§anz1 Luw. ‘wasanti; IE- ues—'*

"klelden" Goth. wasjan (Pokorny 1959: 172 f£., DLL" 108)s T

Luw. washa—‘"maltre )n derlves from IE" uos-Ho— (by Pokorny
1959: _??7E gesu~ "gut") related to Timwe. wﬁsﬁ:—"bon"(éep 1971
/1:9 £, )(that Is not identic with Hltt. 288u~ "gut",. DLL
110)'< IE uos-u— = 0Tr. fo "gut Gute" (Pokorny, l.c. w1thout_
Luw. examplEETT—Cf. the relatlons between Hltt.,e§ha- (wrltten“f
1§ha-) "Herr" from IE teg~H-o- = lat. erus (Pedersen 1938% ’§f'
107), OI fsu-ra- "mighty, master"g es-u- at IE etse-' "souf-’
fle, &me™: (Gop 1981 95 £a) and aS8u~ "gut" from IE os-u-_ or
"'as__;_.u- to.the root *es- "gut tlichtig" (Pokorny 1959- 342, Frie~
drich 192%: 370).

Examples ‘of Proto-Anat. e in the non-neutral P051t10ns._‘

Laroche (DLL 134) calles attentlon to the opn081tlon Luw.l- a=
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galnst Hltt. ke/l- and 01tes two exampleS°

19) Luw. 1mmara/1— “campagne" Hltt. klm(ma)ra-,"Feld, Flur“ ¢:v)
109). Both words may have arisen from IE ghrem—aro-, cf. Germ..
'+g£uniEu- "Grund” (Cop 1956: 43) or IE Yghim-ro- without a sin-
gle parallel (éop'1971/ﬂ:’5).' - : : o

20 Tuw. iffari- "msin" : Hitt. keSera- "Hand" (EW 108) < IE
ghesgozr- "Hand" (Pokorny 1959 447). - ’

In both cases weakend 1E gg :>f’>-z'before the palatal vo-
wel assimilates follow1ng g to 1. Regress;ve:_ 3531mllatlon 1s

found in:

21) IE ° dheahom--—>+dhe{6m+i-f> Tuwe- tivami;."Erde",‘fcf; Hluw.
takam~ "earth"< IE 3 dnéthom= (Cop 1971/1: 6. f., 19»ff).

22) Luw. +mal- "crowd' Adj. mazas§1— "de la foule" (DIL ' 65)
dissimilated from _;Zl'<: IE megn-l- "multa, magna" (see Po-"
korny 1959: 708); the vowel ~i- is saved in ILyc. mi-Bt=i "mee-
ting, assambly" < +mii—ant-i- < IE +me6H§-nt- = 0I mahént- (5op
1965: 123, 1971/1: __TTTT—fEEamnle for such a dissimilation is
cited also under the N° 1. The- phenoménon IE ‘gh > Luw. .3 de-
tailed by Cop 1971/1 —24

The . second non-neutral p051t10n that prevents changlng e to a
is behlnd Proto-Anat. u (and D (2D Examples:

23) Luw. iSSar—wili-" "dr01te" (DLL 53) against Hitt. ual-klssa-“

- “kundlg erfahren (v 234) ‘IE uel- "wallen, waEIEEW?'TTT?
wela, wola "well" (Cop 1980), otherwi__“Hrozny 1917 40 compa=--
res Lat. valeo. ' :

24) Luw, widai-, (A dwiwida(i)~ "(her)bringen (?)"=,Hitt;;geda—
"herbringen". (DLL 111, HW 256), IE +Q.edh- "fihren, -heimfiihren™"
(Pokorny 1959: 115 f).

25) Pal, hite- "bauen"3 Lyd. uif+ = Hitt. uete- "bauen" (Car=-
ruba 1970: 76, Sevoroskln 1967 25, Hw 254) 1E luedh-"knupfen,
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binden" (Pokorny 1959: 116 f.)or ue-—dhe- (-dha - (2)) "nieder-
setzen" (Kronasser 1966. 554).

26) Iuw. wid- "eau" = Hitt. stem in Gen. Sg. uet-enpas(DLL 111,~-

HW 249). Luw. wid- may be explained as a lengﬁf@ﬁga_éiéde, too,
cf. Hitt. Nom.-Acc. Pl. uldar (?), 0CS v&dro (Pokorny 1959:80),

In Pal. Loc.-Dat.: atuan__fﬁ_rruba 1970: 79) we  can = see " the
same vowel as-in ﬁﬁ__Hiﬁ_. Nom. Sg. uatar. :

27) Luw, w1zana—"v1n" Hitt. yiiana- »"‘feln .(DLL 111, Y 225)
< ualna— taken over from Seﬁﬁﬁﬁf_“ﬁdalnu (A551r.,1nu) The phe-
nomEESE_ban be explained as regressive ass1m11at10n (see N 21,
22 and 1), ’

28) Thematic vowsl IE *-e- is in neutral position in Iuw.reali-
sed as -a- (see N* 18). On the other hand, Iuw. tarawi- -"abat-
tre, terasser" can be explained as thematic deadverbative Egg—
ay-e- related to Hitt. tarl "biduchlings (?)", taraya "idem"(DIL
Q?_Hv 213, 2’1‘7, etymology Luw. tarawi-: Hitt. tard founded by
Cop 1980). o : : .

