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I. Verbs in ..fke/a­

(1) 	 The distribution of the ablaut vowels *e and *0 in the suffix *-s.ke!o­

(Kloelchorst 2008:135·6; cf. Oettinger 1979:315-6) 

PIE OS PIE OS 

pres. sg. 1 *-sK6- °s-ke-e-mi pret. sg. *-si:o­
2 *-s!ce- ·s-ke-e-!i 2 *-s!ce­
3 *-s!ce- ·s-ke-ez-zi 3 *-sKe- ·s-ke-et 


pI. 1 	 *-sK6- ·s-ke-e-!!o.-ni pI. 1 *-si:o­
2 *-sKe- ·s-ket9-te-ni 2, *-s!ce­
3 *-sK6- ·s-kdn-zi 3 ·s-ke-e-er 

(2) 	 Pres. 3 pL -skanzi can go back to *-s!ce-; cf. Hitt. anda, Lat. elldo, There is no positive 

evidence that unambiguously shows the thematic vowel *0. The distribution of ·ske- and 

-ska- is not what would be expected from the traditional Indo-European point of view. 

II. Verbs in -iela. 

(3) 	 The fluctuation between -(i)ia- and -e- (-i-) inle/a-verbs, which was previously taken to 

reflect a contraction of -(i)10.- to -e- (-f-) by Friedrich (1960:27), has now been shown to 

be due to a replacement of OH -le- by later Hittite -10.-; e.g. a-ni-e-ez-zi 'makes' (OS) -+ 

a-ni-ja-zi (in a later copy), u-e-mi-zi 'finds' (OS) -> u-e-mi-ja-zi (in a later copy). Cf, 

Carruba (1966:79ff.). Watkins (1969:71) and Oettinger (1979:27). 

(4) 	 However, there are some OH verbs in -(i)ia-: 

a) 	 pe-e.f-.fi-i.a-mi KBo 17.3 iv 18 (OS) 'I throw' ,pe-el-li-la-u-e-ni KUB 35.164 obv. 6 

(OS) 'we throw' in contrast to pe-e§-si-e-mi (OS), pe-e§-si-ez-zi (OS), 

pe-es-si-i-e-ez-zi (OS),pe-eUi-er (OS) 

b) 	 u-e-mi-io.-u-en KBo 22.2 obv. 14 (OS) 'we found' in contrast to u-e-mi·ez-zj (OS), 

u-e-mi-zi (OS), u-e-mi·et (OS) 

c) !;tu·la-a-li-ja-mi KBo 17.1 iii 22 (OS) and 17.6 iii 14 (OS) 'I entwine' in contrast to 
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bu-la-a-li-e-mi (OS), bu-la-a-li-e-z{iJ (OS), bu-la-a-li-ez·zj (OS) 

(5) The distribution of the ablaut vowels *e and *0 in the suffix *-je/o­

(Kloelchorst 2008:131; cf. Oettinger 1979:343) 

PIE OS PIE OS 

pres. sg. 1 *-16­ -la-mi. -i-e-mi pret. sg. *-16­ -i-e-nu-ul! 

2 *-1e­-i-e-si 2 *-ji­

3 *-1e­-i-e-ez-zi 3 *-ie. ·i-e-et 

pl.1 *-16­ -ia-u-e-ni pI. 1 *-10­-ja-u-en 

2 *-je· 2 *-1e­

3 *-16­ -jo.-an-zi 3 -i-er 

(6) 	 Some problems in Kloekhorst's reconstruction 

a) There is no evidence for the pret. I sg. *-10- in Old Hittite. 

b) Pres. 1 sg. -i-e-mi as well as pret. 1 sg. -i-e-nu-un is considered to be secondary. If 

so, the replacement of *-1e- for *-jo- must be due to the paradigmatic leveling (cf. 

Oettinger 1979:344), which would, however, be incomplete here (1 sg. -la-mi and 1 

pL -la-u-e-ni and -ia-u-en) unlike the case with suffix -Ike/a-; cf. (I) above, 

c) 	 Posttonic *'-jelo- is not discussed at all; cf. Kloekhorst (2008:180). 

(7) 	 The persistent e-vocalism in the paradigm of verbs in -ske/a- as seen in (1) is due to the 

accent, which always falls on the thematic vowel. On the :>therhand, the a-timbre of the 

suffix -(i)lo.- in verbs shown in (4) is explained by a phonological rule that changes PA 

*e to a in Hittite in post-tonic open syllables; d. Melchert (1994:137). 

a) pe-es-si-jo..mi, pe-es-si-ja-u-e-ni < *pe+hls-je-. 

b) u-e-mi-ja-u-en < *au-hlem-je-; cf. OS u-e-mi-zi wi:h single -z-(Yoshida 1998) due 

to the second lenition rule which operated betweel~ unacCented short vowels (cf. 

Eichner 1973. Morpurgo Davies 1982183). 

c) 	 bu-lo.-o.-/i-ja-mi: a denominative verb derived frem bullili- 'distaff', The scriptio 

plena -0.- suggests accentual retraction due to the corresponding noun; d. OS 

!Ju-la-o.-li-e-z{iJ with single -Zoo 

(8) 	 The rule in (7) should be more restricted. i.e. "PA *e became a in Hittite in post-tonic 

open syllables before sonorants (Yoshida 2010:391) ." TIus niodifled version not only 

explains the limited number of attestations of the suffix -la- in the 1sg. -jo.mi and I pI. 

iD.!!en(i), but also works with I pI. and 2 pI. active present endings, -!lemi and -Iani, the 

oblique stem of u-stem adjectives such as iissa!!Cls « *h,es-ell-os) 'good' and the 

oblique stem of i-stem adjectives such as sal/alas « *seLH-ei-os) 'great, large'. 
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(17) 	 A standard reconstructed. paradigm of Hittite verbs in -lii-f-li-

Pres. Pret. 


