The Reflexes of the Proto-Indo-European Laryngeals
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Georgi T. RIKOV (Sofia)

The basic features of the Thracian comparative-historical phonology are
well established by Georgiev; as it is known, one of his great achivements in the
field of the Palaeo-Balkan linguistics is the identification of Thracian and Daco-
Moesian as different and specific Indo-European languages!. Although Georgiev
sporadically applied the laryngeal theory to Thracian, many of the Thracian reflex-
es of the PIE laryngeals can be outlined on the basis of his investigations; there are
also a few controversial problems which call for explanation. In any case, it seems
that a systematic survey of the laryngeal developments in Thracian would be use-
ful.

1. There are no 'prothetic vowels* in Thracian2.

Thus, Thrac. ‘Pjoo¢ (name of a Thracian king, Il. etc.) should be derived,
together with Skt. /- ‘'king', Lat. réx 'id.', OIr. rT 'id.'3, from PIE *hjrég- which
is formed with lengthened grade of the root. The reconstruction of PIE *Aj;-
is guaranteed by the initial o- of the related Gk. dpéyw 'l reach, stretch out'
(< PIE *hjreg-) as well as by the A- of Hitt. harganau- 'palm, sole' (< PIE *h;rg-,
see Weitenberg 1984: 223).

If the river name ‘Prjoog (Il. etc.) is Thracian, it can be connected with ON
ras 'rush', OE ras 'rush, leap; onrush, storm', etc. (see Detschew 1957: 393,
Georgiev 1977: 92); then, PIE *Ahreh ;s- should be reconstructed. The initial non-
colouring laryngeal can be identified on the basis of the related Gk. épwsj 'quick,
violent motion' which is formed with o-grade of the root and comes from PIE
*IJITOhIS-Cbz.

These two instances suggest that the PIE initial laryngeals are lost before
consonants (and consonantal r, /, m, n) in Thracian; it is worth mentioning that
counter-examples to this rule are lacking?.

True, the e- in the river names "Eptyiov, ‘Epiywv and Erginos continues PIE
*h,-, cf. the related Gk. &efoc 'darkness of the underworld' and Arm. erek
‘evening' which point to PIE *,reg”-. However, these river names are Proto-Phry-
gian, see Georgiev (1981: 119) and Duridanov (1993: 67).

There is also no reason for assuming a reflex of PIE *A,C- in the Thracian
river names 'AyeAdog, ‘AxeAdv which are possibly cognate of Goth. ahva 'river'
and Lat. aqua 'water®. In fact, since the initial laryngeals before consonants are lost
in Latin (cf. Lat. gerd < PIE */,g-¢s-, etc.) and the Germanic languages (cf. Goth.
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rigis 'darkness' beside Gk. &efoc; OHG maen 'to mow' beside Gk. dudw 'l mow',
etc.), the derivation of Lat. aguaand Goth. ahva from PIE *ak*-a (beside *&k¥-5,
see for instance Pokorny 1959: 23) is wrong. It is clear that Lat. agua and Goth.
ahva, together with Thrac. "AyeAdog, 'AxeAdv, can continue PIE * hyek*-, where-
as Olcel. @gir 'sea, see-god' is a vrddhi- derivative which is formed with length-
ened grade of the root and goes back, according to Eichner's law, to *h,ék*-yo-
(see Darms 1978: 29-33)7.

Then, Thrac. 'AyeAdog, 'AxeAdv represent the regular development of PIE
*h,e- into Thrac. a- which is well attested by cases such as Thrac. Ai{ixij
(toponym; cf. Gk. ai¢ 'goat', Arm. aic 'id.'"), -axiov, -apa (toponyms Meoo-dxiov,
Burd-apa; cf. OPruss. apc 'river', etc.), etc.

The development of PIE *A,e- into Thrac. e- is also well attested, cf. the
personal names Eofeveiog, Esbenus, E{fevi; (:Lat. equinus 'belonging to a horse'),
etc.®

PIE *h,i- and *h,u- yield Thrac. /- and u- respectively, cf. Thrac. “Totpog
(§2.2) which represents 4,-9.

2. The PIE laryngeals between consonants yield Thrac. a in the first syllable
of the word. In non-initial syllables, however, the interconsonantal laryngeals are
lost in Thracian.

