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The Morphonology of { PL Pres. and Pret. in Middle Hittite

Andrej V. Sideltsev (Moskau)

The purpose of this paper1 is to describe (I) the distribution of full and zero grade in 1
pl. pres. and pret.; (II) the distribution of -u/meni -u/mani endings of 1 pl. pres.
0 Ideclized descriptive Hittite verb morphology2
0. Ablauting verbs possess two stems - strong stem (all sg.3, pl. pret., 2 pl impv.4)
and weak stem (pl. pres.s, 3 pl. impv.). Full grade is stressed® vocalism and consonantism
of strong stem. has-/hes-type (for $akk-/$ekk- see 1.2.4) has two strong stems (one for
sg., the other - for pl. pret.). Weak stem may be unstressed and zero grade or stressed
and full grade (not identical to the full grade of strong stem).
1. full/zero grade in 1 pl. pres. and pret.
1.0 There are 3 groups of strong/weak-stem distribution in pl. pres. and pret. in MS
texts7:
1.0.1.a Strong stem throughout the paradigm; 3 pl. pres. (né(i)anzi 9% (1x plene), néanzi

1x, néd[(nzi)]? 1xX), 3. pl. impv. attest weak-stem full-grade stressed e—vocalismg:

<9 . . P
ndi ndiuani ndiuen

1 I am grateful to A. Kassian, A. Nikolajev, A. Shatskov and esp. Prof. Dr. C. Melchert.
The views expressed in the paper and possible errors are the author’s only.

2 This sketch is communis opinio. All author’s deviations are explicated in the paper.

3 The surface zero-grade sg. pret. of memai- (halzai-type) and uppa-type is problema-
tic (cf. Melchert, SHHP, 74 fn. 140, 97-8, 149, Oettinger, SHV, 71).

4 In several verb types pl. pret. and 2 pl. impv. are weak stem.

5 pehute-type has strong stem in all sg., 1-2 pl. pres. and pret., weak-stem - in 3 pl.
pres. and pret.

6 Full grade is unstressed only in the case of former preverbs (pé&da-, dnna-, uda-,
uppa-, see fn. 98) and reduplication (mémai-, mimma-, see fn. 42).

7 The grouping was also based on my files for 2 and 3 pl. The classification relies
heavily upon that of Oettinger, SHV, passim. The paradigm is represented by 3 sg.
pres. (strong stem), 1 pl. pres. and 1 pl. pret. MS forms are not marked.

8 < acrostatic ablaut (Melchert, SHHP, 68; Lehmann, IH Redux, 242-3; cf. OQettinger,
SHV, 460, 482.

9 Here and elsewhere length is marked only when it is denoted by plene writings. Thus
lack of length indication does not automatically imply short vowel as plene writings
are optional.
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e (CTH 571) KBo 16.97 +, Vs. 5 na-i-ua-ni;
KuT 50, Vs. 27 na-i-d-en.

1.0.1.b Strong stem throughout the paradigm (non-ablauting group synchronicallyw):

pdi pdiuani *pdiuen
e (CTH 790) KBo 23.27 +, Vs. I 27 ha-a-nu-mi-e[ -Ini' ; -
%¢ (CTH 752.1) KUB 35.164 +, Vs.' 11 10’ la-a’-hlu-e-ni'>;
e 3+1°% (CTH 417.3) KUB 34.75, 6, (CTH 3.1.A) KBo 22.2", Vs. 15 pa-i-ua-ni ",
(CTH 199) HBM 24, Vs. 9 pa-i]-ua-ni (? - see Alp, HBM, 158 Anm. 75), (CTH
458.1.A) KBo 40.25 +, Vs. I 20’ pa-i-ua-ni-ua-an ,go*;
e 3x (CTH 199) HBM 17, Vs. 20, Rs. 27 ua-al-hu-u-ua-ni, (CTH 138.1) KUB
23.77a (+), Rs. 15’ ua-al-hu-ua-ni,
(CTH 190) KBo 18.86, Vs. 13’ ua-[al-huJ-u-en"

1.0.2.a Strong stem in sg. pres. and pret., pl. pret.; zero-grade weak stem in pl. pfes.16

10

11

12

13

14
15

16
17

18
19

20

ddi duméni'’ dduen
e (CTH 761.1) KUB 35.18, Vs. 1 7 [alp-pu-ii-e-ni;
e 2x (CTH 199) HBM 17, Vs. 6 e-fu-en, HBM 47, Vs. 8 e-Su-ii-en ,be“;
o (CTH 268) KUB 21.47 + KUB 23.82 (+), Vs. 18’ ku-ula-ul-e-ni",
(CTH 28) KBo 16.47, Vs. 15" ku-e-u-e-en’ < *kuén-uen;
e (CTH 214) KBo 32.224, Vs. 2’ §)e-e-su-en’’;

Only athematic verbs that were diachronically ablauting are included (1.2). The rest
are omitted.

Half-thematic after tarna-type, at the same time shows generalized strong stem of 3
sg. pres. (see also 3 pl. pres. hananzi 3X and hanianzi 2%) Oettinger, SHV, 55!

OS la-hu-e-ni 3X in the texts from CTH 752. See Kassian, Glossary, in: Anatolian
Languages, 107.

The MS dating follows KoZak, electronic Konkordanz sub Bo 70/10.

OS pa-i-ua-ni(-) 14+2 frgm. X. See Kassian, Glossary, 112.

On the basis of 3 pl. pret. ishuuder 2%, OS ifhuuduani 1X, ifhuya- also belongs to
1.0.1.b group (cf. Oettinger, SHV, 61). But (CTH 199) HKM 18, 1k.Rd. 4 if-hu-u-it-tin is
not typical for a paradigm with 3 sg. pres. strong-stem generalization. Although it can
be analogical only after halzai-type (Oettinger, SHV, 62), the only form that could be
the starting point is idpittén 1X as all the rest of 2 pl. of halzai-, pai-/pi-, uppa-types
(42+8? X) end in -i-$te(i)! Cf. Tischler, Handworterbuch?, 64 (two stems: ifhu- and
ishuua-).

(CTH 788.1.A) KBo 19.145, Rs. II1 40’ la-a-u-e-en (cf. Haas-Thiel, AOAT 31, 302)
may be thematic (see Melchert, SHHP, 37-8; Oettinger, StMed 7, 234).

