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L. Verbs in ~ike/a-
(1) The distribution of the ablaut vowels *¢ and *o in the suffix *-ske/o-
* {Kloekhorst 2008:135-6; ¢f. Qettinger 1979:315-6)
PIE 0S8 i PIE 0s
pres.sg. 1 *.sks-  °f-ke-e-mi pret. sg. 1 *shb- -
2 *shb fke-e-di 9 kgfi ..
3tk OFke-ezzi 3 *ské-  “Fke-et
pl1 *sks-  °Ske-e-ya-ni pl. 1 *sk- -
2. *osks.  CFkefo-te-ni 2. *.ghé .
3 *ské-  °F-kdn-zi 3 °F-ke-e-er

@

Pres. 3 pl. -$kanzi can go back to *-ské-; ¢f, Hitt. anda, Lat. endo. There is no positive
evidence that unambiguousty shows the thematic vowel *o. The distribution of -¥ke- and
~fka- is not what would be expected from the traditional Indo-European point of view.

IL Verbs in -je/a-
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The fluctuation between (i Jia- and -e- (-i~) in je/a-verbs, which was previously taken to
reflect a contraction of -(i)ia- to ~¢- (-i-) by Friedrich (1960:27), has now been shown to

be due to a replacement of OH -je- by later Hittite -ia-; e.g. g-ni-e-ez-zi ‘makes’ (OS) — “

a-ni-ja-zi (in a later copy), t-e-mi-zi ‘finds’ (O8) — #-e-mi-ja-zi (in a Jater copy). Cf,
Carruba (1966:791f.}, Watkins (1969:71) and Oettinger (1979:27).

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

a) pé-ed-§i-ja-mi KBo 17.3 iv 18 (O8) ‘I throw’, pé-ef-i-ja-u-¢-ni KUB 35.164 obv. 6
(OS) ‘we throw’ in contrast to pé-ef-Si-e-mi (OS), pé-e¥-Si-ez-zi (08),
pé-eS-$i-i-e-ez-zi (O8), pé-ef-$i-er (0S)

b) d-e-mi-ja-u-en KBo 22.2 obv. 14 (0O8) ‘we found’ in contrast to #-e-mi-ez-zi (OS),
#-e-mi-zi (O8), ld-e-mi-et (OS)

<) hu-la-a-li-ja-mi KBo 17.1 iii 22 (OS) and 17.6 iii 14 (OS) ‘I entwine’ in conteast to
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hu-la-a-li-e-mi (OS), hu-la-a-li-e-z{i] (OS), hu-la-a-li-ez-zi (OS)

The distribution of the ablaut vowels *e and *o in the suffix *-je/o-
{Kloekhorst 2008:131; cf. Oettinger 1979:343)

PIE 0s . PE oS
pres.sg. 1 *-ig-  -ia-mi, -i-e-mi pret.sg. 1 *-jg-  -i-e-nu-un
2 *g eedi 2 *pd .-

3 *ge- -ieeezdi 3 % deeat
pl.1 *-d-  -ig-u-e-ni . pl. 1 k*;id- -ia-u-en
2 Rgd 2 *jg -
3 *jd-  -jg-an-7d 3 -i-er

Some problems in Kloekhorst’s reconstruction
a) There is no evidence for the pret. 1 sg. *-id- in Old Hittite.
by Pres. 1 sg, -i-e-mi as well as pret. | sg. -i-e-nu-un is considered to be secondary. If
5o, the replacement of *-j¢- for *-id- must be due to the paradigmatic leveling (cf.
Oettinger 1979:344), which would, however, be incomplete here (1 sg. -fa-mi and |
~ pl. -ia-u-e-ni and -fa-u-en)) unlike the case with suffix -fke/a-; cf. (1) above.
¢) Posttonic *'-je/o- is not discussed at all; cf. Kloekhorst (2008:180).

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

accent, which always falls on the thematic vowel. On the other hand, the a-timbre of the

suffix -{i}ia- in verbs shown in (4) is explained by a phorological rule that changes PA

*¢ o a in Hittite in post-tonic open syllables; cf. Melchert (1994:137).

a) pé-eX-Si-ja-mi, pé-e¥-$i-jg-u-e-ni < ¥pé+hys-je-. 4

b) d-e-mi-ja-u-en < *au-hyém-je-; cf. OS d-e-mi-zi with single -z- (Yoshida 1998) due
to the second lenition rule which operated between unaccenfed short vowels (cf.
Eichner 1973, Morpurgo Davies 1982/83).