2.1. PIE Ch,C- > Thrac. CaC in the first syllable of the word.

According to Georgiev (1977: 67), the Thracian personal name Baiotag
corresponds to Gk. Parorog which represents the superlative *paF-1070-¢ of pdog
'light’; then, we have Thrac. Baiotag, Gk. Paiorog < "‘H’bzw-isto-s, Gk. ¢dog <
*bhh wo-s.

Thrac. dalda-, 4aAn- (in personal names, cf. dain-{adig, daia-CeAug,
dain-zopug, etc.) can be connected with Gk. @dAeia (also Palia, Paleia) 'one of
the Muses', #dAdw 'to spring forth or emerge with or from moisture'!%, dalepdc
'moist', Arm. dalar 'green’, etc. (see Detschew 1957: 113, 114, Georgiev 1975: 29,
1977: 60). Then, Thrac. dala-, 4ain- should be formed with zero grade of the
root, as Gk. ddAAw, dadepd;, Arm. dalar, etc. which, as Hamp (1984: 156-158)
points out, represent PIE *dh,1-.

Thrac. -raifng, -waifeg, -raific (in personal names, cf. AAov-raifeg,
Awrov-zaufig, Movka-waufing, etc.) and HHafidag, ITaifivy can be connected with
Gk. xaic 'child ( a son or a daughter), see Georgiev (1977: 88-89; 1983: 1157);
then, the Thracian forms can be derived from *ph,w-i-beh, whereas Gk. xaig
continues * ph,w-i-d- 11,

2.2. PIE Ch,C> Thrac. CCin non-initial syllables of the word.

Thrac. “Totpog (Hes. etc.) corresponds to Skt. ssira- 'refreshing, fresh, flour-
ishing, vigorous', Gk. iepdg, Doric iapdgi2 which go back to PIE *h ishro-13.
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Then, Thrac. represents a loss of the interconsonantal *4, and a subsequent
epenthesis of fbetween sand r.

Georgiev (1975: 40; 1977: 84-85) connected the Thracian personal names
Kepong, Kepoog, Kepooviag, etc. with Lith. kérsis, kérsas 'weil und schwarz
gefleckt', Bulg cer 'black' and reconstructed PIE *kWerh,s-. According to
Georgiev (1958: 25-26), Slav. *cersja ( > Bulg. Ceresa, dial. Cresa), * cersnja
( > Russ. ceresnya, etc.) 'cherry (-tree)' and Gk. xépaoog, xepaods 'cherry-tree'
(which can be borrowed either form Thracian or Phrygian!4) are also related to
Lith. kérsis, kérsas and Bulg. cer; see also Hamp. (1963: 298-300). In view of
Thrac. “Iotpog which represents the change of PIE Ch,C into Thrac. CCin non-
initial syllables, Gk. képaoog, xepaodg cannot be a loan-word from Thracian. If
Gk. xépaoog, xepaods is borrowed from Phrygian, it clearly points to PIE
*k(W)erh »s-yo- and confirms GeorgieV's identification of the laryngeal, lost in
Thrac. Kepong, Kepoog, KepoovAag, as the a- colouring one. However, this analy-
sis is hardly compatible with Skt. Mrsna-'black-dark' which is clearly an anst form.

Thrac. ITeipoog, Ileipwg are derived by Georgiev (1981a: 15) from
* perh,w-ow-os. If so, the related Skt. pirva- 'the first, prior', pirvys- 'former,
ancient, first', etc. clearly confirm the reconstruction of the laryngeal; yet the
colour of this laryngeal remains unknown. Then, we have Skt. parva-, OBulg.
prove < PIE *prh, wo-, Thrac. Ieipoog, Ieipwg < PIE *perh, w-ow-0s'3. Yet this
etymology is uncertain.

3. PIE CRA,C (R=r, /, m, n) yield Thrac. CoRC (CuRC).

Thrac. Corsulae (later Maximianopolis) is explained by Georgiev (1977: 85)
as *k(WJrh s-ulo- which is formed with zero grade of the root and appears beside
the full-grade Thrac. Kepong, Kepoog, KepoovAag which are discussed above
(§2.2).