The type is represented in OS also by ta-ru-e-ni(-) 2X. See Kassian, Glossary, 128.
See Oettinger, Gs Pedersen, 320 Anm. 64; Ko3ak, Fs Lin, 79, 83.

Eichner, V Fachtagung, 82; Oettinger, SHV, 21-2, 96-7 refer it to I.0.1.a. However, all
the NS strong-stem 1, 2 pl. pres. from the stem kuyenna- (Oettinger, SHV, 117-9;
Melchert, SHHP, 26 n. 53) are not probative.

OS sa-fu-e-ni 1. See Kassian, Glossary, 121.
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e 2x (CTH 443.1) KBo 15.10 +, Vs. II 58’ du-m[e-Je-ni, (CTH 761.1) KUB 35.18,
21

Vs. I 7 tum-me-ni ",

2x (CTH 443.1) KBo 15.10 +, Vs. II 60’, (CTH 573) KBo 24.130 (+), Vs. I 16’ da-

a-u-en.

1.0.2.b Strong stem in sg. pres. and pret., pl. pret.; usual zero-grade weak stem with oc-

casional (and innovative) strong stem in pl. pres.:

duszi u(m)méni/duman122 dumen
e 5% (CTH 752.1) KBo 30.39 +, Rs. III 5, (CTH 134.C) KUB 40.28, 4, KuT 50, Rs.
407 ti-me-e-ni, (CTH 752.1) KUB 35.164 + KBo 25.139 +, Rs. Il 6 um-me-e-ni
(see Groddek, DBH 2, 47), KuT 50, Vs. 28 d-mi-ni*"
1x (CTH 151) VBoT 1, Vs. 12 a-ti-ma-ni,
9+2°x (CTH 199) HBM 47, Vs. 35, Rs. 42, S1, (CTH 573) KBo 24.130 (+), Rs. 4,
(CTH 428) KBo 22.129 (+), Vs. 4, 10, (CTH 3.1.A) KBo 22.2, Vs. 10(?), 11(2)* a-
t-me-en, KuT 49, Vs. 23, KuT 50, Vs. 19, Rs. 42 a-ti-mi-en;
e (CTH 396.2) KBo 15.26, 4 e-dJu-ua-ni-";
e (CTH 396.2) KBo 15.26, 7 e-ku-ya-ni- ;
9 @ (CTH 195) KBo 15.28, Vs. 7 hu-e-ku-ua-ni ,conjure“>;
e 2X KuT 49, Vs. 14, KuT 49, Vs. 24 na-a-hu-ua-ni;
e 4x (CTH 139.A) KBo 8.35, Vs. II 9°), (CTH 28) KBo 16.47, Vs. 16, (CTH
713/720) KBo 27.165 +, Vs. 13 da-i-ti-en, (CTH 443.1) KBo 15.10 +, Vs. I 32
[d]a-a-i-ti-en.

>

1.0.2c d-strong stem in sg. pres. and pret., e-strong stem in pl. pret.; &§ full-grade weak

stem in pl. pres.:

hdsi hédssueni *hésuen (only NS)
e (CTH 752.1) KBo 25139 +, Rs. IIl 1 ha-a§-Su-ti-e-ni ,,open .

OS tu-me-e-ni 4%, tu-me-nl(i 1X, da-a~-u-e-ni 1X. See Kassian, Glossary, 123.

In OS the type is also represented by ku-e-ru-e-n[i 1xX. See Kassian, Glossary, 106.
ME-E over erasure.

Not HBM 38, Rs. 12 d-uya-u-e-ni contra Alp, HBM, 191. OS u-me-ni 1x Kassian,
Glossary, 88.

See Kassian, Glossary, 88. Cf. Otten, StBoT 17, 6.

See for the restoration Hart, Fs Gurney, 53 w. lit. Cf. Carruba, StBoT 2, 46;
Melchert, AHP, 138. OS a-du/tu-e-ni 4+2 frgm. X. See Kassian, Glossary, 91.

OS a-ku-e-ni 6x. See Kassian, Glossary, 89.

Archi, SMEA 16, 1975, 135-6; Haas, AoF 23/1, 1996, 78; Unal, RHA 31, 1973, $3; cf.
Hagenbuchner, THeth 16, 81. OS hu-e-ik-kul-e-ni (?) 1%, hu-e-[(ik-ku)-e-ni (?) 1x
.slaughter’. See Kassian, Glossary, 96.

Corresponds to (CTH 139.B) KUB 23.78b +, Vs. II 6 [d]a-i-u-e-en.

OS ha-a¥-fu-e-ni (1X) in a text from CTH 752 (Kassian, Glossary, 95).
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1.0.3 Strong stem in sg. pres. and pret., zero-grade weak stem in pl. pres. and pret.31 ? @ 2x (CTH 275} KUB 34.58, r.Kol. 2, (CTH 140.1) KUB 26.19, Vs. II 23 har-i-
e-ni ,have®, 4x (CTH 275) KUB 34.58, k.Kol. 77, (CTH 199) ABoT 65, Rs. 13,
(CTH 270) KBo 16.50, Vs. 5, (CTH 275) KUB 36.109, 14’ har-ya-ni"°, (CTH 138.1)

(sipant- (), tarna-type32; Au-causatives (9), har(k)- ,have* (?); pai-/pi-type):
tarndi tarnuméni tarnumén;

e (CTH 330.3.B) KUB 12.19, Rs. IIl 20 pi-tum-me-n[i]°, KUB 23.77 +, wRd. 61" har-ru-ua-ni.
(CTH 443.1) KBo 15.10 +, Vs. I 1 [pli-e-du-me-en’>; pdi- piuéni®! piuén
? @ (CTH 761.1) KUB 35.18, Vs. I 3 $i-pa-an-du-ua-ni, e (CTH 295.6) KBo 16.59, Rs. 4 mi-im-mi-q’t—enu;
(CTH 573) KBo 24.130 (+), Rs. 3 §i-pa-an-du-en; o 12+1°x (CTH 461) KBo 21.21, Rs. III 15, (CTH 137) KBo 16.27 +, Vs. I 14
e (CTH 789) KBo 32.15, Vs. II 16’ Su-un-nu-me-ni ,throw*; pi-i-t-e-ni, 15 pli-i-u-e-ni, (CTH 789) KBo 32.16, Vs. II 23, KBo 32.15, Vs. II 15,
o 3x HKM 109, 10, 16 $su-nu-mi-ni, 11 .‘9'1.t-rlu-mi<-r'li>36 ,»drop®; (CTH 138.1) KUB 23.77 +, Rs. 67, (CTH 458) KBo 31.97, 11’ pi-i-ti-e-ni, ? (CTH
e 3x (CTH 789) KBo 32.15, Vs. II 17’ tar-nu-me-ni, 26’ tar-nu-[mJe-ni, KuT 50, 138.1) KUB 13.27 +, vs. 11 pi-j?[-a-e?]-ni, (CTH 190) KBo 18.86, Vs. 2, (CTH