Sg. 1. *-Ifhdo- *-Ihz-io­

2. *-Ifhrje- *-Ifhz-ie­

3. *-IfhJ-je- *-Ifhde-


Pl. 1. *-lhJ-jo- *-Ifh2'jo­

2. *-Ihde- *-ihde­

3. *-Ihz-io- *-ihdo­

(18) 	 A proposed paradigm 

Pres. Pret. 

Sg. 1. -limi < *-a-la-mi < *-enz-ie-mi -linun < *-a-ia-nun < *-Ihz-ie-n + T­

2. -li(i)Ii < *-d-le-si < *-Ifhz-ie-si -iiiI < *-tl-ie-s <"'-Ihz-ie-s 

3. -Ciizzi < *-a-Ie-ti < *-Ifh2"je-ti -ait < "'-d-le-t < *-Ihz-ie-t 

PI. 1. -lilla/eni < *-if-ia-llani < *-Ifhde-lleni -lillen < *-a-ia-llen < *-ende-!!en 

2. (-litta/eni)< *-d-Ie-tani < *-ehde-teni (-litten) < *-/i-ie-tell < *-Ihde-tell 

3. -linzi < *-a-ia-nti < *-ende-nti -lier < *-a-Ie-r < *-1fh2-ie-r 

(19) 	 Verbal substantive in -lillar 

bandliu!!ar, bandauljQr, bandal;!ar, but **bandail;!ar (lwndlii-Io-) 

irbltllar, irbau!lar, but **irbai!!ar (irblii·lli-) 

Oettinger (1979:359) assumes *-o-lo-lIr (no independent evidence for positing *-io·!). 

Our reconstruction: *-Ifhz-je-l!r> *-a-la-yar> -lillar 

(20) 	 Infinitive I in -Q!!anz;i 

bandliu!!anzi, bandaul!anzi, bandal!anzi, but "'*bandail;!anzi 

irbaullanzi, but **irbai!lanzl 

Our reconstruction: *-Ihz·je-yen-ti > *-a-ia-!!an.ti > -o!!anZi 

(21) 	 Participle in -lint­

bandilnt-, bandant·. biindiint-. but **band aint­

irblint-. irbant-, but **irbaint· 

Oettinger (1979:359) assumes *-o-io-nt-. 

Our reconstruction: *-Ihde-nt- > *-a-ia-nt > -alit- (also explained by *·ent- > -ant-) 

(22) 	 Iterative in -Ike/a­

bandtiiIkela-, bantaiSkeia-. but "'*bandaIkela· 

irbaiSke/a-. but ** irtlliSkela· 
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Oettinger (1979:360) assumes *-o-je.s1:e- > ·aeske/a-. 

Our reconstruction: *-ehz·je-ske. > *.!i.ji-ske > -aiIke/a-

Oettinger reads the iI sign (~ as es, though there is a distinctive sign for eI (-«<). The 

reading is here is a predictable result of the rule that changes pre-tonic *e to i in closed 

syllables (cf. Melchert 1994:139). 

ballteskela-, ,irUeskela-. irlJiskela-: "the long diphthong is irregularly reduced to -if-, due 

to its unaccented position in a polysyllabic stern" Melchert (1994: 177) 

(23) 	 In sum, there is no positive evidence that unambiguously shows the thematic vowel *0 

in -tii-l-lI.- verbs, either. 

IV. Verbs in -ela· 

(24) 	 yaIsezzi 'clothes'. yaIIanzi < "'yos-i!J.elo-; cf. Eichner (l969:3lff.), Melchert 

(1984:31ff.) 

lukkezzi 'sets fire to' .lukkanzi < *louk·lie/o-; cf. Melchert (1984: 34f., following 

Watkins 1973:68f.) 

(25) 	 Oettinger (1979:304ff. and 271ff.• following Hoffmann 1968) analyzes them as a simple 

thematic type in *-elo- due to the lack of scriptio plene (* '" lJas.fezzl): cf. Oettinger 

1992:220. 

Objections: 

1) Scriptio plene is optional. 

2) Transfer to the more numerous e: a pattern (-skela-, -iela-); cf. Melchert (1984:34) 

3) The virtual absence of simple thematic verbs in Hittite 

4) The o-grade root is most naturally attributed to the causative. 

(26) 	 3 sg. yaIsezzi < *-ie-ti < *-ije-ti 

1 pI. !!aIIayeni (MS) < *-ea-yeni < *.ela-!!eni < *-ije-!!eni 

3 pI. !!aIIanzi < *-a-nti < *-Ia-nti < *-i!J.a-nti < *-4e-nti 

*eie > *ee > *i (contraction), *eja > *ea > *a (deletion); cf. *pe + ai- 'give' > *pai- cf. 

Melchert (1984:32 and 1994:176) 

(27) 	 Likewise. there is no need for positing *-io- in -elo- verbs. 

V. Cuneiform Luvian verbs in .i-I.(i)ja. 

(28) 	 Following Oettinger. Morpurgo Davies (198213:267) states, "in Luvian the 'YelO- verbs 

tend to generalize the -ye- forms of the suffix". 
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