Thrac. xéAtvv ¢vddkaotpov’ (Etym. M.), which is also attested as the first
member of the compound IToArvufpia's, is related to Skt. pith (acc. sg. piram,
loc. sg. puri, instr. pl. parbhih), Gk. x6Aig, Ep. Arc. Cypr. Cret. xTéAig ‘city' (Att.
wéAg signifies 'fortress of the city, citadel', whereas the rest of the city is called
dotv), Lith. pilis 'castle', Latv. pils 'id.', cf. Tomaschek (1893/4 1I 1: 18),
Detschew (1976: 374). The Sanskrit forms point to a disyllabic root and the -¢- of
Gk. wéAeuog, Epic xtddepog 'battle, fight; war' indicates that the laryngeal of this
disyllabic root can be identified as the non-colouring one, see Hamp (1985: 52). If
the alternating pr- and p- (in Gk. 716« and A, Skt. pizh, Lith. pilis) point to
an initial PIE cluster *¢p- (see Hamp, loc. cit.), these words should be separated
from the Indo-European forms, signifying 'to fill' and 'full' (cf. Skt. prnas 'fills',
pirpa-'full', Lith. piinas'id.', etc.). Then, Thrac. x6Atvv can be derived rather from
PIE * tp/h ;ton than from * p/h ton"7.
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4. PIE Cih,Cand Cuh,Cyield Thrac. CiCand CuCrespectively, but there is
no evidence for the quantity of Thrac. 7 and u; cf. Georgiev (1977: 165; 1983:
1166).

Thrac. Taig (cf. also the personal names Tida, @ida, O399y, Tithi) proba-
bly corresponds to Skt. diti- ‘brightness, splendour' which reflects * dih ,-4-; on the
identification of the laryngeal as */1,see Beekes (1969: 262).

Thrac. Syra- (in toponyms, cf. Syracella, Syrascel(l)e, Syrasele) comes from
PIE *subh,-ro-, to which Olcel. sirr'sour', Lith. sdras 'saline, salty' and OBg. syra
'moist’ are also traced back.

5. PIE CVh,C yields Thrac. CVC, cf. Georgiev (1977: 164-165; 1983:
1165-1166).

Thrac. -{nta, -{nrng, -Lera (cf. the personal names Bevéi-{nta, Awvi-{ntng,
Eta-{era) comes from *seh,-fo-, which is also continued by Goth. s€ps (cf. mana-
séps 'world, mankind', lit. 'seed of man'), OHG sat 'seed’; the zero-grade verbal
adjective *sh,-fo-is attested by Lat. satus'sown'.

Thrac. -deva (cf. Pulpu-deva) comes from * d%eh-weh,.

Thrac. Aa-, An-, -2ag (cf. the personal names Aa-Cevog, Aa-Lepng, An-
CeAug, Tapov-Aag, Taru-1a) correspond to Gk. A4d-, Aew- (in personal names, cf.
Aa-yévng, Adpyog, Aew-xrdng, dopD-Adg, Aadg, lon. Andg 'men' (i.e., 'soldiers'), 'a
land army', 'people’, see Detschew (1957: 273), Georgiev (1977: 86; 1983: 1157);
then, we must reconstruct PIE */eh,wo-.

The Thracian suffix -nvog (also -avog) comes from *-ef,-no-s.

6. PIE CVh,iC and CVh,uC are continued by Thrac. CViC and CVuC
respectively.

Thrac. I'atép(a)- (personal name I'atdpeovs gen. sg.) is compared by
Georgiev (1977: 71; 1983: 1156) with the Greek names ®Paidpog, Paidpiag,
DPaidpéag, cf. patépds 'beaming, radiant'. Then, Thrac. I'adp(a)- and Gk. Pai-
8pog = paiépog continue PIE *g¥heh 5idro-.

According to Georgiev (1977: 89; 1983: 1157), Thrac. -paus (in the personal
name Vitu-paus) corresponds to Gk. Attic. rad¢ 'child', warg; we have also the
Cypriote gen. sg. @iAd-raF oc. Then, Attic. radg goes back to PIE nom. sg.
* peh,u-s which is continued also by Thrac. -paus, whereas Cypr. -raf o¢ can be
traced back to the genitive singular * ph,w-os.

The explanations of forms such as Thrac. I'atép(a) and -paus as * g*/vidro-
and *pous respectively are wrong, since PIE Ch,iC and Ch,uC are continued by
Thrac. CiCand CuCrespectively, cf. Thrac. Mndiora (§7).
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7. The laryngeals are lost after consonants (also consonantal r, /, m, n) and
before vowels (also vocalic 7and v) in Thracian.