Rs. 39 tar-nu-mi-ni,
(CTH 788.1.A) KBo 19.145, Rs. 11l 40’ tar-nu-me-en;
e (CTH 443.1) KBo 15.10 +, Vs. Il 26 tuh-Su-me-en”
e 2x (CTH 199) HBM 47, Vs. 10, 12 u-un-nu-me-en’>;
e 2x (CTH 752.1) KUB 35.164 +, Vs.' I 9 di-du-me-e-ni°>, (CTH 270) KBo 16.50,
Vs. 13 d-du-um-me-ni.
-niizzi ? -numéni ? *-numén
e 2x (CTH 199) HBM 10, Vs. 12 ar-nu-me-ni, (? - see Alp, HBM, 158, Anm. 76)
HBM 24, Vs. 10 [ar-n]u-[m]e-ni;
e (CTH 761.1) KUB 35.18, Vs. 1 5 a§-nu-me-ni, (CTH 271) KBo 40.16, 9 a¥-sa-

nu-ma-ni;

270) KBo 16.50, Vs. 6, (CTH 137) KBo 16.27 +, Rs. III 10’, (CTH 375.1.A) KUB
17.21 +, Rs. IV 12 pi-u-e-ni, (CTH 139.A) KBo 8.35, Rs. III 9 pli-it-e-ni ,give®,
(CTH 433.3) KBo 17.105 +, Rs. Il 30 pi-ti-en.
Some verbs of this type have analogical thematic forms in
o1, .

halzai halziudni halziuén/halzijéuen
e (CTH 375.1.A) KUB 17.21 +, Rs. IV 11 hal-zi-ua-ni,
(CTH 215) KBo 32.202, Rs. 8 hal-zi-u-en, (CTH 138.1) KUB 23.77a (+), Vs. 11
hal-zi-e-ul -en;
e (CTH 199) HBM 47, Vs. 17 me-mi-ja-u-en, (CTH 713/720) KBo 35.229 +, Vs.! s

me-e-mi-ia-u-en.

e (CTH 789) KBo 32.15, Vs. II 18’ hu-i§-nu-mi-ni; uppai Lippiyeni44
e (CTH 375.1.A) KUB 17.21 +, Rs. IV 12 li-in-ga-nu-ma-ni;
e (CTH 199) HBM 47, Vs. 13 us-ki-nu-mi<-ni>.

Uppiuen/uppauén

e (CTH 375.1.A) KUB 17.21 +, Rs. IV 13 up-pi-ii-e-ni,

(CTH 385.4) KUB 34.55, k.Kol. 10’ up-pi-ii-en, (CTH 199) HBM 75, Vs. 11' up-
29

pa-u-e-en, ?? (CTH 215) KBo 32.202, Rs. 7’ up-pal-u-en’ .

1.1 The attribution of several verbs in 1.0 requires justification.

31 Pl. strong-stem forms are sporadic: 2 pl. impv. pdisten ,give“ 3X; 1 pl. pret. dppauén
1%; 2, 3 pl. pres. mématteni 1+1 frgm. X, mémanzi 1X; dnnanzi 4%, dnnlaltteni 1X. See
1.2.6.

32 See for accentuation Melchert, SHHP, 25; Oettinger, StMed 7, 233, Gs Pedersen, 321.

33 OS forms of the type are ua-ah-nu-me-ni 1X and ki-if-nu-ma-ni 1X (Kassian, Gloss~
ary, 105, 131). _

34 OS pi-e-tu-me-ni 6+1 frgm.X, pi-e-tu-me- e -ni 1X, pi-du-me-ni 1X, pi-e-tu-mi-ni 1X, 40 OS har-ua-ni 2X. See Kassian, Glossary, 94.

See Kassian, Glossary, 117. 41 The type is represented in OS by pa-ri-i-ua-ni 1X. See Kassian, Glossary, 114.
35 OS or MS pil-]e-tu-mi-en 1x. See Kassian, Glossary, 117. 42 Analogical (Qettinger, SHV, 497, StMed 7, 223; Melchert, SHHP, 100). See for the
36 HKM is not available. The forms are cited by courtesy of A. Shatskov. Cf. Hoffner, accent [mimma-] Melchert, SHHP, 100; Kimball, HHP, 154, 321.

StBoT 45, 204, fn. 21. The form is analogical - see ibid. 43 See Melchert, SHHP, 100 fn. 52, 128 fn. 94; AHP, 142; Oettinger, SHV, 71. Cf.
37 For other forms analogical to tarna-type see HEG, T, 412. Eichner, V Fachtagung, 97; HED, H, 63. For sg. pret. of memai- and the next type
38 Analogical after tarna-type (Oettinger, SHV, 80; Melchert, SHHP, 25, 117 fn. 78). see fn. 3.
39 OS ud-fLu-Jme- e -ni (?) 1% in a text from CTH 752. See Kassian, Glossary, 131. 44 The class is represented in OS by pi-en-ni-u-e-ni 1X. See Kassian, Glossary, 116.
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L.1.1 3 pl. pres. ldhuyanzi 7X may indicate strong-stem generalization from 3 sg. pres.
to all the paradigm45. Lack of plene for 1 pl. pres. may be due to the non-onligatory na-
ture of plene writings and rarity of 1 pl. pres. forms. But OS lahueni may also represent
zero-grade weak stem [lah-uéni].