¢) pu-la-a-li-ia-mi: a denominative verb derived frem bulal- *distaff”. The scriptio
plena -a- suggests accentual retraction due to the corresponding noun; cf, OS
hu-la-a-li-e-z[i] with single -z-,

The rule in (7) should be more restricted, i.e. “PA *e¢ became ¢ in Hittite in post-tonic
open syllables before senorants (Yoshida 2010:391) .” This niodified version not only
explains the limited number of attestations of the suffix -ja- in the 1 sg. -jami and 1 pl.
layen(i), but also works with 1 pl. and 2 pl. active present endings, -yani and -fari, the
oblique stem of u-stem adjectives such as d8Fayas (< *h,és-ey-0s) ‘good” and the
oblique stem of i-stem adjectives such as Sallajas (< *sélfl-e-o05) ‘great, large’.
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A standard reconstructed paradigm of Hittite verbs in -ai-/-4-

Pres. Pret.
Sg 1. *-éhr[;O- *»éhz-jO'
2. *-dhyeie- *-éhy-ie-
3. *-éhz-}:e- *-éhg-je-
Pl. 1. *éhp-io- *-éhy-io-
2. *ehyie- “_¢hy-je-
3. *éhpmio- *éhy-io-
A proposed paradigm
Pres. Pret.
Sg. L-ami  <*-d-jg-mi <*-fhpje-mi  -dnun < *-f-ja-nun< ¥-ghy-ie-n+m
2.-a(ij)fi < *d-je-si < *-dhyje-si @i < *beje-s  <H-dhpje-s
3. -gizzi < *defe-ti < *dhp-le-ti ~dit < *-deje-t < *-dhpeje-t
PL 1. -Gualeni < *-d-ja-yani < *-éhy-ie-yeni  -duen < *-G-ja-yen< *-éhp-ic-yen
2. (-ana/enij< *-A-je-sani < *-éhy-le-teni {-dtren) < *-A-je-ten < *-éhy-je-ten
3.-dnzi < *-d-fanti < *-dhp-je-nti  -der < *-f-jer < *-éhypie-r

Verbal substantive in -duar

handauyar, handauyar, handayar, but **handaiyar (handéi-/a-)

irkduar, irhaugar, bot **irhaiyar (irhéi-/-) '

Cettinger (1979:359) assumes *-o-{o-ur (no independent evidence for positing *-jo-1).
Our reconstruction: *-éh;-je-ur > *-d-ia-uar > -ayar

Infinitive 1 in -Gyanzi
handauyanzi, handauyanzi, handayanzi, but **handaiyanzi
irhauyanzi, bat **irhaiyanzi

Our reconstruction: *-&hz-je-yen-ti > *-d-fa-yan-ti > -iyanzi

Participle in -dns-

handant-, handant-, pandant-, but ¥* pandaint-

irpant-, irpant-, but **irhaint-

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

Our reconstruction: *-éhp-je-nt- > *-G-ja-nt > -Gnt- (also explained by *-ent- > -ant-)

Iterative in -Ske/a-
handdiske/a-, hantaiske/a-, but **handalkesa-
irpattke/a-, but ** irhike/a-

23)

Oettinger (1979:360) assumes *-o-ie-ske- > -ueske/a-.

Our reconstruction: *-eh;-ie-ské- > *-d-ii-ské > -aiske/a-

Oettinger reads the ¥ sign (=7) as e, though there is a distinctive sign for e¥ (%¢). The
reading iff here is a predictable result of the rule that changes pre-tonic *e to { in closed
syllables (cf. Melchert 1994:139). .
hanteske/a-, jirpedke/a-, irfiilke/a-: “the long diphthong is irregularly reduced to -7, due
to its unaccented position in a polysyllabic stem” Melchert (1994:177)

In sum, there is no positive evidence that unambiguously shows the thematic vowel *¢
in -Gi-/-3- verbs, either.

IV. Verbs in -e/a-
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yasfezzi ‘clothes’, yadfanzi < *yos-éje/o-; cof. Eichner (1969:3111.), Melchert
(1984:311f) ‘

lukkezzi “sets fire to', lukkanzi < *louk-éie/o-; cf. Melchert (1984: 341, following
Watkins 1973:68f.) '

Qettinger (1979:304ff. and 271£f,, following Hoffmann 1968) analyzes them as a simple
thematic type in *-e/0- due to the lack of scriptio plene (**pajfézzi): cf. Oettinger
1992:220. '

Objections:

1) Scriptio plene is optional.

2) Transfer to the more numerous ¢ : a pattemn (-§ke/a-, -je/a-); 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,

3 sg. yadlezzi < *-de-ti < *-dje-ti

1 pl. yas¥ayeni (MS) < *-da-yeni < *-dia-ueni < *-éie-yeni

3 pl. yadlanzi < *-a-nti < *-da-nti < *-dia-nti < *-die-nti

*gie > *ee > *& (contraction), *¢ia > *ea > *a (deletion); cf. *pe + ai- ‘give’ > *pai- cf.
Melchert (1984:32 and 1994:176)

Likewise, there is no need for positing *-jo- in -e/u- verbs.

V. Cuneiform Luvian verbs in -i-/-{i)ia-

(28)

Following Oettinger, Morpurgo Davies {(1982/3:267) states, “in Luvian the -ye/o- verbs
tend to generalize the -ye- forms of the suffix”.
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