Georgiev (1974: 20) compared the Thracian personal name Mndiwotq (dat.
sg.) with the Greek personal names Meyiotag, Meyiorng which can be derived
from the superlative uéyiorog (= Skt. mahisthd-, Av. mazista- < *megh yisto-) of
Gk. puéyag 'great’ (cf. Skt. mdhi'great', Hitt. mekks- 'much, many' < PIE *megh,-i-).
If so, Thrac. MndioTq can represent the development of the sequence Ch, V into
Thrac. CV.

Similarly, this development is presented by Thrac. -(avog, -zanus (cf. the
personal names AvAov-{avog, Aulu-zanus, Bri-zanus, Muca-zanus) which corre-
sponds to Gk. -yovog in @ed-yovog, Aad-yovog, etc.; see Georgiev (1977: 78) and
cf. also Gk. &-yovog 'descendant of. Then, Thrac. -{avog, -zanus and Gk. -yovog,
Skt. jdna- ‘creature, race', Av. zana- 'people’ continue PIE * gonh,o0-,; forms such as
Gk. 3rd sg. aor. middle éyévero 'he arose'(< *é-genh-to), etc. indicate that the
laryngeal is the non-colouring one!8.

Conclusion

1. There are no "prothetic vowels" in Thracian. This is assured by Thrac.
"Prjoog name of a Thracian king (< PIE *Ajreg-, cf. the related Gk. dpéyw < PIE
*hsreg-), probably by the river name ‘Prjoog (if it comes from PIE *hrehs-, cf.
Gk. épwij < PIE *hroh,s-eh), etc. PIE h,C- cannot yield Thrac. VC; for
instance, Thrac. ‘AyeAdog, ‘AyeAdv and Goth. ahva, Lat. agua continue PIE
*h,ek'-, whereas Olcel. agir goes back, according to Eichner's law, to *,8k*-.
Similarly, Thrac. Aiuxc1, -axiov, -apa, etc. represent the development of PIE *A e-
into Thrac. a-; Thrac. Eofevetog, etc. represent the development of PIE */4 je- into
Thrac. e-. The river names "Epryv, 'Epiywv (< PIE *hreg?-, cf. Gk. &peflog,
Armm. erek) are Proto-Phrygian.

2. Thrac. Bawotag, dala-, dain-, -ITaifng, Zxaxnty-, etc. indicate that the
PIE interconsonantal laryngeals yield Thrac. a in the first syllable of the word. In
non-initial syllables, however, the interconsonantal laryngeals are lost in Thracian,
cf. "Iotpog (< PIE *h jish jro-s, to which Skt. isird- and Gk. iepdg also go back).
Parallel developments of the interconsonantal laryngeals are attested only in the
Germanic languages, cf. Goth. fadar, English father (< PIE *ph fer-, cf. Skt. pita,
Gk. matijp, Lat. pater) beside Goth. dauhtar, English daughter (< PIE *ahugb er-,
of. Skt. duhita, Gk. Svydrnp, etc.).

3. The reflexes of PIE R and Rh, merged in Thracian, cf. Thrac. dop(ag,
Dorses (< *d”zs- cf. Gk. Oapovg, @paavg, Opaocéag) beside Corsulae (if from
* kW)rhs-ulo-, of. Lith. kérsas); Thrac. ZoAtng, XolAdnvog (cf. Goth. gulp, English
gold < * ghl-to-) beside Thrac. x6Atvv (< PIE *plhton or *tplhton cf. Skt. pih,
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puram, Gk. w65, xréAig). This development is similar either to that in Germanic,
where the reflexes of PIE R and RA, merged, or to that in Balto-Slavic, where the
reflexes of PIE R and R}, are dlstmgmshed by the intonations: cf. either Goth. gulp
(< *ghi-to-) beside fulls, Englxsh full (< *plh;-no-) or Lith. vilkas (< wik¥o-, cf.

Skt. vrka-, Goth. wulfs, English wolf) beside Lith. pilnas 'full' (< "‘p_lb 1-10-).

However, there is no evidence for the intonations (and the quantity of oR/uR) in
Thracian.