1.1.2.1 Group 1.0.3 The suggested paradigm of nu-causatives has good IE background
(K sg. *-néu-, pl. *-nu-'46). However, inner-Hittite evidence in favour of it is scanty: OS
ua-ah-nu-ti-mi 1x*’; NS/NH (CTH 293) KUB 13.35 +, Rs. IV 1, 7 wa-ah-nu-um-me-e-
ni(-)* and NS/MH (CTH 260.1) KUB 31.44, Vs. I1 5 fi-ik-ku-us-nu-um-me-e-ni*; NS/NH
(CTH 294.1) KUB 40.88 +, Rs. IV 10’ li-in-ga-nu-e-ir (see CHD, L-N, 69). Even these
data are controversial: for 1, 3 pl. analogical introduction of stressed -meéni, -ér into the
unaccented position is conceivable. KUB 31.44 displays it clearly as the ending of pre-
verb-accented duate- is also spelled plene: Vs. II 12 LZ-;.\uz—tumwn-me-e-m‘s 0, Thus gene-
ralization of strong-grade 3 sg. (cf. Hoffner, JNES 31/1, 1972, 31) cannot be totally ex-
cluded.

1.1.2.2 Similarly, for har(k)- ,have“ full and zero grades merged due to phonetic deve-
lopments. Mobile accent can be assumed on the basis of har-te-e-ni (Oettinger, Kratylos
43, 1998, 100), but to my knowledge the form is attested only in NS/NH (CTH 378.I1I)
KUB 14.12, Rs. 11’ (see HED, H, 150). The text also attests analogical expansion of -téni:
Rs. 10’ ti-ua-at-te-e-ni (preverb accented!).

1.1.2.3 sipant- had original o-grade in sg. (Melchert, StMed 7, 186; AHP, 105, 146; cf.
Oettinger, StMed. 7,231). Pl. vocalism is ambiguous - it may be zero (<*(,1)51 or go back
to [é]s2 in an acrostatic paradigm. Lack of plene spellings (ipandanzi 21+4 frgm. X) may
be interpreted in two ways: a) [an < 8N] is not lengthened following Melchert, AHP, 135;

45 Cf. Qettinger, SHV, 47; Kimball, HHP, 377; Schulze-Thulin, Anatolisch und Indoger-
manisch, 386.

46 Kronasser, EHS, 440; Oettinger, SHV, 566 Anm. 12, Gs Kronasser, 166, StMed 7, 219;
Melchert, SHHP, 59, 107. Cf. Tremblay, AfO 46/47m 1999/2000, 220 fn. 13, Kimball,
HHP, 222-3.

47 See Kassian, Glossary, 131; Melchert, StMed 7, 187 with more post OS forms.

48 See Kimball, HHP, 98, 374; Kronasser, EHS, 439, 449,

49 Corresponding to te-ik-ku-uf-nu-ma-ni in a similar text NS (CTH 260.2) KUB 31.42,
Vs. II 8.

50 Corresponding to KUB 31.42, Vs. Il 14 u-ya-te-ya-ni. For 3 pl. pret. see, e.g. Kimbali,
HHP, 129.

51 See Kimball, HHP, 108, 314; LIV, s.v. Kiimmel attempted to demonstrate in his report
»Zur o-Stufe im idg. Verbalsystem® (Albert-Ludwigs-Universitidt, Sprachwisssenschaft-
liches Seminar) that roots of the shape *C6RC-/*C{R)6R- had weak stem of the
shape *CRC-/*C(R)R-. However, there are too many counterexamples to this hypo-
thesis. Cf. Forsmamf. Gs Pedersen, esp. 102~104, Schulze-Thulin, Anatolisch und Indo-
germanisch, 384,

52 Jasanoff, Hul, 87; Melchert, AHP, 31, 92, 94, 98, 121; cf. Kimball, HHP, 429-30.
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h) [an < éN] is lengthened following Kimball, HHP, 163-5, 244-5, but plene spellings for
[an < éN] are so rare that their lack in this case is just incidental.

1.1.2.4 pai-/pi-type demonstrates plene spelling of weak-stem 1 pl. pres. (piuéni 7x,
0OS pariudni 1x). Lack of such spellings in halzai-, uppa-types is presumably incidental. It
is interpreted as accented weak stem [1']53. However, this hypothesis does not tackle the
origin of this paradigm which at face value does not fit into standard Hittite ablaut pat-
terns.

I suggest the following explanation. Some of the verbs of these types are enlarge-
ments of roots in final -hy - e.g. ispai- < *speh,i-54, Sai-, memai- < *mé—mhli-ss. In the
position before a consonant (i.e., in 1 and 2 pl.)56 *-h4i- led through laryngeal-sonorant
metathesis to *-ihy- (see Melchert, SHHP, 101; AHP, 78; Kimball, HHP, 282-3 w. ref)" .
This was in its turn realized as long [i] even in the unstressed position in historical Hit-
tite. Then it spread among the type: pariuani is analogical as it does not meet the
conditions for laryngeal metathesis because it may go back only to *prhj-i-uéni even if
the inflection was athematic! Like other verbs with the same preverb, pai- ,give” has to
be preverb stressed, then *pé-ai- > pdi-ss, the attested weak stem pi- is analogical after
other verbs of the class.

Alternatively, one may suppose an accent retraction to explain [1‘]59. The only moti-
vation for the change of accent position may be piueni in case it retained its primary
preverb accent. But, as was indicated above, the form itself has been influenced by hal-
zai-type. Generally, there are no parallels for accent retraction in ablauting verbs as they
consistently show zero-grade weak stem in pl. pres.

1.2 Historically, 1.0 groups are explained as follows:

s3 See Oettinger, SHV, 463; StMed 7, 234. Cf. Kimball, HHP, 204, 217; Melchert, SHHP,
65, 118.

s4 See Melchert, SHHP, 101; AHP, 78; Oettinger, HS 114/1, 82. Cf. Jasanoff, IX Fachta-
gung, 160.

ss See Melchert, SHHP, 74 fn. 140; Oettinger, HS 114/1, 82. It cannot go back to any-
thing like *mémn- (no geminate -mm-). 1 sg. is an unlikely start for analogy. Cf.
HEG, L-M, 186f, LIV] s.v.

s6 Whatever primary paradigms were, athematic inflection is clearly a starting point for
historical Hittite.

57 There is no unmetathesized zero-grade in forms like mijia- ,flourish® contra Kimball,
HHP, 383 as these forms are analogical after -je-class (see fn. 43 for ref.).