29) Luw. (Hupesna) ———alhultra "a ¥ind of pr1estess"!;= Hitt.
SAI’alhuesr‘a- "ﬂunktlonar im. Kultus" (DLL 476 HU 19, Cop 1965v
100). Etymology unknown.

30) Luw. huldwall- "v1vant", hultwal-ahlt- "v1e" stem huidﬁr.
"vivre", '__'HI——. huidu-3i- "leben" Duis-, hues-‘"ldem”__tﬁﬁb
47, B 71 f., Cop 1565108 £.). Proto-amat. ¥hges- "to live"
may be 51mp1y IE Hues— s cf. OI vasati "he dwETI—" Goth.w1san
"to be, to remaln"—T?Ekorny 1959: 1170; about other altanmmnves
see Cop, loc. Cite.)e

Tuw, sahuldar(a)- "reguller, normal” and Hitt. sakugassar(a)—
"rlchtlg, vollstandlg" (DIL 84 HW 178) have arosen from Proto-—
Anat. sak~asar§a}- (cf. Hitt. sakuua "eyes“). The Luw. word is
influenced by the prlmary adaec—153—§ahu1— that is saved p. ex.
in Sahui-dali- (éop 1965: 99, 112) TEE': - in sahu—l- is iden-
tldWE{EE—FEEF one in Iuw. parra-i-, Lat. tenu-l:E_EEE».SQ,there.
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is no -e~ in this case. -

Uncertain examples are Luw,. (UZU)yappi§a- "membre" that may re-
sult *hap-eSar = Hitt. yzghappeééar Glied, Kérperteil (DLL:41,
HW 54, Tischler 1977: 165), cf. the same suffix in Luw.malhas$Se-
(DIL 65) and under the N°9; apd ILuw. pintanza (Acc.Pl.)—“—*E_ﬁﬁk
der (2)" (HW 169) that may represent IE Acc. Pl. " (s)pendhons ,
(*(s)pendhons (9), cf. vrddhi formation in Hitt. Nom.-Acc. Pl.
wyidar) to Nom. (s)pendho- *(s)pondho- "Holzeimer", cf. Gre.
ond¥w (<*sppdha) "Bez, mehrerer flacher und linglicher . Gegen-
stinde; z.Db. Schwert(klinge), Ruderblatt, Spatel ..."; - Pokorny
1959: 989 without the Luw. and Gr. parallels’ to which»kindly
called my attention Prof. Bojan Cop). Otherwise Frisk 1973 II
775 connects the Gr. word with Germ. spalan, -On "Spaten”.

Conclusions

IE fg refleets in Luwe.: 1) In neutral positions a according -to
the phonetical=orthographical rule (5op 1970: 85 ff,), see N°2-
18; 2) In the proximity of Proto-Luw. +; is assimilated to i,
see N® 19~22; 3) behind IE*y reflects as i (also in Pal. (2)) ,
see N* 23-30. In the last case the e following comnsonant in

Iuw, is not doubled although IE e is accented.

Finally, I have to remark that the third conclusion is exclu-~
sively phonetical-drthographical rule and has nothing'tO‘dowith
the productlveness of -1- stem in Luw. that is a matter of word
formation. The rule should be proved or dlsproved by more mate-
rlals that are not ‘accesible to me.

Notes

Many thanks to ‘Prof, Bojan Cop fo rev131ng the _article ; andi
correctlng my faults.' .

1By the ‘term Luw. 1s always ment cunelform Luw. Hleroglyphlc
Luw. is always app01nted by 1ts attrlbute.

2éop 1965: 112101tes-yggr (see N® 26) and the discuesing one,
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He also compares Luw.hirut- "germent" with“Hitt‘gargaé-i- "sec—
ret" where vowel relations in the first syllable are not clear.

SCarruba loc. cit. cites as - a possible meaning'aiso "bringen”

but at least from the context arlnam-pi tI Gitedi Zntanam tI fii-
tedi (KUB XXXV 165 Vs. 23) where the agent is DKatahzipuri only

thgtmeaning "bauen, erschaffen" is evident.
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Povzetek
RLFLERSI INDO“VROPDY“GA V LUVIJSCINI

Iz materiala, ki ga nudita Larochev DIL in Friedrichov HW Je

razvidno, da v nemotenih poZicijah'ihdoévrbpskemu'fé ustreza

luv. a. e stoji praluv. refleks indoevropskega*d v sosedstvu

praluv. y (kakr3negakoli izvora), ga ta palatalni konsonant

asimilira v historidni i. To' velja tudi pri izposojenkah,Tudi

v poziciji za ide;+g stoji vsaj v ortografiji na mestu ide.’d

luve (in pal. (?)) "i, ki pa ne povzrodi ortografske geminaci-
Je sledecega sonanta a11 medle asplrate n1t1 v prlmerlh, ko je
bil - e ‘poudarjens. : '
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