These developments of the PIE laryngeals in Thracian are similar to the
developments in the so-called "Northern group' (Balto-Slavic and Germanic) of the
Indo-European language family. From the point of view of the Indo-European
dialectology, the other laryngeal developments in Thracian are less important,
since A, V-> V-, CVh,C> CVC, CVhJC/CVh uC> CViC/CVuC and Ch,V >
CVare changes, shared by most of the Indo-European languages.

Georgi Rikov
Depart. General on IE Linguistics,
Faculty of Slavonic Studics,
Sofia University "St. Kliment Ohridski"
Tzar Osvoboditel 15, 1000 Sofia - Bulgaria

NOTES

1. See Georgiev (1957; 1977: 7-192; 1981: 111-132; 1983).

2. True, according to Kortlandt (1988: 73-74), "the close relationship between Thra-
cian and Armenian should lead us to expect non-zero reflex of PIE laryngeals in Thracian"
and "prothetic vowels should be demonstrable". However, the available data do not support
this hypothesis.

3. On the etymologies of Thrac. ‘Pjjoos (a Thracian king) and the river name ‘Pjjoog
see Detschew (1957: 393), Georgiev (1977: 92), etc.

4. Georgiev's comparison of Thrac. ‘Poddan (also ‘Podéma, Rhodope, Rhodopa)
with the Lithuanian river name Rud-upe (Georgiev 1977: 92) implies that Thrac. "Poé-
reflects PIE *Arud’-, cf. the related Gk. 4pvdpds 'red' < PIE *hrudiro-s. The connection
of Thrac. pougpaia (also rumpia, romphea, romphaea, romfea) 'sword' with Lat. rumpé
'l break', etc. (Georgiev 1958: 37) also suggests that an initial laryngeal is lost in this Thra-
cian word; cf. Schrijver (1991: 236) on Lat. rumpé (< *A,r-). In fact , there are no Indo-
European words beginning with *r-.

5. On the etymology of Thrac. "AyeA@og, "AxeAdv see Georgiev (1977: 160-161).

6. In fact, the reconstructed *2k*-G (beside *&k"-) presupposes PIE * /i k*-.

7. Hitt. eku- to drink' and Toch. AB yok-'id.' are related to Lat. brius 'drunk' and
must be separated from Lat. agua and its cognates, see Puhvel (1984: 267-268).

8. PIE *hje-, *hjze-and *h,0- would fall together into Thrac. a-, but I do not know
convincing instances of *4;e- and *4,0-in Thracian.
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9. There are no convincing representatives of PIE *4,RC- (R =1,  m, n) in Thra-
cian; then, it is not clear whether Rix' law operates in Thracian.

10. On the meaning of Gk. #d1w see Hamp (1984: 156) with references.

11. Cf. Georgiev (1977: 88), who explained Thrac. -ratfeg, -wrasfinc and Gk. wrar as
*paw-iba and *paw-id- respectively.

12. On Doric iapdc, Aeolic fpos and the loss of the laryngeal in Thrac. “lotpog see
Beekes (1969: 184-185).

13. Cf. also the Celtic river name /sara, etc. (Pokorny 1959: 300).

14. According to Frisk (1960-1972 I. 828), however, the origin of Gk. képacog,
KEpaods remains unknown.

15. According to Georgiev (1981a: 27 fn.30), Thrac. ITeipoos, ITeipws can be alter-
natively explained as *pirw- < *prh,w-. Then, besides Thrac. CoRC (CuRC), we can
assume also Thrac. CiRCas a regular reflex of PIE CRA,C (cf. §3).

16. See Georgiev (1978: 9).

17.On Thrac. u (v, ov) from *6 see Georgiev (1977: 164; 1983: 1166).

18. I do not know convincing instances of PIE CRA,Vin Thracian. For instance,
Thrac. Zzapa- (cf. the personal name Zaapddoxog, Thuc., syncopated Txaprokog, Spar-
tacus, etc.) can be derived from *sprh,o- which is attested by Lat. sparus 'spear’; this
implies PIE CRA,V > Thrac. CaR V. However, the related Germanic forms Olcel. sparr
'spear’, OHG sper 'id." point to *sporh,o-, to which Thrac. Zzapa- can be also traced back;
then, we are dealing with the development of PIE Ch, Vinto Thrac. CV(cf. §7).
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