58 See Melchert, SHHP, 32, 73, 162-3; HS 102, 1989, 44-5; cf. Eichner, V Fachtagung,
92.

59 See Melchert, AHP, 89, 102. For kinu- see rather Kimball, HHP, 383; a(i)-verbs may
also be explained differently - see Kimball, HHP, 129 366. Luwian data are not pro-
bative - see Melchert, AHP, 279.
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1.2.1 Group 1.0.1.b shows complete 3 sg. pres. strong-stem generalization. The ten-
dency to generalize strong stem from 3 sg. pres. onto the whole paradigm is strong in
Hittite, it is not limited to levelling irregular pe\tadigms60

1.2.2 Group 1.0.2.c is a phonetic transformation of acrostatic ablaut (strong stem *6 -
full-grade weak stem *8) > dC- - pl. pres. dCC-, pl. pret. Flod

1.2.3 The pres. of 1.0.2.a-b, 1.0.3°° groups goes back to IE holokinetic ablaut (strong
stem in sg. - zero-grade weak stem in pl.). Strong stem was secondarily generalized onto
pl. pret. starting from 2 pl. impv.63 that was strong stem in IE (it coincided with 2 pl.
pret. in Hittite). This starting point was characteristic in IE only of root present, root
aorist and n-infix present (see fn. 63). MS phonetically regular continuants of the primary
distribution64 are ésten ,be“ 19+2 frgm. X and épten 6+1 frgm. X. Then strong stem spread
onto pl. pret. of -hi-conjugation verbs65 {(mostly < perfects) by the proportion épzi - épten
: dki - x. Among -hi-conj. verbs pai-/pt-, halzai- and tarna-types()6 (1.0.3) attest strong
stem in pl. pret. only sporadically.

tarna-type is actually expected to demonstrate strong stem as it is historically n-infix
pres. But its strong stem is secondarily thematized zero grade (see Melchert, SHHP, 25,
29 fn. 61; 1 sg. is an unlikely start for analogy contra Oettinger, StMed 7, 233 w. ref;
Eichner, V Fachtagung, 97). Whatever the primary paradigm of pai-/pi- was, its current
inflection is analogical after former perfects.

1.2.4 Several primarily acrostatic verbs joined the new ablaut system analogically ac-

quiring zero-grade weak stem in pl. pres, - namely $§akk-/§ekk-type and ed-/ad-, (?)

60 Like yalh-. See Kimball, HHP, 165-6; Melchert, AHP, 82, 136, 169. For pai- ,go“ see
Kimball, HHP, 108, 231, 365; Melchert, SHHP, 75 w. fn. 142.

61 See Melchert, AHP, 80-1; SHHP, 139 fn. 108; cf. Oettinger, SHV, 48-50, 55, 112, 440;
HED, H, 221; Kimball, HHP, 280, 441-2.

62 Contra Hart, Fs Gurney, 57, because not just pai- ,give“ has zero-grade in pl. pret.,
but several types.

63 See Oettinger, SHV, 67, 97, 141, 406; Gs Pedersen, 320 Anm. 64. Cf. Hart, Fs Gurney,
59-60; (?) Rosenkranz, Hul, 220; Justus, Mat. heth. Thes., Lf. 10, Nr. 7, 14-15. Cf.
Oettinger, SHV, 113.

64 2 pl. is a convenient /E starting point for strong-stem expansion. Its primary connec-
tion with strong stem does not follow from synchronic Hittite data as the difference
between strong-stem 1 and 2 pl. is not statistically relevant: dusteni 2X, OS wst{ 8]ni
1X vs dumani 1%, wu(m)méni 5X; pdisten 3% (alongside pistén 11+3 frgm.’ X) vs piuén
1x; (?2) épt[eni? 1X and é&pianli 1% (alongside apténi 1X) vs appuéni 1X. Strong-stem 2
pl. pres. is attested 6X (above mentioned + ddit{ teni 1X), strong-stem 1 pl. pres. - 6X.

65 Besides 1 pl. forms from section 1.0, there are the following 2 pl. pret./impv. forms:
dkten 1X, drten ,come* 1%, dusten 8x%, &sten ,sit 1X, halditten 1%, ddtten 11X (%
plene, OS 1X plene), ddisten 2+1 frgm. X (OS 2X), uydsten ,buy” 1X,

66 Lack of strong stem in pl. pret. of §ipant- may be due to chance as the forms are
graphically long and this normally precludes plene spellings.
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eku-/aku-. (2 pl. pret./imper. ékutten 6X, ézten 7X). In this case all pl. pret. originally
was (and remained in MH) strong stem67. Pl. pres. became zero-grade weak stem both
on the proportion app-dnzi - épp-er : x - §ékk-er68 and due to analogical pressure from
a more common 4 - d-° ablaut type as there is no other class with the same ablaut type
(strong stem d - weak stem &) for pres. ed-/ad-, (?) eku-/aku- are analogical after
other pres. types with e - a ablaut. The analogy is complete for ed-/ad-, (?) eku-/aku-
which are synchronically [.0.2.b (see fn. 82-83) and sporadic for $akk-/Sekk-type which
forms a separate group (1.0.4).

Fakk-/Fekk-type has often enough been assessed as possessing one strong stem (sdkk-
in sg.) and one weak stem (§ékk- in pl.), i.e. as belonging to group 1.0.369. However, it is
still sometimes described as displaying in OH g-strong stem in sg., a-weak stem in pl.
pres., e-strong stem in pl. pret., i.e. as having two strong stems7o. This point of view has
to be discarded because as different from verbs of groups I[.0.2.a-b, 3 pl. pres. of
Sakk-/¥ekk-type has the same vocalism as e-grade 3 pl. pret.: §ékkanzi 4%, afésanzi 12X,
tamé§sanzi 2X alongside tamcz.i‘S‘drazi71 1X; 2 OS klarépanzi 1X (see Kassian, Glossary,
104)72. As 3 pl. pres. is not normally influenced by 3 pl. pret. (see 1.2.6.1), e-vocalism has
to be original in pl. of both pres. and pret. As OS Sakténi 1X (MS Sakténi 1X vs expected
Fokteni 2X) does not fit into this ablaut type, it has to be analogical (cf. LIVy, s.v.) like
OS ddueni.

1.2.5 IE aorist with strong stem73 in 1, 2 pl. is an unlikely starting point for strong-
stem pl. pret.74 as it is strong-stem 2 pl. both pres. and pret.75 of pehute-type that di-
rectly continue aoristic ablaut76. Analogical explanation which is suggested for strong-

stem 1, 2 pl. pres. of nai- (1.2.6.1) does not work for pehute-type as 3 pl. pret. péhu-ter

67 It could have stimulated strong stem generalization onto all pl. pret. of es- ,be“,
epp-, Sfe¥-, kuen-, huek-.

68 See Jasanoff, TSLM, 137 who, however, reconstructs the analogy of apuéni/épuen
type.

69 See Beekes, ZVS 88/2, 1974, 181 w. ref.; Jasanoff, Hul, 86; Melchert, SHHP, 68.

70 Oettinger, SHV, 54, Oettinger, Kratylos 43, 1998, 105.

71 The only verb that contrasts 3 pl. pres. and pret, is dar-dnzi 4x (OS 3X), tér-er 2+1
frgm. X (1X plene). 3 pl. pret. e-vocalism is here analogical after the suppletive form
of 2 pl. pret./impv. OS té-trten 1X, MS té-tte[n 1X.

72 There are even analogical forms: é&rteni ,come® 1X vs. regular arténi 1X. See Oettin-
ger, SHV, 48 Anm. 36, 403-4.

73 See Oettinger, SHV, 105, 107-110, 126-7; Jasanoff, MSS 52, 1991; TSLM, 149-150; all
w. ref.

74 Contra Eichner, V Fachtagung, 82; Hart, Fs Gurney, 58-9. Cf. Kimball, HHP, 37S.

75 No MS or OS 1 pl forms. 2 pl.: péhutetteni 1%; duate/itten 5%; tuateft)eni 1+17 X;
uyatettani 2X.

76 See Eichner, V Fachtagung, 82, 88; Oettinger, SHV, 107-110; StMed 7, 225
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6x (plene 3x%), OS 1%, uua-ter 4x, OS 2X may represent only zero-grade ’-t-er
P . _77 o s

(*péhute-er would have been contracted into *péhutér ). On the contrary, *nd(j)-er (only

NS) is a clear strong stem. Thus aoristic ablaut was lexicalized for pehute-type and does

not function as a productive functionally loaded phenomenon. The only influence it could

exercise was to stimulate strong-stem 1, 2 pl. pres. vs weak-stem 3 pl. pres., not strong-
stem 3 pl. pret.!

1.2.6 As strong stem of pl. pret. and that of sg. are always identical, it is conceivable
to suppose 3 sg. pres. as the starting point for both. However, 3 sg. pres. strong-stem ge-
neralization onto all paradigm (1.0.1.b) and 2 pl. impv. strong-stem generalization onto pl.
pret. (1.0.1.a, 1.0.2.a-b) are more likely to work independently (cf. Melchert, SHHP, 25,
73-5). 2 pl. impv. strong-stem generalization onto pl. pret. in MH functions as pl. pret.

. 78 .

marker (most consistently for 3 pl."” - see 1.2.6.1). On the contrary, even if strong-stem

generalization from 3 sg. pres. is incomplete (dppauén; mématteni, mémangzi; dnnanzi,

- 79y .. . . - .

dnnlaleteni "), it is different from the strong stem arising from 2 pl. impv. as: a)

strong-stem forms are sporadic; b) there is no special connection of strong stem and pl.

pret. - strong stem is used both in pl. pret. and pl. pres.

1.2.6.1 However, 2 pl. impv. strong-stem generalization may spread onto all the para-
digm except 3 pl. pres. This is the case with nai- (I.0.1.a). 2 pl. impv. as the starting
point is assumed because of the contrast between 3 pl. pres. (weak stem) and 3 pl. pret.
(strong stem). This nai-type generalization tendency at an earlier stage is represented by

. 80 . .
sporadic spread of strong stem onto pl. pres. of 1.0.2.b" . Sporadic synchronic status (cf.
Hart, Fs Gurney, 52f) is clear in the only statistically significant case: dumani 1X vs.
. 81 .

u(m)méni- SX. For all the other (clearly secondary) forms it has to be assumed as they

77 (CTH 147) KUB 14.1 +, Vs. 71 z;!?-ga-te?-[e-i]r is too fragmentary and unclear.

78 Only the verbs with both 3 pl. pres. and pret. attested: aku-dnzi 103x (OS 25+7 frgm.
X) - éku-ér- 1X; app-dnzi 64%x (OS 15+3 frgm. X), app-dnzi 2X - &pp-er 3+1 frgm. X
(OS 2x); OS asdnzi ,be“ 5+1 frgm. X (no unambiguous MS forms!) - é5-er 4+1 frgm. X
(OS 3+1 frgm. X); ad-dnzi 39% (OS 7X) - ét-er 1X; uy-dnzi 2+1? x (0OS 1%) - 4u-éer
2%; hu(danzi 30%x (OS 13x), ? puj-dnlzi’] 1% - pluyld-ér 1X, Buud-er 2% (1X plene);
kun-dnzi 7% (OS 3X) - kyén-er 8%; kwr-dnzi 1% - [KkJuér-er 1X; d-dnzi 131x (OS
28%), d-dnzi 3+1° x - dd-er 8x (OS 2x), dd-&r 1%; ti())-dnzi 221x (OS 46X, tijanti 1X)
- ddj-ér 3+1 frgm. X, dd-er S5X, ddy-er 6X. dd(i)er 2X, dd(j)ér 2X are in frgm. con-
texts and can belong to both da- and dai-. However, there are no clear ddier forms
from da- contra Oettinger, SHV, 75 Anm. 59 w. ref.

79 All the forms represent the same tendency. However, analogy from other types cannot
be totally excluded (see Oettinger, SHV, 61, 80). Cf. Oettinger, StMed 7, 232; Eich-
ner, V Fachtagung, 94. For some forms textual analogy might also have been at work:
e.g., for uppayén which is preceded by i-ia-u-e-en (see 11.2.2).

80 2 pl. pres. and OS 1 pl. pres. reveal the same tendency for 1.0.2.a verbs (see 1.2.6.2,

fn. 64).
81 See Oettinger, SHY, 83, Melchert, AHP, 138 and Hart, Fs Gurney, 55.
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are too rarely attested: éd]yani82 and ék,z‘zarzi83 vs OS aduéni 4+2 frgm. X, akuuéni 6X84;
ndhuani vs regular Lzéff(u)gems 5, huékuani ,conjure” is unclear (cf. Oettinger, SHV, 103,
110) in view of lack of relevant forms.

The fact that 3 pl. pres. of 1.0.2.a-b verbs resists strong stem generalization is due to
pehute-type analogy (see 1.2.5; cf. Hart, Fs Gurney, 52). The verbs that generalize 3 sg.
pres. strong stem do not display this ,conservatism‘ of 3 pl. pres. (see I.1.1, 1.2.6); one can
add hd¥anzi 1X ,open“ (hds¥anzi 9%, OS 5X) and udhanzi 7x (OS 13X), udhanzi 1X show-
ing 3 sg. pres. influence in consonantism (Oettinger, SHV, 99).

1.2.6.2 In OS texts there is one clear case which proves that the tendency to intro-
duce strong stem into pl. pres. operated as sporadically as in MS, and its results were not
retained in MS: OS ddueni 1X vs regular OS and MS tuméni.

There are no MS 1, 2 pl. pres. forms for OS huékkul eni, huél(kku)eni ,slaughter” (?
- see 1.2.6.1); or for OS kuéruen[i (MS 3 pl. pres. kurdnzi 1X - MS 3 pl. pret. [k]uérer
1x).

II. -u/meni vs. -u/mani

I1.1.1 -u/meni is used 88X (67%), while -u/mani 42X (33%), i.e. -u/meni is about
twice as common as -u/mani and is an unmarked variant. Lexically, the forms with
-u/meni and -u/mani endings are mostly in complementary distributionss. The only verbs
with both endings are as$nu-, au(¥)-/u-, har(k)- ,have®. Among ablaut-accentual groups
the only types which are never attested with -u/mani are thematic verbs (I.0.1.b, except
ske-forms) - 25X -y/meni. The only type showing clear preference for -uani is -ske-
forms® . Although -u/meni is almost twice as common generally as -u/mani, the situ-

ation for -ske-forms is nearly the opposite: -uani (16X - 57%) is more common here than

82 éduani (attested also in OH/NS) does not directly represent the IE acrostatic present
éd-/ed- (see LIVj s.v.) contra Melchert, AHP, 138, also 71. NS/OH édyani is not
probative for OH data as there is always the possibility with copies that it is a
scribe’s incorrect transformation of the original. Moreover, OS aduéni as different
from hapax OS ddueni is attested many times (4+2 frgm. X) and has to be considered
the normal/standard OS form. There are no OS strong-stem 2 and 3 pl. pres. for the
word, either.

83 Contra Melchert, AHP, 138, it has nothing to do with the reconstructed acrostatic or
reduplicated form (for which see Eichner, MSS 31, 1973, 82; Oettinger, SHV, 87-8, 90;
LIVy s.v.).

84 Oettinger, StMed 7, 216, Hart, Fs Gurney, S3.

85 See Melchert, AHP, 147. For regular forms see Oettinger, SHV, 43f.

86 See already Otten-Sou&ek, StBoT 8, 78, Hart, Fs Gurney, 54-55. However, the number
of attestations of concrete forms is very small.

87 See already Giiterbock, Orientalia 25, fs. 2, 1956, 118.
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-yeni (12x - 43%). All the rest of statistically significant types are used both with

-y/meni and -y/ mani>

generalized strong stem:

1x hdanumeéni; 1X  ndiyani;

1x ldhlueni/lah]uéni; 3x  udlhuani; 3+1 frgm. X pdivani;

ablauting root vocalism, mobile accent:

12x piuéni; 1X uppiueni; 1x  halziydni;
Sx -nu-méni, ? 2X  -nu-mdni;
?2X  haruéni ,have*; ? 5% harydni ,have®;

10x tarna-type (e.g. tarnumméni); ? 1% Sipant(u)udni/Sipdnt(u)uani;
5x u(m)méni; 1X  dumani;
1x hdsSueni ,open®; 2X  ndhuani;

2X tu{m)méni; 1% kul auléni;

1x  édJuani; 1x ékuani;

1x  [alpuéni; ? 1X  huékuani (see 1.2.6.1);

no ablaut, impossible synchronically to define the position of accent:

1% (?) mazzuelni; 2% harkueni ,perish®; 2x  iS§tama$Suuani.

3x §anl}yeni89; 1X yarsyeni.

I1.1.2 It is clear from the table that -u/mani is unstressed (a) in ablauting verbs

where the forms with -m/uani are secondary/innovative and sporadic; (b) in verbs that

. 90 . . 1 .. .
completely generalized strong stem” ; in productive -ske-forms9 . -u/mani is stressed in

88

89
90

91

For OS -uyani forms see fn. 89-92. The common belief (see Houwink ten Cate, Re-
cords, 8 w. ref., Otten - Soulek, StBoT 8, 79) that OS -uani ending is much less
common than the MS one, has to be abandoned as OS corpus itself is much smaller,
thus only relative counts are probative. The MS correlation (67% -u/meni vs 33%
-u/mani) is the same as the OS one (24X% -yani (33%) vs 48X -u/meni (67%)). So
there was no expansion of -~w/mani in MS.

OS hatkueni 1X; OS parsuani 1+1? % are also ambiguous. See Kassian, Glossary, s.v.
For OS these are ishuuduani, pdiuani, (?) OS or MS daiuy]é?bbuyani 1%, See Kas-
sian, Glossary, s.v.

For OS this is akkwskéuani 1X. See Kassian, Glossary, 89.
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the types that do not have secondary strong stem in pl. pres.92 - most probative are hal-
zai- and pai-/pi-types. | cannot explain this latter pattern as secondary.

The fact that di- i-° ablaut and hi-conj. may be secondary for halzai-, parai- (see fn.
43, 1.1.2.4) as well as for quite a few other verbs of halzai-, pai- and uppa-types does
not mean that the ablaut itself (with safe IE parallels) is secondary.

Thus MS and OS distribution makes it evident that the connection between lack of
ending stress and the use of -u/mani is not primaryga. Due to the productive nature of
Hittite ablaut e/a, the variants -u/meni and -,z\l/mani94 came to be productively and
secondarily used as correspondingly unmarked and marked (unaccented) allomorphs of the
same morpheme.

Naturally, there is nothing strange in a redistribution of originally unaccented allo-
morph onto accented positionsgs. NS akuyani and adyani (see Otten-Soulek, StBoT 8, 78;
Hart, Fs Gurney, 53 fn. 11) seem to be the cases. If analyzed as [dduani], the forms vio-
late the normal ablauting patterns of the type (a-grade of the root is an unstressed zero-
grade weak stem). If analyzed as [adudni], they violate the productive connection bet-
ween -uani and the unstressed position. Actually, the forms seem to be a contamination
between attested ékuuani, éduani and akuuéni, aduéni. On the contrary, there is no basis
like this for the appearance of halziudni, pariudni, probably -nu-mdni, harudni,
fipantuudni. Note that halzai-type is conservative and resistant to innovations.

11.2.1 MS data in favour of -udni are complemented by OS ifhuyduani. The long un-
stressed vowel in the ending has to be analogical from the stressed -uani.

Similar forms are attested in NS/OH (CTH 414.A) KUB 29.1, Vs. I 15 e-du-ya-a-ni%,
ibid. 14 pa-a-i-ua-a-ni; NS/late MH (CTH 42.A) KBo 5.3 +, Rs. IV 13’ pa-a-i-ua-a-n[i’ -

92 OS forms are (?) kisnumdni, pariudni, (?) harudni.

93 Cf. Melchert, AHP, 138; StMed 7, 191 n. 4; Rosenkranz, Vergleichende Untersuchungen
.., 80; Hoffner, JNES 31/1, 1972; probably also Hart, Fs Gurney, 53-55. The syncopa-
ted forms -uni (see Otten, StBoT 11, 26) are not relevant as they may have arisen
both from -yani and -yeni (see Melchert, SHHP, 53).

94 The origin of -u/mani remains a mystery. Existing theories (Luwian or dialectal Hit-
tite influence; umlaut) are implausible. See Houwink ten Cate, Records, 7-8; Kronas-
ser, EHS, 379-380; Hart, Fs Gurney, passim. Analogy after 2 pl. pres. -tani <
*-thyene+i (Eichner, MSS 31, 1973, 78; V Fachtagung, 79) is unlikely as -tani (20X
(11%) vs -teni 141x (89%))is attested three times as rarely as -y/mani, their lexical
and accentual distribution being much the same. Thus synchronically -u/mani is
clearly the starting point.

95 3 pl. pret. -ar is not comparable contra Melchert, AHP, 143, 180. See rather Oettin-
ger, Kratylos 43, 1998, 107-8. Cf. Neu, HS 102, 19.

96 See already Otten-Sou&ek, StBoT 8, 78; Houwink ten Cate, Records, 16.

97 A parallel 2 pl. pres. is attested in NS/MH (CTH 134.1) KBo 8.37 (+), Rs. 6’ pa-it-
ta-a-ni vs. NS/MH (CTH 134.2) KUB 23.7, Rs. 1’ pa-it-te-e-n[i.
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The forms are rather common to be just mistakes contra Hart, Fs Gurney, 53 and Mel-
chert, AHP, 138.

I1.2.2 Although none of the forms in II.2.1 is actually ending accented, they exactly
parallel the distribution of plene in -uén. The introduction of strong stem into 1 pl. pret.
led to the situation when -uen was stressed only in the verbs of I.0.398. These forms ne-

ver show plene spellings. Plene spellings of 1 pl. pret. ending occur only in the unstressed

.99 .
position” : accented stem: ku-e-u-e-en, la-a-u-e-en, [dla-i-u-e-en; up-pa-u-e-en; (CTH

199) HBM 76, Vs. 10’ i-ja-u-e-en; KuT 49, Vs. 11 d-ua-u-e-en; (CTH 138.1) KUB 23.77 +,
Vs. 41 [i]-fi-;a-a@-@u—e—enmo. Thus, in both -ua-a-ni and -u-e-en we deal with genera-
lization of the accented allomorph into the unaccented position101

11.2.3 It is important to note that the phonetically regularw:2 1 pl. pret. ending should
be *-uan. As it is not attested, one has to suppose a factor that blocked the phonetic de-
velopment - a tendency to keep vocalism identical in pres. and pret. with the orientation
at the most common variant -uéni. Consequently lack of @ vocalism in pl. pret. is in any

. ,103
case secondary and analogical .

Korrekturnachtrige
Ad 1.0.1b:  for hanumeni cf. Unal, Ortakdy, 90 w. fn. 41.
Ad 1.0.2.b: (CTH 573) KUB 18.5 +, Vs. I 28, 33, 46 a-u-me-en, 23 a-a’t-m[e?-e]n, 3s
a-u-me-en;
(CTH 790) KBo 9.137 +, Rs. Il 19’ da-i-ti-en;
(CTH 581) KUB 31.101, Vs. 11’ za-i-u-en.
Ad 1.0.3: (CTH 39) KUB 26.39, Rs. IV 5 hal-zi-t[ -en.
Ad 1.2.3 fn. 64: dkteni 1X;
fn. 65: zditten 1X.
Ad 1.2.4 fn. 72: érer 1X vs regular arér 1+42°%. But HKM 113, Rs. 1S a-$a-fe-er is ana-
logical after sg.!
Ad 1.0.3: HKM 110, Vs. 5 Su-nu-mi-ni.

Even here pédumen and unnumen are preverb stressed (Oettinger, SHV, 501, StMed
7, 225; Melchert, SHHP, 91, 128, 141; Kimball, HHP, 150-1. Cf. Melchert, SHHP, 91;
QOettinger, Gs Kronasser, 166~7).

Thus already (?) Melchert, SHHP, 128. See generally Kimball, HHP, 62. 1 pl. pres. is
different: ending accented w/um-me-e-ni, du-m[el-e-ni vs root accented ha-a-nu-
mi-e-ni and preverb accented u-du-me-e-ni.

Following Melchert, SHHP, 128.

See generally Kimball, HHP, 129; Meichert, SHHP, 108.

See Kimball, HHP, 164, but her explanation of 1 pl. is incredible.

Cf. Eichner, V Fachtagung, 79; Melchert, AHP, 138; StMed 7, 191 n. 4.




